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Blan geoffenbart. 3. Seine UAlmadht macht unz die Perrlichleit zu
cigen. — Die PHerrlichfeit ded Chriftenftanded. 1. Der Chrift ift
im Befib gottlider Weisheit. 2. Er beurteilt alled. 3. €r ift ein Crbe
per Perrlichieit. (Die Weisheit bergeht nicht, fondern ihr Plan wird hin-
ausgefithrt.) — PMenfdengeift ober Gottedgeift, wem twollen wir folgen?
1. Yolgen wir bem Menfdengeift, fo bergehen wir. 2. Folgen tvir dem
Geift Gotted, {o find wir etig felig. — Die Perrlidhfeit ded Heiligen
@eiftes. 1. Geine Herrlidhe Perfon. Der Geift Gottes, von Gott aus-
geend, Gottes Tiefen erforfdend, gleidher Gott mit Bater und Sohn.
2. ©ein Yerrlihes Werf. Offenbarung ber verborgenen Weisheit
Gotted. JInipiration. Crleudtung ded verfinjterten Berjtandes. Ber=
leifung redjten Urteil3bermigens. Cmige Seligleit. Th L.
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0>

Theological Observer. — Kird)lid)-Beitge{d)idytliches.

L Amerika.

Audy eine Betvadtung itber Marburg. Jm , Friedendboten” der Cvan-
gelijen ©Syrnode fhat P. . Frengen von Nemw Yorf einen Urtilel verdffent=
licgt unter dbem Titel , Cinesd Geifted — andern Geiftes”. A3 meitere
itberfdhrift ift angegeben: ,Bur edenifeier de3 Warburger Heligions=
gefprachd 1529—1929.” €8 ijt merfiicdig, wad diejem Herrn fir Ge-
panfent gefommen find, al3 er feinen @eift nad) dem Marburg vbon 1529
mwanbdern lie. ,Manderlet Gaben und ein Geift” — an bdiefed Apoftel-
wort Initpft er zunddft den Seufzer, Gott mwolle ,die Menjdhheit bor der
Gleidymadjerei, der Schablone, der nivellierenden Walze einesd internationa=
len Cinerlei betvafren, dad am liebften ein Menjden= (Raffen-, Glaubens=)
Cremplar zujdneiden und nad) diefem Bild dann alled zujdmneiden iviirde”.
€ freut fid) bann, daf Chriftusd ,das Geheimnis und die Kraft feinesd Geiftesd
nidt in einer glatt gepragten [Rirden-] Sprade bejdloflen Hat”. Aler
verftanbdigen Cregeje Hofhn bietend, fithrt er in diefem Bujammenhang Pauli
Wort an: ,Der Budjjtabe totet, aber der Geift madht lebendig”, 2 Kor. 3, 6,
fvo dodj, foie ber Kontert zeigt, der Apoftel nicht von menjdhlicher Sprade im
Gegenfab gum @eift vedet, fonmdern vom Unteridjied zwijden Gefeb umnd
Cvangelium. Worauf der Sdjreiber Hinauswill, bad ift ber Rieblingsgrund-
job aller Unioniften, namlid) baf auf die Cinbeit in der Rehre nidht {o biel
anfommt, jolange nur alle pon ein und demfelben Geift erfiillt find. Dak
Luther und Bivingli {o ftanden, wie die Gejdjidhte erzahlt, mup man ihnen
bergethen; {ie waren eben zvei gamz ber{djieden geartete Perfomlichfeiten.
»€8 war je und dbann nabe daran, ald tvollte und follte der eimne recdhte
®eift beibe pereinen. Aber auf Grund der in beiden perjonlicd) begrenzten
und augeinanderftrebenden Ginftellung — dogmatifdh fwie politif) — twar
e5 unmoglid)y. RLuther {af ,einen anbern Geift’, Biwingli gog betriibt bon
bannen.”  Und melden praftijfen Sl zieht unfjer Shreiber daraus?
»Die Wahrheit und Reinbeit dber R[efre ald vollfommene und unfehlbare
Paragraphentveisheit fiir alle und jeden itberjdhreitet dag Grogenmaf irgends
eined Theologen ober Rirdenfiirften. ©3 miderjtreitet der ,Fiille desd Reich=
tum3 beide Der Weisheit und der Erfenninis Gottes.” — So joll e3 uns
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alfo freiftehen, mit Gotted Wort zu {dhalten und zu walten, nie wir wollen?
Und fwenn ein Lehrer gottlicge Walhrheit itber Bord twirft, {o jollen die andern
bazu ftillfdweigen und {preden: €3 ift dbad Treiben ded Geiftez? Weldhe
Angft man dod) Yat vor dem Dringen auf Fefthalten an dem Bibeltvort,
gerade al3 ob dann eine nivellierende LWalze itber uns Hingerollt twiirde und
Gtlavenbande fid) um unfere Glieder legten, wdafhrend e3 dod) felige, Herrliche
Freifeit ift, den Uusjpriiden Ddesd Phimmlifdhen BVaterd folgen zu Ddiirfen.
Alerdings, da3 ift wahr: ,Die Wahrheit und Reinbeit der L[ebre iiber-
{dreitet ba3 Gropenmal irgendeined Theologen ober Rirdjenfilcften.” Hier
verfagt Menfdentveizheit. Diefe Stiide jind eine Gabe Gotted, bie er denen
perleift, bdie ifhn inbriinftig darum anrufen und fich) demiitig unter fein
Wort beugen.

English Translation of the Chicago Theses.— In the October
number of the Theologische Quartalschrift, published by our sister
synod, the General Ev. Luth. Synod of Wisconsin and Other States,
a translation of the Chicago Theses into English is submitted. While
the Missouri Synod at its last convention did not accept these theses,
a demand for an English version had been voiced in various quarters,
and this has now been met. The committee in charge of the transla-
tion consisted of the following theologians: Lorenz Blankenbuehler
(Missouri); A. W.Walck (Buffalo); A.D. Cotterman (Ohio); Karl
Ermisch (Iowa). Beneath the signatures of these men the statement
is added: “For his kind help in the preparation of this translation,
Prof. W. H. T. Dau deserves honorable mention.” The whole docu-
ment is signed by A. C. Haase, secretary. Concerning the translation,
Prof. J. Meyer writes in the Theologische Quartalschrift: “Any one
who has ever done any translating will realize the difficulty that
confronted the committee and will agree that they have produced
a creditable work. The style is easy and fluent, and the arguments
are reproduced correctly in the English idiom.” A few minor inac-
curacies are then mentioned by him. The English translation can
be ordered from Northwestern Publishing House, Milwaukee, Wis.

A.

Shall the Status of Women in the Church be Changed ? — In the
Presbyterian Church three overtures will be voted on this year by the
various presbyteries which have to do with the status of women in
the Church. The Presbyterian informs us that the particular ques-
tions under consideration are the following: Shall women be eligible
to licensure as local evangelists? Shall they be eligible to election and
ordination as ruling elders? and, Shall they be eligible to election and
ordination both as ruling elders and as bishops or pastors? There is
a strong movement among the Presbyterians to give an affirmative
answer to all three questions. Among Lutherans it has usually been
held that the only answer given by Holy Scripture to these questions
is negative; and the Lutherans of America, generally speaking, have
maintained a conservative attitude in this respect. However, here,
too, the lines are weakening, it seems. We read in the Lutherischer
Herold of October 17, 1929, that the New York Conference of the
U. L. C. admitted women as official delegates. The writer (v. B.)
says: “Bei der Sitzung der New Yorker Konferenz meldete sich einer
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unserer Pastoren zu Wort und fragte an, ob es statthaft sei, weibliche
Delegaten emzutragen als Konferenzteilnehmer. Da kein Widerspruch
erfolgte, wurden dieselben zugelassen. Es ist das unsers Wissens das
erste Mal, dass in unserer Gegend weibliche Vertreter offiziell teilge-
nommen haben an einer wunserer Distriktskonferenzen. In ver-
schiedenen Kirchenraeten unserer New Yorker Gemeinden gibt es
Frauen, die Sitz und Stimme teilen mit den Maennern. Wir sind es
heute so gewohnt, Frauen auf allen Gebieten taetig zu finden, dass
auch diese Neuerung nicht mehr auffaellt.” This news is distressing.
Tt is a sad state of affairs when Lutheran congregations elect women
4o serve as members on their church council, in which position they
are the rulers of the church together with the pastor, and it is repre-
hensible when a Lutheran conference permits women to serve as
official delegates, which implies not only that they are put on a par
with the male delegates, but that they will have to inform and instruct
and admonish their home congregations with respect to the business
transacted at the conference. Such a procedure not only contradicts
the words of Paul, 1 Cor. 14, 34 and 1 Tim. 2,11 f., but is contrary to
the natural order of God, who has made woman the weaker vessel
and according to her physical and mental characteristics has subordi-
nated her to man. We hope that the U. L. C. will not permit the
unseriptural practise to spread, but will call a halt and correct the
evil where it has emerged. A.

Papal Triumphs. — As Professor Graebner in his recent book
The Pope and T'emporal Power so ably shows, the real spoils of the
World War were captured by Pope Pius XI. Commenting on the
Pope’s masterly diplomacy in settling the Vatican question, Cardinal
Hayes of New York recently wrote letters to the pastors of his arch-
diocese, instructing them to dedicate October “to the supreme shep-
herd, Pius XTI, in honor of the fiftieth anniversary of his holy priest-
hood” and to collect the Peter’s pence on October 13. As reported
by Time, the cardinal wrote: “Our Catholic hearts were filled with
joy and our souls profoundly touched with indescribable emotion
when we realized that the sereme, impressive, apostolic, illuminating
figure of our beloved Holy Father passed beyond the portals of
St. Peter’s, out under the blue dome of heaven, bearing Christ Him-
self in the Holy Eucharist. Verified, surely, was the ancient truth:
‘Where Peter is, there is the Church; where the Church is, there
is Christ” This is our ‘spiritual inheritance that cannot fade.’”
1 Pet. 1, 4.

The Pope, however, scored another victory by recently healing
completely the breach between Czechoslovakia and the Catholic
Church. The rift occurred in 1925, when the Czechs celebrated as
a national holiday the anniversary of the martyrdom suffered by John
Huss five centuries ago. Resenting this celebration, the Pope with-
drew the papal nuncio from Prague as a token of his utter displeasure.
This act deeply hurt the feelings of the Czechs, who revere Huss as
a national hero. To heal the breach, the Pope, during the last week
In September, bestowed on President Masaryk of Czechoslovakia the
Grand Cross of the Order of the Sacred Tomb, which hitherto had

5
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been given only to Catholic sovereigns. The reconciliation was made
in the midst of the celebration of the one-thousandth anniversary of
St. Wenceslaus, patron of Czechoslovakia. On the following day the
restored Church of St. Vitus was opened to the rejoicing multitudes,
This church was supposedly begun by St. Wenceslaus, and there hig
body was brought a few years after he was murdered by his brother,
Boleslav the Cruel. J.T.M.

The Mass a Heathen Performance.— In the first place, the
opinion that the mere performance of the Mass obtains grace is of
the very essence of heathenism — “that pharisaic and heathen opinion
concerning the opus operatum.” (Apology, p.887.) In the second
place, the entire dogma of the Mass (“Forasmuch as in this divine
sacrifice which is celebrated in the Mass that same Christ is contained
and immolated in an unbloody manner who once offered Himself in
a bloody manner on the altar of the cross, the holy Synod teaches that
this sacrifice is truly propitiatory,” T'ridentinum, Sess. XX11, chap.IT;
on the ex opere operato see Sess. VII, Canon VIII) has for its source
the source of all heathen religions, rites, and opinions, vtz., the mind
of man — “it is but a pure invention of men; fabricated and invented
without the will and Word of God; men’s twaddle.” (Smalc. Art,,
463.) And in the third place, it has been, and is being, invested with
all kinds of heathen conceptions and practises. “In addition to all
this, this dragon’s tail (I mean the Mass) has begotten a mumerous
vermin-brood of manifold [abominations and] idolatries.” (Smale.
Art., 465, where also a number of these heathen practises are pointed
out.) That is the natural result. The mind and wisdom of depraved
man once being given the floor, there is no telling what profanities,
monstrosities, and abominations will be produced. For instance,
a pamphlet at present put into the hands of the Roman Catholics
(Pray the Mass, by Rev. J. E. Moffatt, S.dJ., 1927) thus arouses their
devotion: “That the Sacrifice of the Mass and the Sacrifice of the
Cross are identical we believe with unquestioning faith. That the
same Divine Victim immolated on the cross of Calvary is daily offered
on the altar and the great work of redemption begun on the skull-
shaped hill outside Jerusalem’s walls is, from the rising of the sun
even unto its setting, perpetuated in the Catholic sanctuary, we hold
as sacred truths for which we would gladly shed our blood. But as
we kneel daily before the altar, do we think of the Mass in this
way? ... Like Mary at the foot of the cross we would be not mere
spectators, but actual coofferers of the Sacred Victim. ... The altar
represents Mount Calvary. ... The most solemn part of the Mass i8
drawing near. Soon will the Divine Vietim come down upon the
altar. . .. We. .. offer up to Thy most excellent majesty a Victim
which is pure, a Victim which is holy, a Vietim which is stainless.”
And when the devout Catholic, not quite sure of what is really meant,
seeks further information, the priest may read to him Cardinal
Gibbons’s view of the matter: “Jesus was offered once in a bloody
manner. But in the Sacrifice of the Mass He is offered in an un-
bloody manner. Though He is daily offered on ten thousand altars,
the sacrifice is the same as that of Calvary, having the same High
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Priest and Victim — Jesus Christ. . . . Let us represent to ourselves
the Mass as another Calvary, which it is in reality. ... If the wounds
of the martyrs plead so eloquently for us, how much more eloquent is
the blood of Jesus, shed daily upon our altars!” (The Faith of Our
Fathers, chap. XXTII.) Ts, then, the priest actually putting Christ
to death? Is Christ again suffering the torture of the cross?
W. Faerber tells the wondering Catholic, in his Catechism and Com-
mentary: “Holy Mass is therefore not only a memorial of what once
took place, but that which once occurred on Mount Calvary occurs
again in every holy Mass. The sacrifice of the cross is there renewed
and repeated. Would you not wish that you might have been present
there that you might have stood beneath the cross and seen how Jesus
died for us? Well, then, go to Mass frequently and gladly, then you
are present at the great sacrifice of Christ, present as Jesus sacrifices
Himself for us.” The priest may say something about the distinction
between real and “mystic” shedding of blood, but the simple Catholic
will believe that “the blood of Jesus is shed daily upon our altars” and
that Christ daily endures pain in expiation of our sins. (Cp. Klotsche,
Ohr. Symbolics, p.107; Proceedings of Southern Ill. Dist., 1915, p.29.)
The imaginations aroused in the mind of the devout Catholic by the
language used by Gibbons while the peeping and muttering priest *s
performing the mystic rite are on a par with what the frenzied pa:-
ticipants in the old heathen taurobolium felt as the blood of the
gacrificed beast poured down wupon their hands and faces. The
Catholic teachers indeed are not agreed on this point. “As we find
on Calvary and in the Mass the same identical Victim and the same
principal Offerer, Jesus Christ, the two sacrifices are essentially the
game. The two sacrifices only differ in non-essentials, because only
the manner of offering is different. The former was offered with real
suffering, real shedding of blood, and real death of the Vietim; the
latter, with only a mystical suffering, a mystical shedding of blood,
and a mystical death of the same Vietim.” Thus Dr.di Bruno in
Catholic Belief (p.79). And Father Wilmers, in his Lehrbuch der
Religion, IV, p.550: “How, indeed, could the glorious body of the
Lord die once again or die here and at the same time remain alive in
heaven?” The Pope may have the prospective council look into this
matter. E.
Union of Denominations. — Under this heading the Watchman-
Ezaminer (September 19) editorially comments on the present mania
for denominational unions. We read: “We have been roundly abused
for our lack of enthusiasm over organic church union. It would be
a joy to us if all Christians might be together according to the pattern
laid down in the New Testament. We will gladly forward any such
movement that does not proceed on the basis of compromise.
As we see things now, nearly all proposed unions would result in
tompromising. We confess that we cannot see the practical value of
ringing great denominations together into one organization. As
4 matter of fact, both the Northern Baptist Convention and the
Southern Baptist Convention are already too large for effective work
and certainly too large for effective meetings. No one would dare
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suggest a division of these conventions, but no one will dispute our
contention. . . . We do not often quote the Christian Register to
prove a point. We do not wholly agree with the following paragraph
from that journal, but there is much common sense in it: —

“‘One hears much said about church union. But church union
to-day, while desirable, is not expedient. One might as well be sensible
and face facts. All of us want a united church. It is not that we
do not want union, but we feel that, when it comes, it must come
naturally and inevitably and not through forced measures. Different
interpretations of religion correspond to different interpretations of
human nature. Unite all the churches to-day, and to-morrow they
would be separated again, with the latter state worse than the former,
A different intellectual approach, a different idea of church govern-
ment, of liberty, and of ceremony, the tradition values, invested funds,
pride, and prejudice, all make denominations a present necessity.’”

The Christian Register fails to mention the chief barrier of
organic church union — difference with regard to doctrine. All other
differences will be adjusted wherever doctrinal unity exists. On the
other hand, every organic church union effected without agreement
in doctrine is a contradiction and a monstrosity. The Watchman-
FEzaminer is right in saying: “As we see things now, nearly all pro-
posed unions would result in compromise.” It is refreshing to note
that at least once in a while that truth is frankly stated. J.T. M.

A New Sunday-School Bible.— The Associated Press recently
reported the publication of a mnew Sunday-school Bible under the
auspices of the National Sunday-school Union of Great Britain. In
the new edition “both the Old and the New Testament have been
carefully revised and expurgated of all things that might bring evil
thoughts to the young,” as the weekly news magazine Time puts it.
Among the things omitted are: the tempting words of Potiphar’s
wife, for which the National Sunday-school Union substituted: “She
tempted him to do evil” (T'tme asks quite properly, “Does the substi-
tution help?’); the part of the story of Ruth where she is pictured
as seeking marriage with Boaz (Time asks, “Would a child suspect
evil??); Solomon’s Song of Songs, which was deleted in its entirety;
the story of David’s murder and adultery (T'eme asks, “Is it well to
let the child think of David as always good #’) ; the story of Solomon’s
decision when he was confronted by two harlots, both of whom claimed
the living child; the story of Christ’s decision when He was asked
to condemn the woman taken in adultery, etc. Time rightly remarks:
“At some point, of course, the youth must learn these stories, other-
wise he becomes an ignorant boor. But the question is, When shall
the child or youth learn them ?’ However, we hold that this question
does not give any one the right to change the Bible. Such changes
as the National Sunday-school Union has made are unfair both to
the youth and the Bible itself. To change the Bible means to alter
its character as the Book of absolute truth, which the Holy Ghost
gave to the world not to “bring evil thoughts to the young,” but to
uncover sin in its frightful pollution and most emphatically to warn
against it. The Bible frankly exposes sin, earnestly condemns sin,
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put also mercifully points out the way of salvation from sin. To
plur its divine Law means to obscure its sublime Gospel. Much more
might be said on this score, especially in view of the lewdness of the
modern press and the lasciviousness of the modern movie, to which
our youth are not strangers; yet this may suffice in voicing our
disapproval of the step which the National Sunday-school Union of
(reat Britain has taken. J.T. M.

Do Modernists Still Believe in the Existence of a Personal
God? — This question is discussed by a writer in the Watchman-
FEzaminer. He first quotes some modern philosophers, who either deny
that there is a personal God or declare this is a matter of indifference.
Rudolph Eucken says: “Whether God exists or not is not important
to the nature of religion.” Prof. Wm. James of Harvard said:
«T think the only God worthy of man must be finite.” Professor
Alexander of Manchester University, an outstanding philosopher in
Great Britain, writes: “God as an active, living Deity does not exist.”
Professor Otto of the University of Wisconsin said recently: “Among
the present-day philosophers there is a self-conscious determination
to dethrone God, stripping Him of authority and power and displacing
Him by a god selected on the platform of political and social ideals.”
Then the writer proceeds to speak of the position taken by prominent
theologians in this question. Dr. Fosdick is quoted as having said
recently in a sermon: “You may be surprised when I, a minister, say
to you that it does not matter very much whether you believe in God
or not.” Dr. W.N. Weirman, Professor of the Philosophy of Religion
in the Divinity School of the University of Chicago, wrote recently :
“Tn what sense it [¢. e., the Divine Being] may be called personal is
a matter for further comnsideration. With me,” so the author says,
“t is an open question whether God is a personal being, a thing, or
a principle.” Our writer complains that a book by Walter Lippmann,
Preface to Morals, has received the endorsement of leading theological
teachers in spite of its “disinclination to accept century-long defini-
tions of a personal God.” From the above it is evident that Mod-
ernists like Fosdick are ever becoming more negative as time goes on.
Finally they will probably arrive at open skepticism, whither, if they
are consistent, their religious thinking has to lead them. Put your
reason above God’s revelation, and in the end agnosticism is inevi-
table; for reason canmnot answer the great questions which agitate our
heart, which relate to the Being to whom we all are responsible for
everything we do. It is horrifying, however, to think that men who
call themselves Christian teachers are willing to drop belief in God
from the list of essentials and are thus on their part dethroning the
Creator of the universe! A.

In Confirmation of Gen.11.— Mlle. Homberger, a distinguished
French philologist, recently published, and supported by numerous
proofs, a theory which goes far in confirming the truth of the eleventh
chapter of the Book of Genesis. Her thesis, set forth in a communica-
tion to the Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Léttres, is that the
African languages are derived from the ancient Egyptian. M. Meillet,
a high authority in this field, has declared himself in favor of the
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theory, and his comments on the view are summed up by the French
periodical Le Temps as follows: “He believes that Mlle. Homberger
has formulated a theory that strongly conforms to the facts of the
case. According to Meillet it is certainly a hypothesis of the first
rank in this field. It gives reason for believing that the African
languages belong to the Babylonian group, the oldest known. The
result of this is to show that the number of linguistic types existing
in the world is really very small.” The Sunday-school Times, from
which we quote the report, comments on the theory, “This, of course,
points to the unity of the race from a stock inhabiting the Baby-
lonian plain, a theory with Biblical implications.” J. T. M.

IT. Ausland.

Berfammlung der [utherijfen Freifirde in Finnland. ,SHrift und
Befenniniz” beridjtet Hieritber, twie folgt: , Am 7. Jult [1929] fand in Lahti
die erfte orbentlidhe Synobdalverjammliung unferer Glaubensbriider ftatt.
Die Eroffnungspredigt hielt P. Baind J. Salonen itber 2 Tim. 1,18. 14. Er
jtellte bie Frage auf: ,Warum miiffen die Glieder einer drifilidhen Rirce
treu und ftandfhaft bei der redhten, gefunbden Refre bleiben?® Die Unttvort
lautete: ,1. Desdhalh, toeil fwir nur dann im Glauben bleiben und in ber
Crienninid ber Wahrheit mwad)fen fonmen.” Die gefunbde [ehre ded Wortes
Gptted Halt ung burd) had Gefeh in fortgefebter Erfenninid unferér Giinben
und durd) dad Ebangelium in fortaefebter und ftetd erneuter Erfenninisd bder
Gnade. 2. Desdegen, weil wir nur dann Chrifti Gemeinde auf Erben
bauen Innen.’ ud) die Wpoftel arbeiteten und lefhrten allein gemdl ber
redjten, gefunden Refre. Unfere Gemeinden mwdren {iderlid) grofer, twenn
in unferer Mitte wenigftend eine Menjdenlehre erlaubt fware. Aber dasd
fonnen fvir nidt fun, da fvir bei der gefunben Lefhre bletben miiffen. Obh-
gleid) fo die redhte Rehre Falided bom Redjten trennt, jo gerreifst {ie dod
nidjt den Glauben, nod) zerteilt fie die Cinigleit ded Geiftes, jondern erzeugt
redjten Glauben und erhalt ihn. Und dadurd) fommen wir mandem zum
Gegen fein ald ©alz der €rbe und Licht der Welt. — Die Gefjdifte der
Ghnode beftanbden in BVeridhten de3 VorfiBenden de3 Shnodalborftanded, des
Raffiererd und bded bverantortlichen Qeraudgeberd ber Firdliden Blatter
itber die firdjlidhe Rage und ihre amilide Tatigleit, die durdjaus die Billi-
gung der Shnode fanden. Alle bigher {hon tatigen Perjonen fwurden fvieder-
getndahlt. Bum Progranun der Shnode gehorte nod) ein Kefhrborirag bon P. K.
Balve iiber die Redjtfertigungslebhre ald Hauptpuntt der driftlicgen Lehre.
€3 murde darin ausfithrlid) gegeigt, tvie die redhte Refhre bon bder Redjt-
fertigung de3 fiindigen Menfcgen vbor Goit durch) Chriftum der Mittelpuntt
der gangen driftliden Rebre ift, jo dak alle Lehrpunite enttveder bdorthin
3telen ober bon dort ausgehen. Und iviederum: fwenn diefe Refre falid ift,
ift aud) alle anbere Lehre falidh. Unbd fweiter: Unbdere folgeridhtig gelehrte
falfcge Rehrpuntte berderben aud) die Nedjtfertigungslefhre. — Eingegangen
mwaren 3ivet Vegritjungsdidjreiben, eind aus Hamburg bon Prifjes LY. Nidel,
basd anbdere aud Yrensburg auf der Jnfel Hfel (Ejtland) von P. N. Banterle
(ber jebt aud) ein bierteljdhrlicged Blatt Herausdqibt unter dem Titel ,Quters
lane®). Bulest fand ein Gemeindeabend der Gemeinbe Lahti ftatt mit Bor-
trag be3 P. U. Wegelius itber ausivartige Glaubensgenofjen. Die ndadite
Sabresverfammiung findet in Turfu (Wbo) jtatt. Fiir die sffentliche Stellung
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unfever Glaubengbriider ift e3 ein erfreulidjer Fortjdjritt, dafy infolge ihrer
Bemithungen nunmelhr der finnifde Staatdrat am 22. Yugujt bejdloflen Hat,
fie, bie Rirdengemeinidaft ald Ganzed und alle bagu gehorigen Gemeinden,
in bad Regifter der Religiondgemein{djaften eintragen zu laffen. ,Siderlid,
feifit e3 im ,Quterilainen’, ,ift in unfern Gemeinden die Kunbde von der Ver-
wicflidung der fdon lange in Ungriff genommenen Regiftrierung unfecer
Gemeinben und Kirdengemeinjdaft mit Freuden entgegengenommen toorden.
Jud) toir freuen und mit und wiinfden unfern Britdbern von Herzen einen
Gieg nad) bem andern und reiden Segen fiir ihre Wrbeit durd) Gottes Gnade
in Chrifto.” 3. P
Guangelijhe Befenner. ,D. €. D.” teilt bie folgenden Gedadjinisdfeiern
epangelijer Befenner in Deutfdland in lebter Zeit mit: ,Die Gemeinde
@odringen bei Sarftedt in Hannover feierte bad Gedddinis ihres bor drei-
funbert Jabren bon Den Hildesheimer Jefuiten Jingerichteten Pfarrers
Sohanned Biffendorf am 8. September [1929] burd) einen evbangelifden Be-
fenmertag fiic Stadt und Land Hildedheim. Die Feier fand in Hefonders er-
ridgteten grofen Belten ftatt. — Die reformierte Gemeinde Radevormivald
im RPeinland gebentt bes Glaubenszeugen Abolf Sunbermann, ihres erften
Bfarrers, der, einundadjtzigidhria, auf BVeranlaffung der Jefuiten im Marsz
1628 in3 Gefangnis getvorfen fourde und darin nad) anderthalbjahriger Haft
am 2. Geptember 1629 ftarb. — Jm Rbeinland hielt man die Clarenbad-
Gedenffeier. Ubolf Clarenbad) murbe am 27. September 1529 zujammen
mit feinem Genojfenn Peter Fleifteden megen feines ebangelifdjen Befennt-
niffed in &oln auf bem Sdjeiterhaufen verbranmt.” Un den Handen Der
Papitficche flebt biel ebled bdeutfches Befennerblut. Unferm iweid) getvor-
penent Gefdhledht tut e3 fehr not, davan erinnert i fverder. K. T,
Started Wadidtum der Fatholifden Miffionen, Die ,Evangelijden
Miffionen”, zitiert in der ,U. €. L. K.“, beridhten iiber ein ftarfes Wadhstum
der fatholifgen Miffionen in ben lebten Jahrem. Wir lefen: ,Mit Madjt
hat die fatholifde Rirdhe in Weftafrifa im Togogebiet eingefest. Sie Hat ihre
Yrbeit Dort erft 1890 begonmen und zahlt jhon 40,000 Chriften, todhrend
die Norddeutihe Miffion, die feit 1847 dort tdtig ift, nur 28,000 getauft Hat.
Sfre Miffion hat fechgdundiiebzig Arbeiter, wdahrend bie RNorddeutie Miffion
.. nut gehn Arbeiter dort zahlt. Allein in Lomte {ind zehn Patresd und
elf ©deftern. Der eingeborne Prediger Baeta beridjtet, dap die Iatho=-
lijgen Wertftatten in Lome jeben Monat fo viel itberfduf abiverfen, dak
bafitr eine neue Station errichtet fwerden fann. Die apoftolijdhe Delegatur
in Peling Hat bon allen Vifariaten in China Statiftiten gefammelt, die
fi auf dagd Jahr 1927 erftreden. Die Gefamizahl aller Ratholifen in
China ift demnad) 2,427,881, Befehrt urden im Jahre 1927 51,350
Peiden. Die Vriefter dinefijder Nationalitdt zahlen jeht 1,248, Un aus-
landifcgen Prieftern, die {o ziemlich ausd allen [indern der Welt ftanumen,
arbeiten in China 1,887, alfo indgefamt 3,180 Priefter unter den 400 bis
450 Milliorten Chinefen.” Unsg lutherifdhen Chriften ift e3 toidhtia, zu wiffen,
b diefe Critarfung des Papjttums unter dem Jeicdjen ded gottlidgen Ge-
tid)t3 fteht. (Bgl. 2 Theff. 2, 8—12.) Nur {o foinnen wir {ie redht beurteilen.
I ML
itber die deutidje Miffion in den Paldftinaunruhen beridhtet ber Berliner
«Reidsbote” : ,Nady den Veridjten der beutfdhen Miffionsftationen in Pald-
ftina {ind bie beutffen Unftalten in Palaftina von den Unruben ziemlich
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unberiithrt geblieben. Bon bem Urbeitsfelde Ded Jerujalemsbereins, der feit
einer Neife bon Jahren in Jerufalem, Vethlehem und an andern Orten
eigenie Gcdjulen unterhdlt und Scdhwejteritationen eingerichtet Hat, beriditen
Miffionar Jentfd) und Dr. von OrBen, daf die Wrbeit ungehindert tweiter-
gebe; Tediglid) bie gemeinfamen Ubendveranftaltungen feien durd) die Ver-
jangung de3 Kriegdzuftanded befdrdnft. Dasfelbe gilt filr das befannte
Armenijdje Waifenhaus, das ebenfalld pom Jerujalemsverein unterhalten
wird. Die deutjdhen IMifjionare Hhalten fid) vbon jeder Cinmifdung in die
innerpolitifden Yuseinanbderfebungen des Lanbdes fern, fo daf ihre Stellung
bet Der einbeimifden Bevdlferung in feiner Weife beeintrddjtigt toird.”
8. B.

Dns Glend des jitbijden Sdeinftanted in Palidftina {Gildert ein Beridt
aud Jerufalent, den eine &t. Louifer Jeitung erhalten Hhat und berdffentlicht:
»Der jitdijde Nationalrat Hat, um eine Cntfpannung Herbeizufithren, bdie
Suben aufgefordert, den arabifchen Boyfott nid)t zu erfvidern; aber da bie
Araber 1hn gegen bie Juben iveiterfithren und driftlicge und mohammieda-
nifge Sunden mit Gewalt aus jitdifdhen Sejdhdften herausholen, beranlaffen
natiiclid) die jiidifden Gefdhaftslente und befonders die fleinen RKaufleute
und Handiverfer ifhre Frauen und Freunbde, nicht bei Wrabern zu Iaufen.
Bubem ift die Erbitterung bet den Juben ganz tief in die Maflen einge-
drungern und gerabe in den unteren Volfd{djidhten auferordentlich ftarf. €3
ferrfdht unter den Juben ein unbejdreiblided Mijtrauen gegen alle und
alle3: gegen Die Weriwaltung, gegen bdie Romboner Regierung, gegen die
Nraber, gegen Dem jitdifdjen Nationalrat, gegen bdie ziomiftifdge Erefutive
und jogar gegern Die auslandifdent Chriften, bon denen fich) allerdings einige
wdhrend der Unruben nicht bejondersd gefchicft aufgefithrt Haben. Jedes
Wort, dad bon irgendeiner offiziellen Stelle ausdgejprochen tird, fwird fofort
im ungiinjtigiten Sinne ald Taujdungdmandver oder politifdger Trid aus-
gelegt. . . . Die Qage Yat fidh jo zugefpibt, daf amtlide Erildrungen und
Berfpredjungen faum eine beruhigende Wirfung Haben, fondern efer ald BVer-
Hohnung empfunden werden und dadurd) nod) verbitternder fvirfen. Wenn
nidht ent{hiedene Maknahmen folgen, die gang einbdeutig befveifen, daf bie
Regierung ent{loffen ijt, ohne {idh) um Drohungen und Propagandamansber
su timumern, eine fefte politifche Rinie innezubalten, dann ift dbag Ende der
Gntwidlung nifht abzufefen.” Wie die Juden, al3 {ie nod) in dem bon Gott
ifjrien gugeiviefenen Lande fwohnten, nad) threm eigenen Programm Handel-
ter, fo tun died aud) die zioniftijhen Jubenm unjerer Beit. A3 die Juben
nod) in ihrem Rande wohnten, {ollten fie nad) Gotted Programm an den
ihnen berheiBenen und in der Fiille der Jeit er{djienenen Meffiasd glauben.
Gtatt deflen verivarfen {ie thren Meffiad und fwollten auf dem Wege bder
eigenen Werte felig twerden. Nadhdem fie nun ifhren Mejfiad vertworfen
Haben, geht Gotted Programm mit ifhnen dahin, daf fie unter die Vilfer
gerftreut fwerden, damit fie in Der Berftreuung durc) dben Dienft glaubiger
Chriften auf dem Wege der Nadjeiferung an den erjdhienenen Meffiasd glauben
Ternen und aljp felig werdben. Statt deffen ftreben bdie ziomiftijen Juden
(unter Buftimmung anderer Jubden, die feine Luit haben, nad) Paladftina aus-
aumanbdern) nad) einem mweltlichen Reid) in Valdftina. Armez Wolf! Nber
feiner von und Hat Urjade, fid) itber die nad) irdifden Dingen tradhtenden
Suden zu erfeben. Wenn Gotted Gnade fid) nicht iiber ung erbarmt YHitte,
{o foiirden toir aud) nad) unferm eigenen Programm Hanbeln. . B.






