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A HISTURICAL AND PRACTICAL:STUDY OF SOME MODERN TRENDS CONFRONTING THE LUTHERAN BHJRCH
IN AMERICA

History and trends and movements and tendencies present a study which can properly
only be given by & person of experience. Thir study rightly belongs to one who hiwmeselfl
has observed the change in times, has felt their forces, contended with the eweer-{luctus
ing array of probleus, and, above all, viewed their character, their spirit, in the
piercing light of God's Holy Word. To such a study I bring only meager equipment,
i11-fitted to present an evaluation of modern trends that is both msture and instructive
By way of explematiun, therefore, for my eppearance before you, I offer this sugrpestion.
Our former president wanted a study of modern trends, showing the effects such trends
nhave had and are having upon our Church, our way of lif'e, our way of thinking. One way
to examine such trends is to observe each succeeding generation as it emerges from the
formative period of childhood and adolescence, to scrutinize the imprint which the mold
of environment has left on that generation, its line of reasoning, its manner of speech.
Some such truth, perhaps, may have been in the mind of our former president when he
asked me to deliver the forthcoming essay, offering you & concrete example, exhibit A,
g0 to say, of the effects which modern trends are heving upon the younger pgenerations
within our Church. So much by way of apology for what would otherwise appear to be
a presumptuous undertaking.

One other explangion that is in place at this point hzs to do with the eource of
my informetion. In the course of the essay, fipures will be listed, statements will
be quoted, dates will.be given, and the question wey arise: how reliable, how dependabl
how accurate.are such statements? As an answer thereto, I want to admit forthwith
that my quotations do not go back to original source-books, synodical reports, church

" periodicals, year books, and the like, all of which would be necessary to insure against
misquotation, misinterpretation, and misapplication. I have no reason to believe that
the secondary source-bocks which I employed were guilty of deliberate misquotation.

Yet, it should be stated here that I cannot personally vouch for the actual authenticity
of statistical material offered in the essay. :

Regarding the nature of the essay, it is by no weans an exhsustive treatment of the
subject. Somé trends, noticeésble todsy, are barely mentioned; others are omitted en-
tirely. I have merely tried to sketch the general historical background of a few select
trends, hoping tamshow with these brief sketches at what point of historicel developmen:

-wg now stand. Aspthe the term¥trend? itself, the Holy Scriptures teach,.and history
verifies, that there is really only one trend, be it modern or ancient, which character:
izes the human races - thet is the trend of unbelief. Thet trend mgy. assume various gui:
take on & hundred different forms, but essentially it is always the same, without ex-
ception leading away from God, opposed to God, and rightfully designated with the singl
term: - unbelief. On the other hand, if there is anything good on'this earth, anything
clesn, anything pure, anything holy, it is not e man-made thing, it is not & human tren
rather, that good thing originates with God, comes from God, and hes as its basis the
opposite of unbelief: namely, God-given, God-inspired, God-cremted faith. All so-call
movements, tendencies, inclinations, or trends are but a continuation of the never-
ceasing struggle between faith and unbelief, grace and sin, Spirit and fleé} New lan an
0ld Adam. Some phases of the one human trend toward unbelief seeum to deal with purely
external matters, as far as the soul is concerned. Trends in industry, science, and
politics might appear to be of that nature, having little or nothing to do with the
forces of faith and unbelief. Yet, in the final analysis, nothing of human design, or
human manufacture, long remains indifferent to, or unaffected by, the vast, unseen
struggle going on for possession of the humen soul. Either the devil employs it to
the soul's damnation, or Faith turns it to the glory of God. It is the underlying
apirit of every human activity that must be watched by the Christian, if he is to profi
from a study of history and of so-called trends which move down the halls of history.
And it is in the hope of catching some of this spirit thet we offer: - "A Historical And
Practical Study Of Some liodern Trends Confronting The Lutheran Church In America. !

-

When we think ol Amcrieca, we think of dewmocracy, & misused term thet has meny mear
ings for weny people. And though we live in an age of elleged realism which talks a
great deal about corrupt government, political uechines, epecial power-blocs of capital
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labor, and the like, all of which tends to lessen the esteem in which our democratic
form of government is held, yet, it would be ingratitude of the first order, were we of
the Lutheran Church not to appreciate the blessing Ehggrgpg hes seen fit to bestow upon u
through the American form of goverrmment. I refer,e - s to the separation of churck
and state, the arrangement set forth in our American constitution by which there is e
mimimum amount of &nterference between government and church in their respective spheres
of decfivitys.

It is a well-known story how the New Testament Ghurchrquitesrapidlycpassedithrough
martyrdom and persecution to a position of honor and influence in the Mediterranean world
how that honor and influence gradually aroused the desire for power and prestige which
would not be satisfied until the bishép of Rome began crowning kinge, deposing emperors,
setting up states, and controlling governments. It is a tragic story to read how the
Church became a povernment, owner of territories, wielder of armies,. brooding spot of in-
triguedecenter of corruption, how cardinals, archbishaps, bishaps, and priests bec%gg s
governors, .magistrates, judges, and tax-collectors while ke blood-bought souls of Vaainmt-
lees millions became so wany pawns in the rush for power. Many a king and many an army
had tried to shake off the shackles of Rome which reached like so many tentacles across
the wap of Europe, but the power of Rome seewmed irresistible, for the power of Rome was
the power of conscience, belabored and beset by law and tradition. Only one sword could
cut:such shackles, and it was to the wmonk of Wittenberg that God entrusted this sword, th

“sword of the Spirit, the simple, unused, lonp-forgotten Wo.guggzgpgjéu?hen it was'thﬁéggp
once more heard: My kingdom is not of this world," and "Giase unto’Ceesar the things “h&
are Caesar's; and unto God the thingsithat are God's." Then it was that the Church once
) more heard: '"Go yé"and preach the Gospel." Then it was that government was once more
wdfwﬂﬂbfgiﬂﬁn its rightful position, punisher of the evil-doer and protector of the innocent.
But sad to say, Bhurch and State were still not separated.

True, the grip of Rome had finally been broken, and one country after another cast o
its bonds: the German states, the Scandinavian countries, France, the Lowlands, England
and others. But now it was the State which in turn controlled the Church. Luther with h
God-given insight into Holy Scriptures had proclaimed the principle .of szlaration clearly
enough. lore than once he had given the German princes to understand where their duties
stopped and the functions of the Clurch began. The State, Luther well knew, wes ordained
by God to watch over the bodily welfare of its citimehs, whereas the EGhurch'é-sole functi
lay in spiritusl matters and dealt with man'sceternal welfare. Yet, the very fact that
the German princes had to protect themselves and their subjects by force of arms from the
repeated attacks of Rome-inspired armies led to a gradually increasing supervision over
Church by prince and king. Other factors, of course, were also involved, such as the
rising spirit of nmationalism which caused each ruler to consolidate his position as best
he knew how in every phase of his country's life: political, social, as well as religiou
The result finally was that state-churches became the accepted order of things in practi-
cally every country of northern Europe, state-conirolled seminaries, state-appointed mini
ters, even state-dictated confessions. The French Revolution of .1789 tried to establish
a state-church without any creed and with reason as its god. Frederick of Prussia forced
his subjects, both Reformed and. Lutheran, to enter the state Evangelical Church.. Every-
where consciences were violated, Scripture neglected, creeds set down by government decre
Even here in the New World Lutheran settlements, such as the Swedish Lutherans of Delawar
remained part of the European State-Church system. Then came the American War of Indepen
dence, the cutting of old ties, the final realization of a principle so clearly enunciate
by Luther some 250 years before: the separation of Ghurch and 8tate.

At long last the Church was free, free of government "interference, free of governmen
intrigue, free of govermment oppression. The transformation was not an easy one. Luther
laymen had to learn that they were a soyal gwiesthood, that 6ne was their Master, even
Christ. Lutheran clerpgymen had to learn thai?geygggts of the Church by reason of their
calling, not rulers of the .Bhurch by reason of government sppointment. The effects of th
old Puropean system still reached across the Atlantic. Each nationality established its

| own €hurch. There arose a Finnish Lutheran Church, a Norwegian Iutheran Church, a Swedis
Lutheran Church, a Danish ILutheran Church. The Saxons of Missouri founded the Missouri
Synod; the Prussians established the Buffalo Synod. Difference in lenguage, of course,
was an important factor; confessions too began playing their part. Lutherans, however, h
never known anythingrbut a divided Church, divided according to language, divided =2c-srdi-
to country. And thus the Lutheran Church still suffered to an extent that othercchurches
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in America. never experienced. _

In contrast with the Reformed communions, the Lutheren Church employed over eighteen
different languages at one time. The Swedes, as we mentioned, first settled in Delewarg;
the Dutch lutherans in New York; the early Germans went to Pennsylvania and New York;
the Palatine Lutherans settled in New York and elsewhere; the Salzburgers went to Georgia.
And of all the churches in America the Iutherans seemed to cling most persistently to
the use of their foreign languages. lLarge numbers of young people, entire congregations,
entire synods were lest, absorbed into non-Lutheran communions. The Episcopalians,. Pres-
byterians, and particularly the Methodists received large numbers of . lutherans. The
Swedish Lutherans of Deleware had disappeared already by the beginning of the last centur;
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seause the Swedish crown refused to sup-

absorbed by the Protestant Episcopalian Ghurch}Xb
ply or advise English preaching in the Deleware congregations. The persistent use of a
foreign language also had its blessing in disguise, as far as the Lutheran Church in
America was concerned; yet it is a fact that in 1921 there were only 3,500,000 Lutherans
in America out of 17,000,000 immigrants that had coue to the New World from predominantly
Lutheran countries. Compare that with 34 . 500,000 Reformed-constituents on the same date,
when only 26,000,000 immigrants had come over from countries that could be called Reforme
True, the alletoo=few Lutheran pastore in this country were much too busy gathering in th
host of foreign-speeking immigrants coming from various parts of Europe without thinking
ebout establishing English-speaking Lutheran congregetions. But the delay of changing ov
to the English language was often too long, too long for the good of the younger generatil
for the good of .the Church. Only with the advent of World War I did the change take on

e ragpidly-increasing thrust. Only in the last decade or two has the American public begu
looking upon the Lutheran Church as an American Church, not a German Church or a Norwegle
Ghurch or & Swedish Church or a Danish: Church. Only in the last decade or two have adult
confirmations, so very rare in earlier days, become more and more common, & sign that the
Lutheran Church has a message for born-and-raised Americans too.

But to come back to the separation of Church and State. What a blessing that Luther
parents could send their children to Lutheran schools, that Lutheran congregations could
call Iutheran pestors trained in Lutheran seminsries,. that Lutheran confessions didn't
have to passithesinspéction and await the approval of an indifferent or hostile governmer
Here in Americs, particularly in the Lutheran Church, and for the firet time in New Tests
ment “history, was the spiritual priesthood of every believer, laymen & clergy alike, al-
lofed to develop and put to practice on a truly wide scale. How Luther would have rejoic
to see the active participation of consecrated laymen in the affairs of the Church, as
evidenced in wmany sections of the American Church todey. But Luther well knew thet no
laity, or clergy either, for that matter, could ever conduct the affeirs of the Church ir
a God-plemsing fashion before the minds of the German people had been freed once and for
a1l of the 1001 abominable traditions and men-made inventions which had been promulgated
for centuries already under the guise of Christianity. First men had to be brought back
to God's saving Word, to the knowledge that men is a child of God through faith in Chris
Jesus, that the Secrements are gifis of God, not works of man, that the Church is the
spotless Bride of Christ, not the shoddy tool of unscrupulous men. First men had to lea:
the simple Ten Commendments, .the Apostle's Creed,.the Lord's Preyer,  the Ministry of the
Keys, the proper administration of the Sacraments. Then they would be ready,tas free
children of God, to exercise the liberties and cerry out the responsibilities of which a
Christiane arecheirssas Kings and Priests in the Kingdom of God. But even here in Ameri
it took some time before this Biblical principle?ﬁ%nunciated rrcambdped®Ty by Luther, gr
dually found acceptance within the Lutheran Church. It remsined for men like Walther of
the Missouri Synod and other confessionalists of the Mid-West to remind the lazer synods
of the East what the true position of the believer is in reletion to the Church. It was
Walther in particuler who demanded in the early days of the Missouri Synod that lay memb
be present at synodical conventions, to carry out the fméd meaning of the passage: "Ye
a royal priesthood." The outcome has been that today weiﬁﬁe development on & large scal
of nation-wide lay organizations. Already in 1888 the Luther League of America was foun
in 1893, the Welther League organizetion, in 1917 the Hational Lutheran Educaetion Asscci
tion, in 1927 the Americen Federation of Lutheran Brotherhoods,. in 1930 the Luther Lesagu
of the A.L.C.; then followed also the Women's Kissionary Society of the U.L.C., the Amer
Luthersn Laymen's League of the Mo. Synod, the Women's Missionary Federation of the A.L.
Granted that some of these organizations were misused and others founded on purposes not

in accord with Scriptures, yet, underlying it all, we have here the full-flowered expres
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of a spiritual priesthood never before realized to such an extent within the Christian
Churchs © Lutheran laymen pushing benevolent organizations within the Church, supporting
educatiomal efforts of the Church, giving noticeable help to every phase of the Church's
work, an active and aggressive assertion by the Lutheran laity which has been guite dif-
ferent from that of any other Christian communion, whether Roman Catholic or Reformed Pro-
testant. - .

That this movement should slso have its excesses and extremes, was almost to be ex-
pected. The devil is a past-master when it comes to gauging the character of a movement
and explaiting its weak points. Thus, some sections of the Lutheran Church in America
began encouraging lay-preaching, contrary to the Scriptural injunction for decency and
order, and, more important, in opposition to the doctrine of the divine call, which pro-
hibits any Christian from undertaking the office of the ministry without the express call
of a congregation of believers. This excess, however, has been restricted mainly to the
Finnish Apostolic Iutheran Church and to the former Hauge Synod, now part of the Norwegisal
Lutheran Church of Awerica. Another tendency, more widespread and seemingly on the in-
crease, is the establishment of woman's suffrage within the Church, particudarly since
the federal constitution hé%gﬁgén amended in August of 1920. In many quarters of Reforme
persuasion, women's suffrapge was edopted fairly eaﬁlg iT_this c.gptry. Up until recently
nowever, the Lutheren Church in hermony with the New T%s%g%%ngi? fhat women are equal bef
God in the Communion of Saints, in the one, invisible,holy Christian Church, but not in
the external organization and in the functions of the visible church. Nevertheless, wome
have been granted voting power in the congregations of certain synods, influenced no doub
by Reformed tendencies and also by the general Americen trend concerning the status of
women. In some Lutheran churches women are allowed both te vote and to hold office,. ever
on church councils, and to serve as delegates to synodicel conventions. An example of tf
+endency was experienced by the 1930 convention of the U.L.C+, which received & memorial
from the Texas Synod with the question: g it unscriptural for women to -serve as con-
gregational representatives?“ The answer of the convention was to the effect that it is
not unscriptural, though thel&/Rany dissenting voices, and the matter was reserved for
further discussion. Yet the trend is theref%;pggtigglarly in the Danish Lutheran Church
and in the Lutheran Free Church. . ’ s, .

of graver consequence and%ggg;gég;gﬁgig_implication is the gradually increasing con-
fFusion on the question of State-Church separation. lutherans are becoming more and more
inclined to forget the suffering and heartache and tragedy experienced by our forefather
in Europe through constant intermingling of gtate and Church. The Rouwan Catholic Ghurzr
hae consistently held that the gtate should serveithe Church, as seen in every country w
Catholicism has 5%%?%? control. Meny sections of the Reformed Churches have never been
able to distingu181g%etween the proper functions . of State and Chutch. John Calvin, spir
tual father of most Reformed denominations, thoughtit his duty to establish a shurch-con
trolled government in Switzerland, modeled after the Old Testament theocracy, & governme
which enforced the decrees of the church, going so far as to execute heretics that did r
repent. The Puritan government. of the early New England colonies was but another examf
of the same idea. The Lutheran Churchy, too, as mentioned before, hes & rather unsavory
history in the matter of State-Churches. Yet, it was primarily in the Lutheran Church 1
the doctrine of separation was clearly set forth, valued, and appreciated as one of the
gems of the Reformation. Thetigem today is being tarnished and sullied.in the confusiol
of State and Church now 8o prevalent. '

Until the last few decades the Lutherasn churches in America drew beck f{rom %n* rmi
ling in the affairs of Stete, but now many sections have followed the Reformed pa h/the
argument thet the Lutheran Church wss entapgonizing the public, giving ceuse for misunde
standing, losing opportunities for witness—bearingf Today it has become the prevalling
practice in most quarters of the Lutheran Church to take part in civic affairs, commenc
ment exercises, Memoriel Day services, and thellike.” And the voice of the Lutheran Ohu
once 8o loud and clear on this point, has become quiet and subdued, hardly s murmir ami
the overwhelming roar of approvel that greets such practices. Today the government on
ever-increasing scale has become & hirer of chaplains, regulating, restricting, control
the sacred office of the ministry, srranging divine services, encroaching more and IOTE
boldly into a sphere of activity which Christ at one time entrusted to His Church alone
And hardly & voice is heard asking the government where Christ told it to preach the Gc

gtill more insidious, however, has been the effect which gtate~Church confusion he
had upon the messa e of the. Lutheran Church, upon the prezching of Lutheran pastorsae €



denced by an alwmost impereeptible change from the Gospel of Jesus Christ to the gospel

of sociml salvation, more coummonly known &8 the 'Social Gospel.'! With the advent of the
jpdustrial revolution, the invention of new mechines, the building of factories, the
adoption of mass production, the growth of cities, the spread of capitalis%ﬁ&%iploitation
of the masses, & host of new problems hed arisen to plague the industrial countries of
western Europe and Auerica. 1n many cases the governments were either incepable to al-
1eviate the resulting misery of the common people, or, as happened too of'ten, the lepsl
authorities were indiffierent, to the needs of their people. In any event, the Reformed
Churches, ever inclineiﬁggzdivic betterment, were soon in the lead with the professed pur-
pose of correcting the abuses that hai crept into society, bettering living conditions,
instituting refordm, and, in general, teboring mightily for the establishment of & reign
of righteousness here on earth. This entire movement or doctrine, summed up with the terw
150cial Gospeld; has taken on momentous proportions, particularly since the close of the
first Worlad War, and it wes inevitable that the Lutheran Church sheuld also be affected
thereby. (-

Among, the camses that might be 1isted for the gradual infiltration of this 'Modern
Gospel! into the winds of Lutheran clergy and laity alike, was the fect that Imtheran
literature in the English lanpuage was definitely scarce for a considerable period of
this county's historye As a eesult, many of the pestors of thntnglish—speaking gastern
synods were forced to turn to periodicals and books of Reformed origin, which literature
gradually became more and more imbued with the ideals of the Social Gospel and, in turn,
affected the minds and the judgment of the Lutheran readers. Then, too, it should hot be
forgotten thet our Lutheran presching has sometimes tended toward dogmaticel lifelessness,
lacking the warmth of true Gospel-preaching, causing some to espouse & Gospel whose basic
principles are altogether alien to the Lutheran tenets. Finally, of course, every aban-
donment of Gospel-preaching in any degree goes back to man's innate tendency toward un-
belief, materialism, lack of confidence in the promises of God.

Whatever the causes, however, .for the spread of Social-Gospel teachings within the
Lutheran Church, the signs of its inroads have been gquite apparents.. We need but look at
the courses of study offered by various Lutheran seminaries in America today. ‘In 1870
the courses of study in the different seminaries were almost all alike with minor exceptl
In 1895 some changes had already taken place. Courses were offered in sociology, the
philosphy of religion,- the history of Christian thought. But by 1922 & radical change ha
occurred. Social service, dpplied Ccnristianity, Urban and Rural Socio%?gy, Christianity
and the Problems of Industry, Industrial Hygiene and Sanitetion, Unemplyment and Related
Problems of the Working Class - these were all courses considered necessary for the prope
equipment of the Lutheran pastor, mainly in the East, it is true, but indicating the rapi
spread of the New Goepel. And 1f there were any la'y members who had as yet not heard of
the Social Gospel, they would be hearing it before long from their -own pulpitss.

Another sign that- the Lutheran Church in large part has embraced the teachings and
principles of the New Gospel, can be seen in the rash of public pronouncements that more
and more Lutheran synods are issuing on economics, politics, anddggzgluquestions in genel
Thus, the government, within whose jurisdiction 99% of these prob"éﬁgxfie,.has,been de~
luged and swamg%a public requests, both Lutheran end Reformed, urging various remedies 1«
bring about political, social, economic reforms. Thus, most of the English and Scandinav:
Lutheran bodies in Americe plunged for the prohibition amenduent. The General Synod, no
part of the UseL.C., was an active member of the Netional Temperance Bureau. Ten pages O
its 1917 PConvention Proceedinge' are devoted to & report on the Synod's participation i
prohibition movements. Many of its women organizations were connected with the Women's
Christian Temperance Union. The Finnish Lutheran Church was said to be responsible for
meking Upper Michigan dry. The Augustana Synod at 31481930 session passed the resolution
"Resolved, .that we The Ev. LuthemAugustars Synod « reaffirm our steadfast purpose 1o
oppose any and all measures looking to thqmﬂggggl of the 18th Amendment. " The family
prayer books of the U.L.G. .contained such é@@qeé%é as: "Help Thy people to banish all
wickedness from every community, the saloon, and everything else that destroys our brotl
And again: "Help us to banish the saloon and all other vices." The Augsburg S.5. lLessc
ceries contained several tepperance lessons a year, supporting prohibition legislation.
Other pronouncements were also forthcoming. One Lutheran body resolved to ask Congress
for a referendum vote before any declaration of war could be made. Another Lutheran bo
edopted a resolution calling for "mendatory neutrelity legiclation, removel of munition
manufacture from privete iniustry."® The U.L.C. forwarded e protest to Hitler concernin



the coercion of Lutheran pastors into politicael services

Let me mention at this time, when listing the aberrstions of othep churches and
e d that I h to k i ind Jesus'! little discourse ofhtiotes aggabeams. The
gynods, a ope to keep in min N N
failures or errors or mistakes of other church bodies are in themselves no concern. of
ours, except when they threaten us and our people, which, in fact, they frequently do.
But if we can observe the mistakes of othere without giving rise to a feeling of self-
satisfaction, it will serve to point out the trends of our times and to be forewarned
of things to come. The Social Gospel is & case in point. With its far-reaching rever-
perations within the Lutheran Church, it undoubtedly will also have its eftects on us,
if it has not already made itself felt in our way of thinking, our way of preaching,
oar way of livins, MNor does the influence of the Social .Gospel merely exhibit itself
by way of public%churchnpranouncementsLonumattere usually no concern of the Church.
Another product of the Social-Gospel movement is the tendency of wany churches to use
or employ secular agencies to carry out moral reform. One such agency which the Lutheran
Church has employed was the W.C.T.Uo (Women's Christien Temperence Union) in connection
with the agitation for prohibition legislation. Another agency that fells into the
same category is the Boy Scout organization, which today has entered our Synodical Con-
ference. The Boy Scouts too have their origin in the movement for social reform, end
their avowed purpose has slways been the betterment of humen society through moralistic
methods. ‘-
All these outgrowths of the Social Gospel reveal the alarming confusion that existe
today on the principle of State-Church separation. In a dozen different ways the Church
‘today is encroaching upon a field of activity strictly belonging to the government alone.
The Church nowhere has the commend to eave humen society. The Church!s work is to save
humen individuels through the preaching of Jesus Christ erucified. That such presching
alone brings about true social reform, is a secondary metter, but it revesls another fail-
ure on the part of social-gospelites: the mixing of Law and Gospel. The Social Gospel
is in reelity no Gospel; it never has been. It is Law pure and simple, and at that it ie
Law being misused and abused. It is law used, not to bring man to a knovledge of his sin,
‘but to bring man to a heaven on earth. Hence, two of the brightest gems of the Lutheran
_ Reformation are today under American inff&%gc%%%&ging their sparklefs the doctrine of
separation of Church and State,.and the proper distinction between Law and Gospel.

Another pearl of the Reformation, however, has gained its briphtest luster under
 American influence end environments: that is the priceless pearl of Christien educetion.
in_Euroleey,Dar icularly Germany, the constent intermingling of State and Church soon:gesd
;%#m#&%ﬁ%§§ﬁ§i$#§ﬁ§£_§£§§:£%ﬁg###%gi###### of the Lutheran Church, and Christian educatior
as praciised in the state schools, eventually became a curse to the Church, not a blessing
But iinrAmerica CGod hes given the Lutheran Church an unlimited opportunity to practice what
she preaches. During colonial days practically every Lutheran congregation it this counta
had a parochial school of some type or other, and to Pestor Henry Melchior Muhlenberg goe:
the credit for encouraging the coloniel Lutherans to establish and maintein their own
schools. Thus, for over 75 years nearly all the synods of the East and South had Flgred s}
,iﬂg.paigchial‘school systems. The Ministerium of Pennsylvania, founded in 1748, hqd 73
BchoolsA}844, not quite a hundred yeasrs later. The West Pennsylvania Synod had 52 school:
in 1825, 79 schools by 18%4. The Synod of Maryland & Virginia had %9 schools in 1821, an
the New York Ministerium hed 9 schools in 1839. Up to about 1830 neerly all of these syn
enjoyed a healthy increase in parochial schools, meinly due to Germen immigration. After
1840, however, the flow of German immigration had ehifted to the Mid-West, and it was her
in the Kid=West that the Lutheran school system was developed and expanded as never befor
Nearly ell of the German Synods here in the Mid-West at first pgave impetussto this move-
ment, but it was the liissouri Synod with its Saxon Lutherans under the zealoug leadership
of Dr. Wakgngr that set the pace. Despite adversity and hardship, indifference and oppos
tion, thgaﬁi%souri Synod in an eswmazingly short time had more parochial schools than all
the other Lutheran Synods in America combined. The Swedes and the Danes, the Finns and t
Norwegians, also set out with good intentions and with promising schools, but lack of
tenacity and weakness of conviction som proved too much for & continued effort in this
direction, so that by 1885 lese than half of the Swedish congregations still had their,
schools. And while confessional laxit %Qgrdoctrinal indifference were unrelenﬁ%@§§f§“yi
casting their withering blight upon the rexe flower of Christian education in nearly ever
other Lutheran synod of America, the parochial schools of the Synodical Conference have



continued to grow and expand right up to the presegts-da Eﬂgnks % Gpd»for, the confes-
eional basis laid by Walther and his co-workers ¥%§i§£&§%ﬁgg'fg’, i -8 .fiﬁﬁﬂiﬁéaésip
Syuodr. And while today the large U.L.C: has not one parochial school left within the
boundaries of the United States, while today the large A.L.€&. has but 36 schools, totter
ing in the balance and in danger of extinction, the Synodical Conference has nigh unto
1400 schools, and the cry is for more and more teachers and larger normals. But lest we
of the Synodical Conference think it time to relax, we of the Wis. Synod with our I§§5177
schools, our brethren of the Mo. S nxd with their 1221 schools, it might be well to
consider that the Roman Catholic bﬁurgﬁf%ggay has approximetely 8000 schools with en
enrollment in:excess of 2,000,000 pupils - that compared with our Synodical Conference
enrollment,cwhichil wouldopguens topbesin the neighborhood of 85 to 90 thousand pupils.
Stil1l, no other Lutheran group in Americavhas more reason to thank God in all humility
for the unsurpassed blessings which God in His lowe and mercy has showered upon us in
our efforts towards Christian educations

It was mentioned that underlying the decline and fell of the parochial schools in
other Lutheran bodies of America were confessional laxity and doctrinal indifference.
This fact can hardly be overstressed, for the Christian school is almost always the firsi
and ultimate expression of doctrinal consciousness, and, of necessity, the Christian:
school is almost always the first and quickest casualty of doctrinal indifference. “nothi
factor, however, w-e also involved in the disappearance of Christian schoole within-
the other Lutheran synods of America; that wes the rise and spread of the American
Sunday-School system. A .

The modern Sunday-School is usually credited to & man named Robert Raikes, who es-
tablished such & school for the poesesr children of Gloucester, England, in 1781. Luther
already had origiaﬁa?d Sunday-Schools in Germany; John KnoX had statted one in Scotland
in 1560, the Catho 1c7ﬁad Sunday-Schools at Milan, Italy, at an early date, and even the
coloniets here in America employed Sunday-Schools before the close of the 17th Century.
Yet most of these efforts were of a sporadic nature, end Robert Reikes may quite properl
be called the father of the modern Sunday-School. The first Americen Sunday-School of
the modern type opened in Philadelphia in 1790 or 1791, and was intended for poorer
children. Among the Reformed churches- the Sunday-School spread quite rapidly and was
adopted with much zeal and enthusimsm. The Lutheran Church, however, was slow in ac-
cepting this new method of Christian instruction.. For one thing, the Lutherans had alwa
hed & system of instruction far surpassing enything which the Reformed communions were
able or willing to maintain. It was netural thet many Reformed churches,with their
watered-down doctrine of original sin and the&fnnate goodness of the. human being, would
be less inclined to spend much time with any systematic course of religious instruction.
Justcas natural was it that the Lutheran Church, impressed with the total depravity of
the human being, would consider religious instruction of the young &g & vital and es-
sential part of the'Ohurch's work. As a result, the Lutheran Church here in America hac
its parochial schools, its catecheticel instruction, and its so-called Kinderlehre or
Ohristenlehre. Nearly all the early synods in America employed all three of these forme
of Christian instruction. Moreover, the foreign-speaking Lutherans, Scandinavian & Gerr
still had a pgood background of 1iterature in the field of instruction which other churcl
lacked. And no other church had anything which was so0 wide-spread or could compare witl
Luther's inimitable Smell Catechism. Furthermore, the Lutheran Church ceasiabenidy hel
thet it was not enough to devote one day & week to religious instruction, not correct t
separate secular educsation from relgious education, and a tragedy to pull g-.chiltdn five
days a weekitowerd earthly mattﬁrs and then attempt to pull it in the opposite directio
towerd spiritual, heavenly matte%g/hélf an hour, or =n hour, on Sunday. Thus, while
the Reformed churches eagerly embrackd the Sunday-School system, the Lutheran churches
a long time held aloof, maintaining their old, established, far superior modes of instr
tion.

It was among the English—spé&ﬁ?%ﬁ?gongregations of the East that the Sunday-School
first took hold, and the first Lutheran Sunday~8chool,organized on 2 permanent basis,
originated at St. John's Lutheran Church, Philadelphis, in 1821. From that time ong th
Sunday-School gradually began to spread to other Lutheran congregations.. At first it w
usually merely tolerated s a necessary Sectarian?ﬁéé, and it ceused considerable con-
fusion and trouble at the start, because the Sunday-School at that time 4l SRS B
wae & self-governing organization within each congregation, quite independent of any
congregational control or supervision. With the course of time, however, the attitude




the Lutheran Church toward the Sunday-School altered, and the congregations soon learned
to bring the Sunday-School under their own control. One immediate effect that the Sunday-
School had upon the Lutheran Church was, as stated before, theidownfall of wmany parochial
schools. This was particularly the case in Lutheran synods that were already confessiona.
weak. On the other hand, hemewes, among confessional strongholds the Sunday-School, when
adopted, was used to bolster and support and to increase the enrollment of pasrochial scho
employed not as a substitute for the Ohristian Day School but as a supplement, reaching
out to children and homes that would otherwise have remained untouched.. Another effect 1l
the Sunday-School has had goes back to the practice of ILutheran churches to use Interde~
nominational Sunday-School material, material which was invariably prepared by men of
Reformed convictions. Thue, many doctrines of Reformed teint crept intoc the Lutheran
churches bysway of the Sunday-School: Luthcran boys and girls were taught that Bapltism =&
Holy Communion are sacred symbols, nothing more, that all boys and girls have to be con-
verted when they reach the age of discretion, that Jesus was,above all, a good example who
they ought to follow, that they should pray for the coming of the Millenium. Moreover,
they heard a great deal -regarding the Second Table of the Law, presented in a moralistic
menner, and the first three Commandments were sorely neglected. It didn't take long be-
fore coneservative Iutherans, of whom there have always been some among most Lutheran
bodies, began to speakrup and protest in church periodica}s{%ﬁguﬁ- ~floor of conventions.
But it waes not till 191l g=Boreexe ., that the General Sy%mi;fban ohed its affiliation
with the International S.S8. Association. - Other synods had dropped the use of this poi=-
conous S.S. material earlier, but the effects of such S.5. lessons can still be seen.
Today nearly all Lutheran bodies use their own 5.5, material or an expurgated edition

of the International Series.

Generally speaking, the Sunday-School has had both good and bad effects upon the
Lutheran Church of America today. If the Sunday-School is regarded as a competent sub-
stitute for the Christian Day School,. if, as seems to be happening more and more frequent
the Sunday-Schbol is regarded as a substitute for the Church, as far as church-attendance
for the young people is concerned,. then the Sunday-School is definitely & threat and a
danger to the Lutheran Church. But if the sunday-School is properly employed, neither
abused or misused, .neither oyervaluate ndervaluated, en.;ﬁAi§.indéed a hlessihg
for the Church, ak“’%é“iua“g‘l%"?{g‘?ﬁ%% Ten Bnc &éa(ﬁia‘rdé' O e S Y N*e’x?eﬁ%é%’e%”%’”‘it
“must be;gdmitted by anyone with a fair amount of Christian intelligence that the Sunday-
School B itself is a weak, puny, piteable toy to pit egainst the towering, massive,
scorhfuf\giant that is striding ecross our land today in the form of a materiaslistic,.
evolutionistic, American public-school systen. of

It would be impossible to compute .or to-é&ﬁ%@ the innumerable effects which the
American public-school system has had and is having upon the Lutheran Church in America
today. There is hardly ardoctrine in the Bible which is not being undermined or contra-
dicted or ridiculed by tbur Auerican public schools, usuelly not directly or intentionall;
it is true, but, which is eses more perilous, by indirection, implication, insinuation.
And if the conservative Lutheran knows nothing else about our public schools, their very
mention should bring to mind one wordxattlé&sttz the word 'evolutiop.’ This is the
teaching which has taken God out of the universe and raised up in God's stead the idol
called !Natural laws.® This is the doctrine which the Awericen children are taught to
imbibe from the days when they can barely toddle;@g Kindergarten to the time when they
receive their doctor's degree in the highest, most learned post-graduate schools. This
is the doctrine which probably more than any other teeching hes split our Iutheran Churc
in America from top to bottom and has raised an elmost insurmountable barrier to a God-
pleasing, prayerfully-desired union of the various Lutheran synods in America today.

Evolution is really more than a teaching. It is a way of thinking, a way of be~
lieving, a way of living. Plainly speaking, evolution is unbelief, meterialistic unbé-
lief, dressed up in modern style. Essentially, therefore, evolution is an old,old story
going back to the questions - "Yea, hath God said, Ye shall not eat of the fruit of the
trees in the gardent" For practical purposes, however, we can be content to trace evo-
lution back two or three centuries when the center of man's thinking had shifted from
the theology of the Middle Ages to the study of science, the spread of mechanical in-
ventions, ,and the aspplication of reason for the solution of all earthly problems. Reasc
particularly,was to be the lever by which man was now going to 1ift himself from the
soccial, political, economic, and morel mire in which man found himself.. S8in, of course,
was not taken into asccount, and God was en unneceseary fixture which had no place in




the temple of reason. The reign of reason, it must be admitted, has had its setbacks
and disillusions. Sickness and desth and war and pestilence have caused no end of
trouble in this age of Enlipghtenment. Yet, reason still reigns supreme, temsbrrisTuey.
the_goddes f the moderp world. [In ofie’ by-product of this variation on unbelief
waé“%3éfﬁ%§88'§ﬁiﬂﬁr%gﬁgﬁé %ﬁgtmiﬂisﬁig¥i §h§u§v2¥ytﬁlgg on it hawe:evolved or developed
from some primitive form of matter.eccording to certain immtable laws of nature. Once
apain the ceaseless struggle between faith and unbelief had burst forth into the open,
and almost immediately the 1ife-and-death battle between reason and revelation,. between
evolution and Genesis I, .had entered the arena for possession of men's soul.

Tt was in 1859 that Derwin had come out with his now-famous book "The Origin Of
Species." The Chiristiane of Europe felt the brunt of the first attack, but here in
Americe it was after the 0ivil War during the Period of Reconstruction that the American
- echurches encountered the full impact of Darwinistic evolution. The casualty list of thal
encounter has still not been completed. = Nany, many of the liberal Reformed ghurches fel.
easy ,prey ;o this destroyer of the Christian faith, and the Lutheran Church.%@ﬁ%ﬁ%@éghas
'ﬁé%gigﬁéigegff' Fodas®,  In genersl, the Lutherans of today are divided into three dis~-
tinct ranks over apgainst evolution and all that it repreesents. The first rank,. and for-
tunately the smallest rank, is mede up of Lutherans who have whole-heartedly adopted evo
lution &8 their religion. Such lutherans now teach that the Bible is merely & collectio
of great religious writings, part of the evolutionary development of religion, and cer-
tainly not God's Word. For them Christianity stahds on the same level as Mohammedanism,
Hinduism, Buddhism, and Taoism, merely one of the great man-made religions that have
evolved down through the ages. The second rank.of Lutherans over against evdlution is
considerably larger than the first rank. Lutherans of this second class have adopted
a concessive attitude toward evélution.. In other words, they eare willing to make certai
concessions but attempt at the same time to retain the essentisle or fundamentels of the
Bible.. Thus, a certain Lutheran Dr. Schmeuk wréteag in 1912:codcerning the areation of
light as record®d in the first book of the Bible: "We must not think of that light as
being created within an ordinary day, in immediate response to His almighty Word. No,
we must think of God as making a long, laborious speech, requiring extended periods of
time, corresponding to the geologic ages of Science, and thus gredually, with much
patient labor, producing light out of nothing." Thue, a certain Lutheran Dr. Keyser @s
quoted in 1917 as saying, that in Genesis I God accomodated His languaege to "unscientif:
simple-nninded views" of primitive people, that "the evolutionary process may have con=
tinued(for milleniums upon milleniums) until the introduction of life. Whether man'e
body wes eévolved or not, surely his soul must have been created."’ Thus, the"Theologica.
Forum#rof 2631 had. the quotation: - "It is very important that we should avoid tne commo:
error of assuming that a miraculous revelation of detmiled scientific truth was ever
deeirned by God in His Word. - The sccount of Oreation is given in popular languaze."
Thus, another Lutheran wr@teR: "The doctrine of the complete ingrrancy of the Bible .
can hardly be waintained in the light of the historicsl method of understanding tne
Scriptures." And another Lutheran wroteg: "a literally infallible Bible . . has passe
by the board for good." In such a manner 4he Lutherans of the second renk have met the
onrushtof Evolution, conceding that certain scientific p=arts, certain geograrhicel allu
sions, certain historical sections of the Bible are not God's Word, conceding that scie
evolution, reason are more reliable, more trustworthy than the Holy Scriptures. That
class of Lutherans, we repeat, is quite large. In fact, their views are propagated and
disseminated in the seminaries and official publications of the largest Lutheran body 1
hperica today, the United Iutheran Church of America.

And there we have one of the great obstacles: to Lutheran union today,. for there it
another rank, a third rank, of Lutherans who hold that the Bible, all of it,. wes inspiz
by God. " This class of Lutherans, comprising, we belleve, an overwhelming, majority of ¢
Lutherans in Auerica, still believes that "{n the beginning God created the heaven and
the earth," still believes that "Holy men of God spake &s they were moved by the Foly
Ghost, " still -believes thaet W11 scripture is given by inspiration of God," And Luthe:
of this class realize that there is no middle ground, no compromise, between "A11 scrip-
ture and "part of the Scriptures;® they know that to give up part of the Scriptures i
to lcee all the Scriptures. Lotherans of this cless are not willing to entrust their
couls! salvation to the frail hands of arrogant Science,. to the meandering guide of
presumptuous reason. Nevertheless, it camnnot be denied that the American Public Schoo
wnich today is sponsoring evolution on a messive scale, has had and ie going to have
-tragic effects upon our Lutheran Church in Americe. , ,
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As you way have noticed, I have been rather liberel with the word "Reformed Church!
when espeaking of American iT{luenceg effecting our Lutheran Church. Now I don't propose
to turn the Reformed Churc%es-%g%gn&{acapegoat, on which the Lutheran Churches in Americe
can lay all ‘their sins. Qur 0ld Adam is perfectly capable of acting for himself without
" any outside help, be it Reformed or otherwise.. Yet it can be said without much fear of
contradiction that the Reformed churches have given our country its tone. Amer%oan
literature, American . politics, American culture, American ideals,.the entire iy im-
mering in the so-called Auerican melting pot has aniaréme- that is decidedly Reformed..
Even our language is the lanpuage of the Reformed churches. It was to be expected, there
fore, that such an atmosphere could not be breathed long by the Lutheran Church before it
became part and parcel of the Lutheran Body in America. ZEhd EB&B{iggigjp hing I should
like to have you keep in mind as we briefly run through'%ﬂgﬁﬁéﬁkA%d~yﬁ2§b ofLutheran
development in this the New Worlde.. ,

Along about the time that Paul Revere was just learning how to ride a horse and
the traffic in tea was becoming & most profitible business at Boston, the countries of
western Europe were entering upon that grand exp8riment which we today call the Age of
Enlightenment. . It was the age, as we mentioned before, in which faith was replaced by
reason, and the almighy, eternal God was restricted to .the human mind. Everywhere the
champions of reason seemed to be holding the field, .and the poor, humble Christisns were
almost ashamed to say 'I believe." Frenchmen could hardly wait for the next edition of
Voltaire, whose barbed ridicule:was leaving meny a mark on the Church. IndGermsny:Lessir
was doing his bit, and .the English applauded while sitting down to write out new tazatior
for the colonies. It wesn't long before the English had other thoughts to ovcupy their
minds, but France, whighhno longer had lafayette, etill worshipped reason,. reason which
an angryi@dd finally spattered with blood, the red, crimson, lgpg that flowed sc freely
in the terrible French Revolution of 1789. But even while séﬁéﬁé@% and his frenzied
citizens were storming the Bastille of Paris, Satan and his cohorts were assaulting the
Lutheran Zion of America, for the waves of rationalism had &lmo washed up on the coasts
of the thirteen colonies. o ' tor : '

In New England the Congregational Ghdr¢hsWasebelng?asunder by Unitarianism. And in
New York the ILutheran Ministerium was taking guidance from its president Dr. Quitman,. who
had received his training at the Gérman university of Halle. There were 25 fully-staffed
faculties of theology in Germany at this time, and hardly a one of them that had not torr
the Bible to shreds,. But the university of Halle seemed to have outstripped thew al% or
snd even long~dead Pastor Muhlenberg had feared the graduates of Halle more than all %ge

. . p
gtaduates that German universities were sending across as Lutheran pastors. But let
Dr. Quitman speak for himself, and for the New York Ministerium. In his liturgy the
term "Holy Spirit" was changed to "The higher reason of Christianity," the word "regen-
eration" to' "The beginning of nobler impulses." The Communion prayers were offered to
the "great Father of the Universe," and as for reason and revelation: "Are not both
from heaven, always in agreement and the one supporting the other?! No congregation in
the lMinisterium daredid@emand that its pastor pledge himself on the confessions of the
Lutheran Churche.. No doctrinal matter could be discussed on the floor of conventions,.
unless the rule applied:;  "That the right of free research, be not infringed upon, and
that no endeavor be made to elevate the Ministerium to an inquisitorial tribunal.®” _
Iuther's Catechism was outmoded; ;Dr. Quitman's Catechism substituted. The new teachings
ran as follows: man did not lose the divine image at the Fall, the image was merely
' stained; Jesus was called the Son of God, merely because of His "exalted dignity and
preeminence above all creatures;" the "forgiveness of sins" of the Third Articlejk was
_explained as "the sentiments of charity for every one who has erred from the way of truth
" You can imagine what happened to Baptism, the Lord's Supper, ‘and all the other teachings
we call Lutheran. Here in New York rationalism reached its peak, but other Lutheran
bodies also showed its effect. Tn=1792 the Kinisterium of Pennsylvenia, once the joy of
Muhlenberg's heart, changed its constitution so thet no mention of any symbolical book of
the Lutheran Church could be found, lest anyone take exception on smme doctrinal issue.
And vhen the Synod of North Carolina was organized in 180%, the very name'LutheraJ‘was
dropped, and the theologicel candidates for ordination were asked to pledge themselves to
"ve Rules, ordinances, and customs of ye Christian Society, called ye Protestant Episco~
pal Church in America.! ‘

It should not be inferrdd from all this that there weren't any Lutherans left in the
Lutheran Church of America. There were. 0Only the East was no place for them, not if



they feared laughter and ridicugle and derision that ruling Retionalists would have
heaped. upon them. . 5£il11 there were some Lutherans, even in the Minieterium of New York,
whose conscience botheredrthem more and more. Thet wonderful seed of faith in their heart
had survived the icy blasts of cold reason, .and gradually their whispering protests reache
the stage of a low murmire Particudarly in Pennsylvania did the reaction se* in. Pasbore
began to gather in small groups,iand even the word #1utheran? was occesionally Bpoken.out
loud. Slowly these pastors gained confidence, and at length they reached the conclusion
that it was time to firganize, to form a closer-knit union over against the exponents of
Rationalism. The result was that tlie Ministerium of Penﬁs¥§vania forwarded invitations tc
several other Lutheran synods, and in 1820 the first gene%a 7g§§od to be held in America
convened at Hagerstown, Maryland, on Sunday, the o2nd of October, to draw up & constitutic
The delegates from the various Lutheran synods dared not mention Lutheran confessions in
their constitution. The specter of rationalism still loomed too large.. But these men wel
determined to give some expreesion to their faith, and so they boldly inserted into their
new constitution the words: "Jesus Christ, the Sson of God, and ground of our faith and
hope." '

The Lutheran Church of America had survived & wajor crisis. By 1829, nine years lat
the pastors of the newly-formed General Synod were required to subsaibe to the Augsburg
Confession. The tide of Rationalism hed lost ite foce. True, larpge sections, ofi the
ILutheran Church had been laid waste. Many a precious soul -had beenﬁﬁiéheéléﬁg§.' The
Lutheran Church was & piteable sight. It held a ridéculously small lantern in its hand.
One could hardly see it in the swirling mists. But there was light there;. there was fait
1t w%s a w a% {aith; it wes & falterinf'faith. But all the forces of hell had not been
ablé;tgo%§€§n§D¥é . Nevertheless, Satan already was regrouping his forces. The time ha
come to attack on the other flanke This wae &1l an old, old story for him, and he knew h
business all too w&ll. First rationalism, then emotionalism; firstipietism;'then liberal
As long as the Lutheran Church in America hadn't found its footing in the Word of God,. it
would be an easy matter to push her into the other extreme. And that is exactly what hap
paned .«

Barely had the Lutheran churches of the East repulsed the attack of retionalism when
they found themselves floundering in the quicksand of revivalism. "Reasonl the English-
speaking Lutherans of the East now argued, "had proved to be & felse guide. Reason had be
trayed them. The emotions, the feelings,-they were the things that counted. Yourhad to
fedl religion; you had to feel the Holy Ghost when He worked in your heart; you had to
feel your conversion. Then you could.be sure that you were saved." Thus the Word of Goc¢
which alone had seen them through the last storm, was @pain discounted, and almost the er
tire portion of the Bnsiish-spesiing Iutheran o Mafﬁﬁéfﬁons of the East plunged overboarc
for revivalism. The Maryland Synod foacticed it. The Hartwick Synod practiced it. One
synod even, the Franckean Synod, was orgenized just because its founders believed that
others weren't "advanced enough'! in revivalistic methods. And the'anxious bench? of the
revivalists became a Lutheran pew, as the Franckean Synod declared in one of its reports:
"Phe first anzious seat(or bench) was opened among us in 1831, and hes been used more or
less ever since as a blessed means of calling out awakened and convicted sinners, and ha
been approbated of God to the conversion of thousands of souls." Similarly, the synodic
reports of the General Synod and of the General Céunci1###8%###########&#####ﬁé&##ﬁ##&é
SHH BRI Yisted for weny years the accessions or gains made through congregational
awakenings and revival meetings. Lutheran pastors soon becamedpnofessional revivalists.
Theranxionsobeat wonld be crowded with occupants, all anxious about their converegion. T
meetings would stretch on, hour after hour, the exhortations would become more vehement,.

‘more urgent.. Suddenly an occupant of the anxious seat would leap to his feet, finally c¢
verted. There would be moanings and swoonings, .holy laughter, holy jumping. To deliver
a doctrinal sermon,sat-suchnaiheetbing, say, on the essence of the church, would be worse
then playing Chppin's funeral march at a wedding.  And to instruct children in Biblical
doctrine was a waste of time. OCdnservative Lutherans that 51111 spoke of instruction we
called Phead Christiends;® ?Catechism Christians,? "memory Christiens?. Humble Lutheran
families began abandohing $i# family devotions. Prayers reed from books were an insult
God, and, since many a layman didn't know how to make free prayers, he dropped family
prayers altogether.

These were but & few of the effects which revivalism had upon the Dutherans of that
period. But agsin there were conservative Lutherans left whose warning voices gained mc
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and more attention. Another reaction soon set in.. But most of the Eastern synods weren't
given much chance 4o recover their balance. Hardly had they come to & halt, still reel-
ing, from the emotional sterm through which they had just passed, when the Teupter, that
master of stratedy, wes leading them off on another tour of retionalism. This time, of
course, it was of & slightly different form, more refined, more tolerant, harder to detect.
Now he wase setting the field for the appearance of evolution, and what that brought about,
we have already seens

In the meantime, however, strange voices were starting to arise, particularly from
the Mid-West. At the very f£irst sound of these voices the 0ld Evil Foe seemed to become
a bit older. He had heard these voices, these words, before. And every time he had heard
them, he had come off cecond best. "It is written," one voice was gaying. Another was
asking: "What saith the Seriptures?" A third was whispering: "The just shall live by
faith. The just ghall live by foith." That last voice, especially, had an old, familier
ring to it. Oh, how he hated that voice! What he wouldn't do to put en end to that
voice! Again and again he had thought that the voice was finally desd. And then down
through the centuries the same voice would crop up again, maybe in a different land,
meybe in a different tongue. But it was alwaye the seame voice: "The just shall live Dy
faith." It was alwost as though 8omeone stronger, wiser, more powerful than he were
protecting that voice. Yes, there it wes apgain: IThe just shall live by faith."

A few necessary remarks are herewith appended. The essay above is, at best, =
rough sketbh. It is scantily attired and loosely put together. It is merely an attempt
to touch upon some highlights scattered throush a field of sweeping range and vast scope.
Regarding the rather abrupt ending of the essay, it sould be stated that this was &
makeshif't arrangement. By the time our convention st Fond du Lac had concluded ite
Tuésday's session, it already was apparent thet we would be urgently pressed for time.
As a result, I condensed some portions of the essay and dropped other sections entirely.
The bitter struggle that occufred between so-called 'American Lutheranism' and '0ld
Lutheranism, ' the almost violent doctrinal controversies that flared up in the confession
sections of the Mid-West, invalving also our own wisconsin Synod, the final adoption of
e decent, orderly, doctrinally-sound liturgy which has meant so much to the Lutheran
Church in Americs, and some mention of outstanding features characterizing the present-
day trend toward unionism - there were the matters with which the essay might more fit-
tingly have been concluded, following the ebb of revivalisi. In substantially reducing
the length of the essay, however, 1 regarded the above-mentioned matters as 2a unit end
deemed it sdvisable to breek off where I dide ' '

In conclusion, & detniled .account of Americen influences upon the Lutheran Church
may be found in Dr. Paul Spsude's "The Lutheran Church Under American Influence." Nany
of the quotations and other matters of statisticel neture in the foregoinp essay were
taken from this souce-book, end corroboration of such meterial csn guite readily be
1ocated in Dr. Spaude's work. '
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