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Most of the western world is celebrating 1992 as the 500™ anniversary of the discovery of
America by Columbus. This year is significant for members of our Wisconsin Synod for two
other reasons. It marks the 475" anniversary of the Reformation and the 100" anniversary of the
Federation of the Wisconsin, Michigan and Minnesota Synods. This essay concerns the latter
anniversary, particularly its significance for our Michigan District. Anniversaries afford the
opportunity for remembering the past and marvelling at God’s goodness and grace in spite of
human frailty and weakness. That is especially true for the period of history we will be
considering.

The title which your presidium has assigned is: A Synod for the 90s-The 1890s. We will
examine the topic by looking at: 1) The Proposal for Federation; 2) Historical Background; 3)
Initial Results in Michigan; 4) The Lasting Blessings of the Federation; 5) Lessons to be
Learned.

1. The Proposal for Federation

Congregations form or join synods in order to train workers, send out missionaries and
carry out other aspects of the Lord’s work which they would have difficulty doing by
themselves.

Joining with other congregations also offers opportunities for mutual encouragement and
admonition. Small synods merge with other synods or form federations for the same reasons.

In the spring of 1892 representatives of the Wisconsin, Michigan and Minnesota Synods
adopted the following articles of federation. These articles were to be presented to the individual
synods that summer for their consideration and approval.

1. The three Synods of Wisconsin, Minnesota and Michigan will become one under the
name of: “The Joint Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan and other
States.”

2. The three Synods will for the present form three Districts, that of Michigan, that of
Wisconsin and that of Minnesota.

3. The Joint Synod is to have its own printing office and bookstore.

4. The Joint Synod is to publish a common parish paper, a theological journal, a school
gazette and a yearbook. She is also to edit books for church and school. All official
announcements, reports of ordinations and installations, notices referring to conferences, receipts
and so forth are to be publicized in this common parish paper. The titles of the existing parish
papers of the individual Synods are to be changed in this manner instead of being called
PUBLICATION OF THE SYNOD OF the name will be EDITED BY THE DISTRICT OF THE
JOINT SYNOD OF WISCONSIN, MINNESOTA, MICHIGAN AND OTHER STATES.

5. Home missions for the present are to be the responsibility of the Districts. They are,
however, to be under the supervision of the Joint Synod, which is to supervise the manpower and
the funds available for this purpose.

6. All rights and privileges not expressly assigned to the Joint Synod continue as those
belonging to the Districts.



7. The government of the institutions now existing, or those still to be established, is to
be the prerogative of the Joint Synod. Such institutions are to be the following: (a) a theological
seminary in Wisconsin. (b) a joint academy and a common teacher’s seminary. (c) an academy
or a pre-seminary in Minnesota and in Michigan.

8. The institutions presently existing shall remain the property of the districts who now
hold title to them, until they are voluntarily transferred to the general body.'

The Michigan Synod unanimously resolved to adopt these eight points at the Synod
convention in June 1892. Michigan’s reasons for entering the Federation as stated at the
Michigan Pastoral Conference in the fall of 1891 were:

We would gain a promising mission field in the west which would be required by us if
the Seminary should offer us further blessings; the strengthening which we thereby
anticipate, both inwardly and outwardly; the opportunity in that way of a better training
of pastors, and- teachers; and, the more effective carrying on of the church’s charitable
work."

A look at the history of the Michigan Synod will help us understand why joining the
Federation seemed so beneficial.
I1. Historical Background

Friedrich Schmid & The First Michigan Synod

The story of the Michigan Synod begins with a group of Germans from Wuerttemberg
who settled in Washtenaw County near Ann Arbor in 1831. Since they had no pastor, they
requested help from the Basel Mission Society in Europe. Their prayers were answered when
Pastor Friedrich Schmid arrived in August of 1833. Schmid has the distinction of being the first
Lutheran pastor in Michigan and of founding the first Lutheran congregation in the state (Salem
in Scio).

Schmid was an indefatigable missionary. He preached throughout southern Michigan,
organizing nearly 20 congregations." He not only worked among the German immigrants, but
also had a strong interest in mission work among the Indians in Michigan. He helped to found
New Salem Lutheran Church in Sebewaing for that very purpose.

Schmid’s letters to Basel reveal his pastoral heart, his love for souls and his zeal to
proclaim the gospel. But they also reveal his lack of a clear understanding of the scriptural
principles of church fellowship. He wanted to be a Lutheran but really didn’t know how. He
understood the need for a sound Lutheran confession in sectarian America. He particularly
deplored the teachings and practices of the Methodists (and the “Albright Brethren” who called
themselves evangelicals) ." However, since he was raised in the “mild” Lutheranism of
Wuerttemberg and trained by the unionistic mission society of Basel, his practice did not always
conform to sound Lutheran principles. Like Muehlhaeuser (the first president of the Wisconsin
Synod) he did not like doctrinal controversy because he thought it hindered mission work. As he
wrote in regard to a new co-worker:

Inwardly he is stiffly Lutheran, which is not desireable for effective work in a community

of Lutheran and Reformed Germans, most of whom do not know the meaning of

Lutheran or Reformed. For the precious Gospel embraces all, and there is but one Savior

for all, and we preachers will not find it necessary to concern ourselves with questions,



judgments, etc.; we need only to stand firm and teach in the conviction of the Lutheran
Symbolical Scriptures, without asking whether this person is Lutheran or Reformed.”

In the early 1840s Pastors Schmid, Metzger and Kronerwett formed the first Evangelical
Lutheran Synod in Michigan. They named it “The Mission Synod.” They were soon joined by
four missionaries sent to America by Loehe with the Franconian colorists (these colonists
eventually founded Frankenmuth, Frankentrost, Frankenfust and Frankenhilf in the Saginaw
Valley). The four missionaries (Craemer, Lochner, Trautmann and Hattstaedt) were strongly
confessional Lutherans. They joined the Synod

because Pastor Schmid expressly declared that “no missionary is to be sent to the heathen
who does not subscribe to the Book of Concord of the Lutheran Church.” He also gave
the assurance that “the members of our Synod are firmly committed to the Symbols of
our church and pledge their missionaries to them!”"

But Schmid did not put his confession into practice. He accepted as a member of the
Synod a Basel missionary who refused to subscribe to the Lutheran Confessions. He also
permitted congregations to administer the Lord’s Supper according to Reformed practice. The
four Loehe men felt compelled to leave the Synod for confessional reasons and became founding
members of the Missouri Synod. We can only speculate how the course of the Lutheran Church
in Michigan (and even in America) might have been different if Schmid had not alienated
them." The first Michigan Synod disbanded shortly after their departure.

Schmid, Eberhardt, Klingmann & the Second Michigan Svnod

Schmid joined the Ohio Synod for a short time, but then became independent, gathering
congregations in southern Michigan. He continued to hope to establish a synod. In the fall of
1860 two missionaries arrived from Basel to help him. These two men, Christoph Eberhardt and
Stephan Klingmann, would be the prime movers in making the new Michigan Synod a
confessional Lutheran synod.

The new Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Michigan and other States was born in
December of 1860 in the study of the Detroit pastor, P. Mueller. The eight pastors and three lay
delegates gathered there chose Schmid as their first president (he would serve until 1867). The
history of the Michigan Synod written in 1910 credits Eberhardt and Klingmann with the sound
confessional article included in the constitution:

The Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Michigan and other States pledges itself to all the
canonical books of the Holy Scripture as the sole rule and norm of its faith and life;
also to all the symbolical books of our Evangelical Lutheran Church as the true
interpretation of Holy Scripture.”""

It would be some time, however, before the Michigan Synod’s practice would match its
confession.

Mission Work



The second Michigan Synod was every bit as mission-minded as the first. Eberhardt’s

zeal matched Schmid’s. Using Hopkins in Allegan County as his base the young missionary
began to visit German settlements in the western part of the state. He arrived in Hopkins in
October of 1860 and

far

by December he had already established 16 different locations, covering a circuit of 360
miles, at which he preached regularly. His travels were made mostly on foot, and he
served those 16 locations at regular three-week intervals. Whenever he heard that there
was a settlement of Germans, including even only one Lutheran family, he made it a
point to go there. He carried with him a parcel of Bibles and, prayer books, either selling
them, or giving them to people who were very poor.””

He covered Allegan, Van Buren, Ottawa, Muskegon and Clinton counties, traveling as

east as Owosso. He also undertook a trip to the Upper Peninsula, preaching in several places and
baptizing children. When illness forced him to give up his work as Relseprediger (travelling
missionary), he accepted a call to serve St. Paul’s Lutheran Church in Saginaw. From there he
founded St. John’s in Bay City, did mission work in St. Charles, Chesaning, Frankentrost and
other places in the area, as well as serving some of his former congregations and preaching
stations.

But there were not many lasting results from his mission endeavors. For the Michigan

Synod simply did not have the manpower to supply these fledgling congregations with pastors.
As Michigan Synod men later lamented:

Justly we ask ourselves: what results and what fruits were produced by the indefatigable
efforts of this man, as far as the Synod is concerned? There we are compelled to reply:
Little, very little! Of all the places visited by him (jmb—while he was Reiseprediger in
Western Michigan), only the congregations in Allegan County (jmb—Hopkins and
Allegan) have remained with our Synod. His journey to the Upper Peninsula produced no
results at all. We do not even know whether the Synod concerned itself with this matter,
or even made an effort to relieve the crying need there. Why did this devoted effort
produce such sad results? This brings us to the most serious neglect and the mistake,
fraught with serious consequences, ommitted by the Synod. Indeed, she did attempt to
gather those in fellowship in faith. However, she had no pastors who might then serve the
little group thus gathered with the means of grace. What she neglected was at that time
the most urgent requirement, namely, to call into existence a teaching institution for the
training and preparation of preachers.

History records the names of a number of other communities in which the Michigan

Synod did mission work: Reed City, Roscommon, Grayling, Grand Rapids, Midland, Caro,
Caseville, Port Hope. But these infant congregations were also lost to other synods and
denominations.” Our Michigan District today would have been far larger today if the Michigan
Synod had solved its problem of the lack of faithful, confessional pastors earlier in its history. As
Prof. Fredrich relates,



The essayist in those good old days when he was a member of Michigan’s Northern
Conference used to like to invite Pastor Oscar Frey to ride with him to conferences. He
always found Oscar Frey’s Michigan Synod history lessons on the way most interesting.
We would drive past an attractive Lutheran property in one of the towns among the
thousands of Michigan and Pastor Frey would say, “This was once a planting of the
Michigan Synod but It was lost a long time ago when the congregation grew Impatient in
a long vacancy and switched to another synod.” A few miles down the road it would be
the same story with new names and dates. The impression was that, if vacancies could
have been filled, the Michigan District would own the state’s Lutheranism lock, stock
and barrel. "

Growth Toward Confessionalism

Friedrich Schmid remained loyal to the Basel Mission Society until he died in spite of the
unionistic spirit of that organization (Basel was supporting the United Evangelical Church which
was robbing members and congregations from the Michigan Synod!). A letter written to Basel
for him by his wife in 1879 (four years before he died) contained a gift of $15.00 for the support
of the work of the society." His lack of understanding of true confessionalism and the scriptural
principles of church fellowship hindered the Michigan Synod during the seven years of his
presidency.

The Synod elected Stephan Klingmann president in 1867. This proved to be a great
blessing. For “under the leadership of Klingmann confessional practice became more and more
the rule, over against the laxity and indefiniteness that had gained ground under Schmid’s
presidium.”"

1867 also marked Michigan’s entrance into the General Council. The General Council
came into being as a result of a growing confessionalism among many Lutheran synods in
America in the mid 1800s. Dissatisfied with the liberalism of the General Synod, the
Pennsylvania Ministerium proposed the establishment of a more confessional organization.*”
The able theologian, Charles Porterfield Krauth (author of the classic The Conservative
Reformation and its Theology), became the acknowledged leader.

The Michigan Synod saw association with the General Council as a possible answer to its
great need for a supply of confessional Lutheran pastors.*"" Those hopes would prove to be in
vain, but involvement with the General Council would lead the Synod to a greater
confessionalism.

A controversy developed among the synods of the General Council concerning the so-
called four points: (1) chiliasm (millennialism); (2) altar fellowship; (3) pulpit fellowship; (4)
secret or unchurchly societies (lodges). This controversy forced the Michigan Synod to dig into
the Scriptures to find answers. Eberhardt set the course for Michigan with an essay on the four
points at his Synod’s convention in 1868. He clearly demonstrated that chiliasm and the religion
of the lodges were contrary to Scripture. Participation with errorists in pulpit and altar fellowship
he rightly called unionism and a violation of Scriptural principles.*" Michigan therefore
resolved:

1) that we reject Chiliasm, as is done by Article 17 of the Augsburg Confession; 2) that
we do not permit altar fellowship with those of a different faith; 3) that we do not have
nor permit pulpit fellowship with sectarians; 4) that we reject the essence of the secret
societies, as opposed to the spirit of genuine Christianity. "



The General Council, however, did not give clear answers to the four points, particularly
regarding altar and pulpit fellowship. For this reason the Missouri and the Ohio Synods never
joined. The Wisconsin Synod joined, but left in 1869. Minnesota followed in 1871. These synods
formed the Synodical Conference In 1872. This organization would be the leading voice of
confessional Lutheranism in America (if not the world) for nearly 100 years. If only the
Michigan Synod had immediately followed their lead, many subsequent problems could have
been avoided.

Michigan showed patience and perhaps a bit of naivete in dealing with the General
Council. The Council simply could not come to a correct understanding of the Scriptural
principles of fellowship. At Akron, Ohio, in 1872 the General Council declared:

1. The rule is: Lutheran pulpits are for Lutheran ministers only. Lutheran altars are for
Lutheran communicants only. 2. The exceptions to the rule belong in the sphere of
privilege, not of right. 3. The determination of the exceptions is to be made in
consonance with these principles, by the conscientious judgment of pastors, as the cases
arise.™

These statements are contradictory. If point one is true, there can, be no exceptions. At
Galesburg in 1875, the Council changed point one to read:

The rule which accords with the Word of God and with the Confessions of our Church
is: “Lutheran pulpits for Lutheran ministers only—Lutheran altars for Lutheran
communicants only.”

Yet even at Galesburg the exceptions listed in points two and three were allowed to
stand. When Krauth presented his theses on fellowship in 1877, he raised hopes in Michigan that
the General Council would come to a clear understanding of the scriptural principles and put
them into practice. But when the Council met in convention at Monroe in 1884, two Lutheran
pastors preached in local Presbyterian Churches. Michigan protested, but the Council paid little
attention to it. Because of this Michigan finally broke with that organization in 1888.*

During this entire 21 year period Michigan “was playing a gadfly role trying to serve as a
sort of confessional conscience of the Council.”" Koehler offers this evaluation:

That Michigan stuck with the General council longer than Wisconsin and Minnesota is
not necessarily to its discredit. The representatives of the latter synods, after all, were
maturer men in age and experience than Michigan’s. And in the Council’s further
developments, the Michigan men always sponsored the right principles. Not only did
they do so from the start in regard to the mooted Four Points, but as long as they held
membership in the Council stuck to their testimony, while practicing forbearance for the
sake of the right-minded men in the Council whom they did not want to desert in their
struggle. ™"

Membership in the Council, as mentioned before, forced Michigan into the Bible to find
God’s answers to the problems facing American Lutheranism. But the membership also hindered
the Synod in a number of ways. Michigan never realized its hope to receive pastors through the



Council’s connections to any appreciable extent. Meanwhile, continuing membership in the
Council separated the Synod from the Synodical Conference and the influence of Missouri and
Wisconsin. Membership in the Synodical Conference would have allowed Michigan to use the
colleges and seminaries of those synods for the training of teachers and pastors.

Because Michigan lacked such a source of well-trained, confessional Lutheran pastors,
the Synod struggled to gain unity of doctrine in its midst and to bring congregational practice
into line with its public confession. As a Michigan Synod pastor lamented,

Not only was the synod not able to obtain the desired number of workers but as already
mentioned, not a few of those who were obtained, were incompetent, unfaithful. The first
30 years it secured Its pastors from almost everywhere, although after 1866 It did cease
to apply to Basel on account of the sad experience It had with a number of its candidates.
Its hope of obtaining an adequate and satisfactory source of supply by joining the Council
was not realized. For a while, during the late ‘60s and in the “70s it procured a number of
pastors from the Pilgermission in Chrischona and later Hermannsburg and Kropp
supplied It with most of Its new men. In such a conglomerate body, composed of men of
such vastly different theological training, unity of doctrine and practice was hardly
possible and it was probably only that by the grace of God It had such leaders as
Klingmann and Eberhardt in those critical years that orthodox Lutheranism did win out in
the synod.™"

Michigan Lutheran Seminary_

Nearly every Immigrant church body In the United States had to struggle with the
problem of supplying pastors for its congregations. Most were dependent on receiving pastors
from Europe for a time. Some solved the problem more quickly than others. The Missouri Synod
had a seminary from the very beginning.”" The Wisconsin Synod took thirteen years to start one.
Minnesota took 24 years and Michigan waited for 25.

Michigan finally passed a resolution in 1884 to consider the training of pastors because it
could not depend on others. A golden opportunity soon presented itself. A former professor of
the seminary in Buffalo, Pastor Alex Lange, was serving the congregation at Remus. He offered
to train young men for the ministry in addition to carrying out his congregational responsibilities.
In the spring of 1885 he announced that a few young men were interested in training for the
ministry and had, in fact, begun their studies. Pastor Lange then accepted a call to Manchester
and a building became available in that community. Founding a seminary was now a real
possibility.” ™' You can hear the excitement in Eberhardts presidential report for 1885.

As we now look back over the past Synod year so we must also exclaim with Samuel
concerning the new, “Hitherto has the Lord helped us,* us the pastors and us the
congregations and their members. In how many difficulties has the Lord not spread his
wings over us! He has helped us out of various troubles, worries and attacks from without
and within, or strengthened us according to his fatherly compassion to bear them even
though we were not freed from them. So also he will prove himself faithful to us in the
future according to his great grace. He has for nearly six months in our Synod met the
difficulty of the need for pastors from an entirely different side than we were accustomed
to expect help. He has made a number of young men in our congregations willing to be
trained to be preachers of God’s Word and has aroused their parents to a readiness to



make sacrifices for that purpose. The Lord has also sent us a teacher for them, with
whom they already have wholeheartedly begun their study. A member of the
congregation in Manchester, Washtenaw County, Mr. Heimerdinger, has presented to us
free of charge his large brick house on his farm. To be sure the room will not be
completely sufficient for the students, however, he has promised to compensate for these
needs in his own residence which is nearby and to find a few other congregation
members ready to do the same.”""

The Synod resolved to accept the offer. That August the Seminary opened with an
enrollment of six students. Since the building was going to be available for only two years, the
Synod needed to find a permanent home. Six offers were made at the 1886 convention, but only
the offers from Adrian and Saginaw were seriously considered. By a vote of 24 to 18 the
delegates chose Adrian as the new site. "

However, Pres. Eberhardt called a special convention in January of 1887 to reconsider
the decision. This special convention determined that they were to have a “practical” rather than
a “scientific” seminary and that they were not going to go into debt for more than $2,000.00 for
the project. Even though Adrian had already been chosen at the last convention, the delegates
reconsidered that choice. They discussed several cities. Adrian was not among them. Since
various sites were available in Saginaw and a gift of $4,500.00 was guaranteed if that city was
chosen, Saginaw was selected. In February Eberhardt donated 2 % acres (he would later enlarge
the site with the purchase of an adjacent piece of property). The building was finished in
September and the school opened on September 20.™ The pastor and congregation in Adrian
withdrew from the Synod for several years because they were angered by the whole procedure
(Eberhardt’s high-handedness?).

The next five years were a period of growth. The Seminary produced twelve candidates
for the ministry. An additional twelve pastors joined the Synod from other sources. In 1888 the
Synod removed Prof. Lange from his office because he held a false view of the doctrine of the
call. Pastor Huber became director of the Seminary. Pastor Eberhardt and Teacher Sperling (who
would later become a professor at DMLC in New Ulm) assisted in instruction.”™" In 1888
Michigan also began publishing its own periodical, Synodal-Freund.

Having left the General Council in that same year for confessional reasons, the Synod
would soon seek a new alliance with like-minded Lutherans.

Moving toward Federation with Minnesota and Wisconsin

Since the Wisconsin, Minnesota and Michigan Synods had a similar development and
were neighbors geographically, it was natural for the three to move towards a union. The same
mission houses and societies had supplied pastors for all three. Each synod had moved from a
fuzzy unionism to confessional Lutheranism. All of them had been members of the General
Council for a time.

The ties between Wisconsin and Minnesota were particularly strong. Both were founding
members of the Synodical Conference and had cooperated with each other for at least two
decades. Minnesota had sent students to Northwestern and had spoken of a federation with
Wisconsin already in 1868. Various problems prevented this from taking place immediately.
Michigan, however, had never quite shared the closeness that Wisconsin and Minnesota had with
each other because of its long involvement in the General Council and because Lake Michigan
served as a geographical barrier.

XXXii



In 1890 Lederer replaced Eberhardt as president of the Michigan Synod. In the summer
of 1891 Lederer and Director Huber of the Seminary made a trip to explore mission fields to the
west. While in New Ulm, Minnesota, Lederer met with C.J. Albrecht, the president of the
Minnesota Synod and Lederer’s classmate from St. Chrischona in Germany. In the course of
their conversation, the possibility of a Michigan-Minnesota-Wisconsin Federation came up. That
very August a Michigan delegation of President Lederer, Director Huber, Pastor Kionka and
Pastor Mayer met with President Albrecht of Minnesota and Director Ernst (of Northwestern)
who was representing President von Rohr of Wisconsin. They drew up specific proposals for the
Federation.

The Michigan Pastoral Conference considered the proposals at the fall meeting in
Marshall. Later there would be complaints that the proposal was ram-rodded through the
conference.” " Michigan adopted the eight point proposal at its convention in the spring of
1892, as mentioned at the beginning of this essay. The convention voted to seek membership in
the Synodical Conference as had been stipulated by Wisconsin and Minnesota as a condition for
union. The convention also unanimously adopted the Federation plan.**"

The first meeting of the Federation was held October 11-13, 1892, at St. John’s Lutheran
Church, 8" and Vliet Streets, in Milwaukee. On the last day of the convention the delegates
participated in the cornerstone laying for the new Seminary building on 60" and Lloyd Streets in
Wauwatosa.”™ " This was to be the only seminary for the Joint Synod.

Events had moved quickly, too quickly for many in Michigan. There simply was not
enough time to prepare for the changes mandated by the union with Wisconsin and Minnesota.
Problems soon arose.

I11. Initial Results in Michigan

As Michigan moved to a crucial stage in its history it lost its two most able leaders.
Stephan Klingmann died in 1891 and Christoph Eberhardt died in 1893. Their wise counsel and
strong leadership perhaps could have prevented the problems which were coming. The next
several years would mark one of the darkest periods in the history of the Synod and District.

As the smallest of the three synods, Michigan had the most to gain by joining the
Federation, but also the most to lose. Almost from the start some in Michigan had second
thoughts about the union and turning their Seminary into a prep school. Their Seminary was
producing pastors. Twelve Saginaw graduates had entered the ministry between 1888 and 1892.
This number included men like W. Bodamer, F. Krauss, G. Wacker and J. Westendorf who
would play such an important role in later district and synodical history.”"' Was this the time to
close the theological department of their beloved school? They remembered how they had
struggled for pastors before they established their own Seminary. The recent graduates were
loyal to their alma mater.

Questions naturally arose. Would high school students be willing to cross the lake for
college and seminary training? If they did, would they prefer remain in the parishes of Wisconsin
rather than return to Michigan?*" If their young men would not be willing to go to Wisconsin
for their training, how long would the Federation continue to carry Michigan? Would they be
relying solely on the Federation for their pastors?*""" Was this wise?

A number of men voiced their dissatisfaction with the decision to turn the Seminary into
a prep school. The members of the faculty were especially displeased. The Brief History of the
Michigan Synod, written in 1910 by a committee of men who evidently were deeply involved in
the disruption which followed, relates the subsequent events.



The conversion of the Seminary into an academy had been unanimously voted. But now a
part of the Synod, particularly the staff of the institution, was dissatisfied with this. They
devised a temporary reestablishment of the theological department. It thus occurred that
in 1893 the Synod resolved: “that we respectfully petition the Joint Synod, because of
circumstances continuing to prevail in our midst, to permit us to reestablish the previous
arrangement in our Seminary for an undetermined duration.”

It would certainly have been best if the Synod had summarily denied this petition and had
called upon our Synod to honor the arrangement agreed upon in the year previous. It
appeared, however, that she believed it would be possible, by a specific accommodation,
to win over the malcontents in the Michigan Synod. Thus she resolved, “it would appear
to be rather difficult to achieve that desired theological training in the manner sought by
the honorable Synod of Michigan at its institution. In spite of that, because of conditions
obtaining there, we must for the present leave the adjustment of this matter to the
honorable Michigan Synod.” This accommodation of the Joint Synod did not have the
desired effect in our Synod. ™

The split in Michigan widened. In 1894 the Synod voted Lederer and the other leaders

who had brought them into the Federation out of office. Carl F. Boehner became the new
president. For a time he had been a member of the Wisconsin Synod. He had left that Synod
because of two pamphlets he had written. One was against the Methodists. The other attacked
American women because of the practice of abortion. Both caused a storm of controversy
because of his harshness and unbridled manner. Sometimes how a person says something
undermines what he is trying to say. Koehler reports that when he left the Wisconsin Synod, he
became an Episcopalian missionary to China.X' Later he returned to the United States and joined
the Michigan Synod. His leadership style only served to aggravate the situation.

Koehler doesn’t pull any punches when he describes the drama which unfolded and the

main characters in that drama.

The Michigan Synod, within four years, suffered a split that was not healed until fifteen
years later. The original stock of this synod’s pastors that had received its training in the
Saginaw seminary was in an ugly mood, because the proposed conversion of their
institution into a preparatory school, which would give it only high-school rank was
deemed a degradation. No doubt, too, the superior caliber of the Kropp contingent in the
Michigan clergy was resented (most of these eventually landed in Wisconsin). The
ugliness of the mood appeared in what happened in the course of several years.

The attachment of the largely still immature young element for their alma mater was
exploited by Boehner, Linsemann, Metz, and Huber. The first-named was an unstable
character which the Wisconsin Synod found out; in addition, the man was unscrupulous.
His three partners were men who attained to positions to which they were in no wise
equal. They themselves did not realize their shortcomings but were rather filled with
self-importance. None of them was competent to teach Sexta, (jmb-9" grade), still they
were supposed to teach theology. "

Whether Koehler was being too harsh in his evaluation cannot be determined. But it is

true that Michigan didn’t have university-trained theologians and educators of the caliber of



Wisconsin’s Ernst and Hoenecke and Notz. Many either didn’t recognize, or perhaps, refused to
see or admit that Wisconsin’s Seminary offered better training and more hope for the future. In
April 1895 a peace conference between the two factions in Michigan was held. Prof. Ernst the
President of the Federation, was also present. The representatives at this conference decided that
the theological department of the Michigan Seminary would continue for three more years and
then the school would be converted into a prep school. The Michigan Synod convention that
summer, however, resolved to continue the theological department for all the students presently
enrolled. This meant that the theological department would continue for several years. At this
decision a minority protested, declaring that they had lost confidence in the leaders of the Synod
and the administration of the Seminary. They brought charges against the Michigan leadership to
the Federation convention later that summer. The Federation ruled in their favor and insisted that
the original articles of federation be followed—the Michigan Seminary should drop its
theological department and become an academy." When the 10 pastors of the minority refused
to send their congregations’ offering for the support of the Michigan Synod, the Synod
suspended them from membership. These 10 pastors organized at a meeting in Sebewaing and
brought charges against Boehner and the Michigan majority to the Synodical Conference
meeting in August 1896, but failed to list specific charges beforehand. Therefore the leadership
of the Synodical Conference could not inform Pres. Boehner of the charges against him. Since
the Michigan Synod sent no delegates to that convention, the Synodical Conference sent a
committee to the Michigan Synod convention in September of 1896. This committee couldn’t
gain a hearing. Without discussion Michigan then voted to break with both the Federation and
the Synodical Conference. The Federation had already declared a break in fellowship with
Boehner and the Michigan majority with a notice in the August 1, 1896, issue of the
Gemeinde-Blatt."" The suspension of the minority was changed to an expulsion. The Michigan
minority became the Ev. Lutheran District Synod of Michigan and retained membership in both
the Federation and the Synodical Conference. "

Patience simply was not the order of the day. That was true of the Michigan majority, the
Michigan minority and the leaders of the Federation. Haste and rash action prevailed.

Having withdrawn from the Federation, the Michigan Synod soon found a new partner
which just happened to be looking for a seminary like the one in Saginaw to train its pastors. The
Augsburg Synod, a small Midwestern synod founded in 1876, had advertised for a union with a
synod which had a seminary. Michigan hastily entered into a partnership with Augsburg in 1897
only to have that union fall apart in 1900. By then it had become obvious that the two synods
simply were not in agreement in doctrine and practice.”"

Meanwhile, a number of other changes were taking place. The Synod had elected W.
Bodamer as president in place of Boehner in 1898. Boehner left the Synod and moved west.
Some of the other leaders in the controversy also left. Pastor Huber had become director of the
Seminary when Lange was dismissed for doctrinal reasons in 1888. Huber resigned as director in
1893 when he accepted the call to be Eberhardt’s replacement at St. Paul’s, Saginaw. Otto Hoyer
of New Ulm was called and served until 1895. He accepted a call to Northwestern in Watertown
a year before Michigan broke with the Federation. Pastor Linsemann served as director from
1895 until 1902. When he resigned, the Synod called Prof. F. Beer who had been a professor at
the Kropp seminary in Germany and who had come highly recommended. Under his leadership
the Seminary suffered a serious drop in enrollment. Before 1902 there had always been at least
twenty students enrolled. By May, 1907, only seven remained. That summer two were graduated
and four indicated that they were leaving. Only one student remained."!



Pastor Karl Krauss offers this explanation:

What brought about this near collapse of the Seminary? The minutes of the Seminary
board and of the Synod are meager in this matter. As nearly as can be determined—and
this is based on information gleaned by the writer from his father and others close to the
situational—it was an unevangelical attitude on the part of the director toward his
students, a tendency to enforce a very rigid, almost Prussian military discipline, a lack of
understanding of American youth. Beer’s relations to his colleagues also became very
strained. The bad situation brought about the closing of the Seminary in 1907 X"

The Michigan Seminary produced 40 pastors during the twenty-two years of its existence
as a theological seminary. “At the time of its closing one of these was deceased, and twenty eight
were members of Synod serving congregations in it. The remaining eleven joined other synods:
General Council in the West, Ohio and Missouri.”"" With the closing of the Seminary the real
point of irritation with the Federation was removed.

For some time the men in Michigan had been having second thoughts about their actions.
In 1904 there were two free conferences with some Missouri Synod pastors to see if there was
agreement among them in regard to doctrine and practice. Michigan was interested in renewing
its ties with the Synodical Conference. That same year the Synod Convention in Riga gave this
answer to the question, “How do we at this time regard our withdrawal from the Synodical
Conference?”:

1. We must acknowledge that such a step was unjustified and precipitate, because we
must tell ourselves that neither need nor conscience compelled us, and that there was
actually no cause for our manner of procedure.

2. We are compelled to express our deepest remorse that we were not willing to accept
nor to give audience, nor to make use of the good services offered to us by the authorized
delegation of the Synodical Conference; particularly intensely we rue the manner in
which we at that time slighted the delegation.™

The convention favored joining the Synodical Conference, but only after discussion in
the pastoral conference and congregations of the Synod. They had learned the lesson not to rush
into anything anymore, but to do everything in a careful, orderly fashion. The Michigan
Convention in 1905 tabled the memorial to re-enter the Synodical Conference because the
congregations were split on the issue. Prof. Fredrich explains,

The time for conclusive action had obviously not yet come. Haste was avoided. The
memorial, however, gives a good overview of the whole situation. Explaining the current
view toward withdrawal from the Synodical Conference nine years before, the memorial
admits that there were no good grounds for the action and that the Conference’s
committee received shabby treatment at Sturgis. Then it points to certain factors that
influenced the bad action and treatment and lists among them, *“a violation of justice” in
that specific charges were not transmitted, “a violation of love” in that accusations
against Michigan were considered in its absence. The common denominator in these
issues that still rankled is a lack of patience and an overdose of haste.'



The convention also recognized that the conflict with Wisconsin must be eliminated
before they could rejoin the Synodical Conference."

The next year a remarkable meeting took place in Bay City between representatives of
the Michigan Synod and the Michigan District Synod. These representatives adopted a statement
of six questions and answers. In the statement both sides freely admitted their guilt. These
questions and answers were printed in the 1906 Proceedings of both the Michigan Synod and the
District Synod. Since it is rare to find such a free admission of guilt in the annals of ecclesiastical
history, it is worthwhile to include the questions and answers in full.

1. How does the Michigan Synod view the fact that it did not abide by the promise it
gave at the establishment of the Joint Synod?

Answer: The manner and way in which the Michigan Synod broke the commitment it had
entered with the Joint Synod of Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan was disorderly and
unbrotherly.

2. How does the Michigan Synod judge today concerning the protest of the minority at its
convention in Saginaw in 1895?

Answer: We recognize that it was wrong for the Synod not to consider the protest
submitted by the minority.

3. How does the Michigan Synod now view the suspension and exclusion, of the
minority?

Answer:

a) We now regret both the suspension and exclusion of the minority. (Note: The
Motzkus case is excepted from this resolution.)

b) We recognize that the exclusion of Motzkus was unjustified because

it happened without him being heard,

c) We, the Joint Conference, recommend that the two presidents settle the
Ludington matter.

4. How does the Synod now stand on President Boehner’s manner of handling the various
congregations as described in the report of the District Synod in the year 18967

Answer: We repudiate (verwerfen) Boehner’s letters as described in the Report of 1896
together with the practice presented in it.

5. Does the Michigan Synod admit that the above-mentioned practice was unLutheran
and that moreover the Synod had lost sight of the fear and obedience of God’s Word at the time?

Answer: Yes, the Michigan Synod admits to this.

6. How does the District Synod of Michigan stand on the declaration in the 1896 Report
that the Michigan Synod had embraced false doctrine and lost its orthodox Lutheran character?

Answer: The place (1896 Report, page 32) should be stricken as well as every passage
which contains a direct accusation of false doctrine; we regret that in the heat of controversy
(Gefechtes) we used such sharp expressions."

This mutual admission of guilt became the framework for the reunification of the two
groups and the reunification of the Michigan Synod with the Federation. Further meetings in
1908 in Monroe and 1909 in Saginaw led to the reunion of the two Michigan groups in 1910. In
1909 the reunion committee had dealt with the Federation at its convention. However, four more
congregations (Albion, Kalamazoo, Marshall and Sherman) left the Synod and joined the
Missouri Synod because they were unhappy about the reunion."™



IV. The Lasting Blessings of the Federation

In 1917 the three synods moved from federation to a final amalgamation into the
Wisconsin Synod as we know it today. The stormy history of the Federation did yield lasting
benefits for Michigan and Wisconsin and Minnesota as well. But the Joint Synod would soon
have to weather another storm, that of the Protestant Controversy which remains unsettled to this
day. The Federation developed a strong worker training system which has been the envy of many
other denominations. The Theological Seminary in Wauwatosa (later moved to Mequon) entered
a golden age under gifted theologians like August Pieper, John Schaller, and J.P. Koehler. The
Quartalschrift (later Wisconsin Lutheran Quarterly) and the Gemeinde-Blatt became leading
voices of confessional Lutheranism. Northwestern College prospered. Dr. Martin Luther College
in New Ulm began to produce a steady supply of well-trained teachers-teachers which the
Michigan Synod had lacked for so many years. On its part Michigan began to produce more than
its share of pastors and teachers for our Wisconsin Synod.

Michigan Lutheran Seminary re-opened in 1910 under the capable direction of O.J.R.
Hoenecke who was called from Wisconsin. His leadership gifts and dedication would prove to be
a great blessing for Michigan. During the next decades the Synod experienced spiritual growth
through the union and it moved to bring the practice of its congregations in line with its
confession.

Michigan found the mission opportunities it originally sought in the Federation. These
opportunities were not only among the Apaches, but also in synodical expansion into the
Dakotas and Montana, the Pacific Northwest Colorado and Arizona. Michigan’s role in later
foreign mission expansion and the creation of the North and South Atlantic Districts is well
known. Michigan also found the charitable opportunities it sought in our Synod’s Committee on
Relief. This committee grew out of the Michigan District and until recently was comprised
entirely of members of the Michigan District.

The Michigan Synod, in spite of the stormy beginning, found the opportunities and
advantages it sought in the union with Wisconsin and Minnesota.

V. Lessons to be Learned

We study of history to learn from the mistakes and the successes of the past. The history
of the Michigan Synod and the Federation offers many such lessons. The most obvious lesson is
that a denomination needs a sufficient and steady supply of pastors and teachers in order to
remain healthy and to grow. There has to be a balance between mission expansion and worker
training. A church body can be zealous and mission-minded, bid if it doesn’t have the workers to
man its mission fields and follow up on its mission efforts, all of those efforts are likely to come
to naught.

Not only does a church body need a steady supply of workers, those workers also need to
be well-trained, confessional Lutherans. The Michigan Synod lost many congregations to the
United Evangelicals because some of its pastors were unionists. Ill-trained and unscrupulous
pastors destroyed other congregations or permitted sloppy practice which took decades to
overcome.

Throughout its history Michigan demonstrated a loyalty, zeal and optimism which at
times was misplaced and naive. That can be seen in the way Schmid and other pastors and
congregations continued to send their offerings to Basel even though that Mission House was
becoming more and more unionistic. More than that, Basel was sending men and money to the
United Evangelicals who were stealing congregations and members from the Michigan Synod!



Loyalty to the Scriptures must always be put above loyalty to an institution. Michigan
demonstrated a naive optimism in its dealings with the General Council. It needed a good dose of
realism to see through the false promises and practices of that organization. Fierce loyalty and
false optimism can be seen in the Michigan majority’s attitude toward their Synod and
theological institution. Their hopes for both were unrealistic.

This history also shows the importance in making haste slowly in ecclesiastical affairs,
controversy and the exercise of discipline. The three synods moved too quickly in entering the
Federation. Michigan did not have enough time to prepare for all the changes that were
necessary (nor did Minnesota for that matter'). Everyone involved in the controversy which
followed showed a lack of patience which resulted in actions that were often legalistic. Taking
the time to listen to complaints and moving slowly with those who are weak or who do not
understand or are in error or do not agree with what we are saying can save a lot of problems
later on.

All of us can learn from the actions of both the Michigan Synod and District Synod in the
way they freely admitted that they had been wrong. Too often we become defensive or make
excuses or blame others rather than looking at our own faults and sins. Saying “I was wrong, I’'m
sorry” would go a long way in solving many personal, congregational and synodical problems.
But even more importantly, that is the proper and God-pleasing thing to do when we have erred.

Finally, this account demonstrates that a good and gracious God is still in control of
history. He works when and where it pleases Him. That can be seen in the way that He took three
struggling, unionistic synods and moved them to become a strong and confessional
denomination. He has remained patient and merciful even when we have not. That loving God
has continued to bless our Synod over the years in spite of all our human failings, weaknesses
and sins. To Him alone be glory!
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Appendix A Chronology

Several Wuertembergers; come to America & settle near Ann Arbor. They
appeal to Basel for a pastor.

Pastor Friedrich Schmid is sent by Basel in response to the request and
arrives in Ann Arbor.

Schmid, Metzger and Kronenwett found the first Michigan Synod-the Mission
Synod. They are soon joined by four men sent out by Loehe.

The first Michigan Synod disbands when the Loehe men leave because of
Schmids unionistic practice.

Pastors Muehlhaeuser, Weinmann & Wrede found the Wisconsin Synod.
Schmid, seven other pastors (including Eberhardt & Klingmann) &
congregation delegates form the Michigan Synod.

Eberhardt is called to St Paul’s In Saginaw.

The Wisconsin Synod founds a Seminary in Watertown.

The Wisconsin Synod opens Northwestern University in Watertown.
Klingmann succeeds Schmid as President. His presidency marks a turn
toward a more confessional Lutheranism.

Michigan, Minnesota & Wisconsin become founding members of the General
Council.

The Wisconsin Synod leaves the General Council for confessional reasons.
The Minnesota Synod leaves the General Council for confessional reasons.
The Synodical Conference is organized with Minnesota & Wisconsin as
charter members.

The Minnesota Synod founds Dr. Martin Luther College in New Ulm.
Michigan Synod protests General Council pastors preaching in Presbyterian
Churches in Monroe.

Michigan Synod founds Michigan Lutheran Seminary in Manchester,
Michigan.

Protests against General Council practice are intensified.

Michigan Lutheran Seminary moves to Saginaw.

Michigan Synod leaves General Council and begins publishing its own
periodical, Synodal-Freund.

Lederer replaces Eberhardt as Michigan Synod President.

S. Klingmann dies; Michigan Synod considers plan for Federation with
Minnesota & Wisconsin.



1892

1893

1894
1895

1896

1897
1898
1900
1902
1904

1906
1907
1910
1911
1913
1915
1917

1919

Michigan Synod joins Synodical Conference & Federation with Wisconsin &
Minnesota.

Eberhardt dies; Michigan Synod tries to retain the theological department of
their Saginaw Seminary.

Boehner replaces Lederer as Michigan Synod President.

“Peace Conference” held. Michigan Synod resolves to keep Seminary open
for all remaining students. Minority protests majority action and lodges
complaint with Federation.

Minority brings charges against Boehner et al. to the Synodical conference.
Michigan Synod refuses to meet with committee of Synodical Conference &
breaks with Federation & Synodical Conf.

Michigan Synod unites with Augsburg Synod.

Bodamer replaces Boehner as Michigan Synod president.

Union with Augsburg Synod is dissolved.

Beer replaces Linsemann as Director of Seminary at Saginaw.

Michigan efforts to rejoin Synodical Conference begin; free conferences are
held with Missouri Synod pastors.

Peace meetings between Mich. Synod & Mich. District.

Seminary in Saginaw closes.

Michigan reunion & re-opening of Seminary as a prep school.

Federation meeting rejects proposal to amalgamate the district synods, but
urges district synods and conferences to study the matter.

Federation in convention recommends amalgamation.

Federation in convention unanimously adopts new constitution to form Joint
Synod. The constitution becomes binding upon adoption by the several
district synods.

First meeting of the “Evangelical Lutheran Joint Synod of Wisconsin,
Minnesota, Michigan and Other States.”

Adoption of amended constitution. Name changed to “Evangelical Lutheran
Joint Synod of Wisconsin and other States.”



Appendix B - Presidents (through the 1917 amalgamation)
Michigan Lutheran Seminary

Michigan Synod

A. Lange 1885-1888

F. Schmid 1860-1867 F. Huber 1888-1893
S. Klingmann 1867-1881 O. Hoyer 1893-1895
C. Eberhardt 1881-1890 W. Linsemann 1895-1902
C. Lederer 1890-1894 F. Beer 1902-1907
C. Boehner 1894-1898 (closed) 1907-1910
W. Bodamer 1898-1904 O. Hoenecke 1910-1949
1907-1910
J. Westendorf 1904-1905
F. Krauss 1905-1926
Minnesota Synod
Wisconsin Synod
J.C.F. Heyer 1860-1868
J. Muehlhaeser  1850-1860 F. Hoffman 1868-1869
J. Bading 1860-1889 J. Seiker 1869-1876
Ph. von Rohr 1889-1908 A. Kuhn 1876-1883
G. Bergemann  1909-1917 C.J. Albrecht 1883-1894
C. Gausewitz 1894-1906 C. Gausewitz 1894-1906
S. Schroedel 1906-1909
A. Zich 1909-1910

E. Pankow 1910-1912
J. Naumann 1912-1917

Federation--Joint Synod of Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan

A. Ernst 1892-1901
C. Gausewitz 1901-1907
F. Soll 1907-1913

C. Gausewitz 1913-1917



Appendix C - Glossary of Terms and Names
Basel Mission House & Society - Organization which trained and sent both Lutheran and
Reformed missionaries to America.
Chrischona (St. Chrischona) - Organization to train laymen for mission work (Pilgermission)
established in Basel, but separate from the Basel Mission Society; sent missionaries, evangelists,
teachers, etc. to America; operated Syrian orphanage in Jerusalem. Many graduates came to Wis,
and especially to Mich. & Minn.
District Synod of Michigan - cf. Michigan minority below.
Federation - Used in this paper to refer to the union between Wis. Mich. & Minn. from 1892
until 1917 when the final amalgamation of the three synods took place. This term is used to
avoid confusion because the name of the union before 1917 and the name of the union in 1917
was the same-Evangelical Lutheran Joint Synod of Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan and Other
States. The individual synods had more autonomy under the terms of the Federation than they
did after the amalgamation.
General Council - Organized in 1867 as a confessional reaction to the General Synod. It never
was able to come to grips with the scriptural principles of church fellowship. Eventually
liberalism dominated.
General Synod - Organization founded in 1820 to promote and coordinate work among various
Lutheran synods in America. Was dominated by liberal Lutherans.
Hermannsburg Mission - Founded in 1849 at Hermannsburg Germany to train and send
missionaries to Africa and America.
Joint Synod - See Federation above.
Kropp - Seminary in Schleswig-Holstein, Germany established in 1882 to train pastors for
America. Many graduates came to Mich., Minn, & Wis.
Loehe—Pastor in Neuendettelsau, Germany, who trained and sent many Lutheran pastors to
America. He organized whole colonies of Franconians to settle in Michigan in an attempt to do
mission work among the Indians.
Michigan majority - The group of Michigan men who wanted to keep the theological department
of the Seminary open. They broke relations with the Federation and the Synodical Conference.
They kept the name “Michigan Synod.” Included in this group would be many men who would
play important roles in later Michigan District and Wisconsin Synod history: Binhammer,
Bodamer, Eckert, Gauss, Heyn, F. Krauss, Wacker, J. Westendorf.
Michigan minority—The pastors who opposed keeping the theological department of the
Michigan Seminary open. They were eventually suspended and excluded by the Michigan
Synod. They then organized as the Michigan District Synod and remained in the Federation and
the Synodical Conference. The original group included: Abelmann, Asal, Bast, Fisher, Kionka, J.
Klingmann (the son of S. Klingmann) Lederer, Motzkus, Moussa, Stern and Soll.
Pilgermission—cf. Chrischona above.
Reiseprediger - Travelling missionary. The Reiseprediger would travel from one outpost of
Lutherans to another serving them with the means of grace and gathering the scattered groups
into congregations. Schmid, Eberhardt and others traveled great distances on foot.
Synodical Conference—Founded in 1872 to promote true confessionalism among Lutherans in
America. Missouri, Wisconsin and Minnesota Synods were charter members. Became the
leading voice of confessional Lutheranism in America for nearly 100 years. Carded on join home
and foreign mission work and educational endeavors.
Unionism—Expressing religious fellowship without regard to doctrine and practice.
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