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~ran geoffenliatt. 3. ~eine ~nrmaCf)t maCf)t un~ b"ie &,?etdiCf)feit au 
eigen. - ~ie &,?enfiCf)feit bes [~tiftenftanbes. 1. ~et [~tift ift 
im !Befi~ gottIiCf)et 5ffieisqeit. 2. @t beut±eirt aUes . 3. @r ift ein @;tbe 
bet &,?errfiCf)feit. (~ie 5ffieis~eit betgeqt niCf)t, f onbetn iqt ~Ian witb qin~ 
(lusgefiiqt±.) - IDCenfCf)engeift obet @ottesgeift, wem wollen wit foIgen? 
1. ~oIgen wit bern IDCenfCf)engeift, fo betgeqen wit. 2. iYoIgen wit bem 
®eifi @otte~, fo finb wit etuig felig. - ~ie &,?etrIiCf)feit bes &,?eifigen 
@eiftell. 1. ~eine ~etrIiCf)e ~etfon. ~et @ei]t @lottes, bon @lott aus~ 
geqenb, @ottes 5tiefen etfotfCf)enb, gIeiCf)et @lott mit matet unb ~o~n. 
2. ~ein ~etrIiCf)es 5ffied. Offenbarung bet betborgenen 5ffiegqeit 
®ottef!. ~nfPiration . @;rIeuCf)tung bell betfinftet±en metftanbes. met~ 
reiqung teCf)ten Ut±eHsbetmogens. @;wige ~eHgfeit. :it q. Q. 

Theological Observer. - SfitdJndJ".3titgefdJidJtIidJe~. 

1. 2lmtrika. 
IlludJ dne lBeiradJtung tilieT !lRaTliuTg. ~m "iJriebensboten" ber @;ban~ 

gelifdjen ~t)nobe ljat P. !ill. iJrenaen bon mew Vorf einen ~rtifeI beroffent~ 
riif)t unter llem Jritef ,,@ i nell @eiftes - anllern @eiftes". ~ls weitere 
ftberfdjrift ift angegeoen: "Eur @ellenffeier bell lmatourger mefigions~ 

gefpriidjs 1529-1929." @Il ift merfwiirbig, was biefem &,?errn fUt @e~ 
banfen gefommen finb, aIs er feinen @eijt nadj bern lmarourg bon 1529 
toanllern lieB. "lmandjetIei @aoen unb e in @eift" - an biefes ~poftel~ 
toort fniipft er 3uniidjft ben ~euf3er, @ott tuoITe "llie lmenfdjljeit bor ber 
~leidjmaef;erei, ller ~ef;aolone, bet nibeITietenben !illalae eines internationa~ 
len @inerlei oeroaljten, bas am Iiebften ein lmenfef;en~ (maffen~, @laubens~) 
Itbemplat aufef;neiben unb naef; biefem j8iIb bann aITes aufef;neiben rourbe". 
{fu freut fidj bann, baB (Djriftus "bas @eljeimnis unb bie Shaft fetnes @eifiell 
niif)t in einer glatt gepriigten [SNref;en~ 1 ~praef;e befef;loffen ljat" . ~ITet 

berftiinbigen @begefe &,?oljn bietenb, fUljrt er in biefem EUfammenljang ~aufi 
!mort an : "SDer j8udjftabe totet, aber ber @ei]t madjt lebenbig", 2 S\'or. 3, 6, 
Ivo boef;, roie ber S\'onte1,;t aeigt, ber ~poftel nidjt bon menfdjIidjer ~praef;e im 
&egenfa~ aum @eift rebet, fonbern born Unterfef;ieb aroifef;en @lefe~ unb 
<@;bangelium. !illorauf ber @5djreiOer ljinausroill, bas ift ber meblingsgrunb~ 
f~ aITer Unioniften, niimIidj baB aUf bie @inljeit in ber 2eljre nief;t fo bieI 
anrommt, folange nur aITe bon ein unb llemfeIben @eift erfiillt finb. SDaB 
ilutljer unb EroingIi fo ftanben, roie bie @efdjief;te eraiiljIt, mUB man iljnen 
bet3eiljen; fie roaren eben 3roei gana berfdjieben geartete ~erfonlidjfeiten . 
"Its roar ie unb llann nalje baran, aIs roollte unb follte ller e i n e reef;te 
-&eift lieibe beteinen. ~lier auf @runb ber in lieillen perfiinlidj begrenaten 
unb auseinanberftrebenben @inftellung - bogmatifef; roie poIitifef; - roar 
e?l unmogIief;. 2utljer falj ,einen anbern @eift', Ewingli 309 lierriiot bon 
bannen." Unb roelef;en praftifef;en ~ef;IUB ilieljt unfer @5ef;reiber baraus? 
,,:nie lffi aqrljeit unb meinljett ber 2et)re a(s boUfommene unb unfeljIbare 
~nragrapljenroeisljeit fUr aile unb ieben iilietfdjreitet bas @roBenmaB itgenb. 
tineil ~ljeo(ogen ober S\'irdjenfUrften. @s roiberftreitet ber ,iJiille bes meidj~ 
tums !letbe ber !illeisljeit unb ber @rfenntnis @ottes'." - ~o foil ell uns 
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arfo fteifteljen, mit @ottes lffiort au fdjaHen unb au tuarten, tnie tutr tuoIIen? 
Unb toenn ein Eeljrer gOttridje illialjrljeit tiber morb tuirft, 10 foIIen bie anbern 
baau ftiIIf djtueigen unb fpredjen: @;s ift bas $treiben bes @eifte§? illiddje 
I21:ngf± man bodj ljat bor bem SDringen aUf ~eftljaIten an bem mibeItuort, 
gerube ag ob bann eine nibeIIierenbe illialae tiber uM ljingerorrt toiirbe unb 
®flabenbanbe fidj um unfere @Iieber Iegten, tuiiljrenb es bodj fertge, ljerrIidje 
~reiljeit ift, ben l21:u§fprtidjen bes ljimmIifdjen ~ater§ folgen au btirfen. 
I21:IIerbing§, bas ift toaljr: "SDie illialjd)eit unb meinljeit ber Qeljre iiber. 
fdjreitet bas @riitenmat irgenbeines $tljeologen ober Shrdjenfiirften." &;;liet 
berfagt IDCenfdjentueisljeit. SDiefe ®tUcre finb eine @abe @otte£l, bie er benen 
berIeiljt, bie iljn inbrtinftig barum anrufen unb fidj bemiitig unter fein 
illior± beugen. 121:. 

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 Ohicago 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. Ootterman (Ohio); Karl 
Ermisch (Iowa). Beneath the signatures of these men the sta tement 
is added: "For his kind help in the preparation of this translation, 
P rof. W. H. T. Dau deserves honorable mention." The whole docu
ment is signed by A. O. Haase, secretary. Ooncerning the translation, 
Prof. J. Meyer writes in the Theologische Quartalschrift : "Anyone 
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 fiuent, 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 Ohurch three overtures will be voted on this year by the 
various presbyteries which have to do with the status of women in 
the Ohurch. 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 t o election and 
ordination as ruling elders? and, Shall they be eligible to ele.ction 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 Oonference of the 
U. L. O. admitted women as official delegates. The writer (v. B.) 
says: a Bei der Sitzung der New Yorker K onferenz meldete sich einer 



Theological Observer. - Sthci)1ici)'Sdtgefdyidytlidyes. 65 

unserer Pastoren zu Wort und fragte an, ob es statthaft sei, weibliche 
Delegaten B'inzutragen als Konferenzteilnehrner. Da lcein Widerspruch 
eriolgte, wurden dieselben zugelassen. Es ist das unsers Wissens das 
erste Mal, dass in unserer Gegend weibliche Vertreter offiziell teilge
nomrnen haben an einer unserer Distrilctslconferenzen. In ver
schiedenen K i1'chenraeten unserer New Y O1·lcer Gerneinden gibt es 
Frauen, die Sitz und Stimrne teilen mit den lJlaennern. Wir sind es 
heute so gewohnt, Frauen auf allen Gebieten taetig zu finden, dass 
auch diese N euemng nicht rnehr auffaeUt." This news is distressing. 
It is a sad state of affairs when Lutheran congregations elect women 
to serve as members on their church council, in which position they 
afe 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 Oor. 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 . O. will not permit the 
unscriptural practise to spread, but will call a halt and correct the 
evil where it has emerged. A . 

Papal Triumphs. - As P rofessor Graebner in his recent hook 
The Pope and T emporal P OWWI' so ably shows, the real spoils of the 
World War were captured by P ope Pius XI. Oommenting on the 
Pope's masterly diplomacy in settling the Vatican question, Oardinal 
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 XI, 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 Oatholic hearts were filled with 
joy and our souls profoundly touched with indescribable emotion 
when we realized that the serene, 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 Ohrist Him
self in the Holy Eucharist. VeTmed, surely, was the ancient truth : 
'Where Peter is, there is the Ohurch; where the Ohurch is, there 
is Ohrist.' 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 Ozechoslovakia and the Oatholic 
Church. The rift occurred in 1925, when the Ozechs celebrated as 
a national holiday the anniversary of the martyrdom suffered by John 
Russ five centuries ago. Resenting this celebration, the Pope with
drew the papal nuncio from P rague as a token of his utter displeasure. 
This act deeply hurt the feelings of the Ozechs, who revere Huss as 
a national hero. To heal the breach, the Pope, during the last week 
in September, bestowed on President Masaryk of Ozechoslovakia the 
Grand Oross of the Order of the Sacred Tomb, which hitherto had 

5 
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been given only to Oatholic sovereigns. The reconciliation was made 
in the midst of the celebration of the one-thousandth anniversary of 
St. Wenceslaus, patron of Ozechoslovakia. On the following day the 
restored Ohurch of St. Vitus was opened to the rejoicing multitudes. 
This church was supposedly begun by St. Wenceslaus, and there his 
body was brought a few years after he was murdered by his brother, 
Boleslav the Oruel. 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.387. ) In the second 
place, the entire dogma of the Mass ("Forasmuch as in this divine 
sacrifice which is celebrated in the Mass that same Ohrist 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," Tridentinum, Sess.XXII, chap.II ; 
on the ex opere operato see Sess. VII, Oanon VIII) has for its source 
the source of all heathen religions, rites, and opinions, viz., 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." (Smale. 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 numerous 
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 Oatholics 
(Pray the Mass, by Rev. J. E. Moffatt, S. J., 1927) thus arouses their 
devotion : "That the Sacrifice of the Mass and the Sacrifice of the 
Oross are identical we believe with unquestioning faith. That the 
same Divine Victim immolated on the cross of Oalvary 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 Bun 
even unto its setting, perpetuated in the Oatholic 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 Oalvary. . .. The most solemn part of the Mass is 
drawing near. Soon will the Divine Victim come down upon the 
altar. . .. We . . . offer up to Thy most excellent majesty a Victim 
which is pure, a Victim which is holy, a Victim which is stainless." 
And when the devout Oatholic, not quite sure of what is really meant, 
seeks further information, the priest may read to him Oardinal 
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 Oalvary, having the same H igh 
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Priest and Victim - Jesus Ohrist. . .. Let us represent to ourselves 
the Mass as another Oalvary, 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 F aith of Our 
Fathers, chap. XXIII. ) I s, then, the priest actually putting Ohrist 
to death? Is Ohrist again suiIering the torture of the cross? 
VI. Faerber tells the wondering Oatholic, in his Oatechism and Oom
mentary: "Holy Mass is therefore not only a memorial of what once 
took place, but that which once occurred on Mount Oalvary occurs 
again in every holy Mass. The sacrince of the cross is there renewed 
and repeated. Would you not wish that you might h ave 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 sacrince of Ohrist, present as Jesus sacrinces 
Himself for us." The priest may say something about the distinction 
between real and "mystic" shedding of blood, but the simple Oatholic 
will believe that "the blood of J eeus is shed daily upon our altars" and 
that Ohrist daily endures pain in expiation of our sins. (Op. Klotsche, 
Ohr. Symbolics, p.107 ; Proceedings of Southern Ill. Dist., 1915, p.29.) 
The imaginations aroused in the mind of the devout Oatholic by the 
language used by Gibbons while the peeping and muttering priest ~s 
performing the myst ic rite are on a par with what the frenzied pa',
ticipants in the old heathen taurobolium f elt as the blood of the 
sacrificed beast poured down upon their hands and faces. The 
Catholic teachers indeed are not agreed on this point . "As we £.nd 
on Calvary and in the Mass the same identical Victim and the same 
principal OiIerer, Jesus Ohrist, the two sacrinces are essentially the 
same. The two sacrifices only diiIer in non-essentials, because only 
the manner of oiIering is different. The former was offered with real 
Buffering, real shedding of blood, and real death of the Victim; the 
latter, with only a mystical suffering, a mystical shedding of blood, 
and a mystical death of the same Victim." Thus Dr. di Bruno in 
Oatholic 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 Den ominations. - Under this heading the Watchman
Examiner (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 Ohristians 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 
compromising. We confess that we cannot see the practical value of 
bringing great denominations together into one organization. As 
a matter of fact, both the Northern Baptist Oonvention and the 
Southern Baptist Oonvention are already too large for effective work 
and certainly too large for effective meetings. Noone 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 IJhurch 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 RegistM' 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
Examiner is r ight 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 t ruth is frankly stated. J . T. M. 

A New Sunday-School Bible. - The Associated Press recently 
reported the publication of a new Stmday-schooZ BibZe under the 
auspices of the N ational 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" (Time 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 (Time 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 01' youth learn them?" However, we hold that this question 
does not give anyone 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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but also mercifully points out the way of salvation from sin. To 
blur 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 
Great 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
Examiner. 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: 
"I 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. F osdick 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 Ohicago, wrote recently : 
"In what sense it [i. e., the Divine Being] may be caUed personal is 
a matter for further consideration. With me," so the author says, 
"it 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 ]}1 orals, 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 cannot 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 Ohristian 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. H omberger, 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. H er thesis, set forth in a communica
tion to the Academie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres, is that the 
African languages are derived from the ancient Egyptian. M. Meillet, 
a high authority in this field, has declared himself in f avor of the 
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theory, and his comments on the view are summed up by the French 
periodical Le T emps as follows : "He believes that :Mlle. Hornberger 
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. 

II. .1lu5itmtl. 
)Betfammlung bet lutijet'ifa,en 5teifita,e in 5inn(anb. ,,6Cfjr ift unb 

Q3efenntni§:" beriCfjtet ljieriiber, toie foIgt: ,, ~m 7. ;Sufi [1929] fanb in ,£,laljfi 
Me erfte orbentriCfje 6~nobaIberfammIung unferer @Iauben$oriiber ftatt. 
)Die <Z!roffnung$vrebigt ljieH P. miiino ;So 6aIonen iiber 2 stirn. 1, 13. 14. <Z!t 
ftellte bie i)'rage aUf : ,!!Barum mUff en Me @Iieber einer CfjriftTiCfjen m rclje 
±teu unb ftanbljaft bei bel' reCfjten, gefunben ,£,leljre bIeiben?' )Die ~nttoort 
Iautete: ,1. )De$ljalb, toeU toil' nUl' bann im @Iawen oIeioen unb in bet 
@;denn±ni§: bel' !!Baljr ljeit toaCfjfen fonnen.' )!)ie gefunbe ,£,leljre be$ !!Bodes 
@ottes ljaIt uns burclj bas @efelJ in fortgefe~ter @;rfenntnis unferer ®iinben 
unb burclj ba$ @;bangeIium in fortgefelJter unb ftet$ erneuter @;denntnis ber 
@nabe. ,2. )!)e$toegen, toei! toil: nur bann ~ljrifti @emcinbe aUf @;rhen 
bauen fonnen.' ~uCfj bie ~pofteI arbeiteten unb Ieljrten aUein gemall ber 
recljten, gefunben ,£,lelj re. linfere @emeinben toaren fiCfjerIiCfj grOBer, toenn 
in unferer IDlUte toenigften$ e i n e IDlenfCfjenIeljre erIauOt toiire. ~ver bas 
fOnnen toir nicljt tun, ba toir vei bel' gefunben Eeljre bIeivcn miiffen. ()o. 
gIciCfj fO bie recljte Eeljre i)'aIfCfje$ bom ffi:eCfjten ±tennt, fo oerrciBt fie bod) 
niCfjt ben @Iauben, noclj oerteiIt fie bie @;inigfeit be$ @eifte$, fonbern erdeugt 
reCfjten @fauben unb erljaH iljn. linb baburCfj fonnen toir mancljem oum 
6egen fein a[$ 6aIa bel' @;rbe unb EiCfjt ber !!BeIt. - )Die @efCfjiifte ber 
6t;nobe beftanben in Q3ericljten be$ morfilJenben be$ 6l)nobaIborftanbe$, bes 
~affierer$ unb be$ beranttoortriCfjen S)erau$gever$ ber ftrcljHCfjen Q3ri:itter 
iiver bie fircljIiCfje ,£,lage unb iljre amtriclje stiitigfeit, bie burcljau$ bie Q3iUi. 
gung bel' 6~nobe fanben. ~Ue bi$ljer fCfjon tatigen 513erfonen tourben toieber. 
getoiiljrt. .Bum 513rogramm bel' 6~nobe geljorte noCfj ein Eeljrbor±tag bon P. ~. 
)BaIbe tiver bie ffi:eCfjijertigung$Ieljre a[$ S)auptpunft bel' CfjriftIiCfjen ,£,leljre. 
@;$ tourbe barin aU$fiiljrIiCfj geaeigt, toie bie recljte ,£,leljre bon ber ffi:ecljt. 
fertigung be$ fiinbigen IDlenfCfjen bor @ott burCfj ~ljriftum bel' IDlittelpunft 
bel' ganaen Cfjr iftIiCfjen ,£,leljre ift, fo ball aUe ,£,leljrpunfte enttoeber bortljin 
aieIen ober bon bort aU$geljen. linb toieberum: toenn biefe ,£,leljre falfclj ift, 
ift auCfj aUe anbere ,£,leljre faIfclj. linb toeiter: ~nbere foIgeriCfjtig geleljrte 
falfclje ,£,leljrpunfte berberlien auclj bie ffi:eCfjtfertigungsIeljre. - @;ingegangen 
toaren stoei Q3egriiBung$fCfjreiven, ein$ aU$ S)amvurg bon 513riife$ 5tlj. 9CicfeI, 
ba$ anbere aU$ ~ren$vurg aUf bel' ;snfcI ,bfeI (@;ftIanb) bon P. w.. Q3iiuerle 
(ber ie~t auCfj ein bierteljaljrIiCfje$ Q3Iatt ljerausgivt unter bern )titer ,Euter. 
fane'). .Bule~t fanh ein @emeinbeavenb ber @emeinbe Ealjti ftatt mit mw 
±tag be$ P. ~. !!BegeIiu$ iiver aU$toartige @Iauven$genoffen. )!)ie nacljfte 
;saljre$berfammlung finbet in sturm (~bo) ftatt. i)'tir bie offentriCfje 6 teUung 
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unferer ®laulien~lirliber ift e~ ein etfteuIidjer ~odfdjritt, baf3 infolge i~rer 
!Bemii~ungen nunme~r ber finnlfdje c;taagrat am 22. ~uguft liefdjloffen ~at, 
fie, bie ~irdjengemeinfdjaft aIs ®an3e~ unb alle baou ge~iirigen ®emeinben, 
in l:Ia~ megifter ber mengion~gemeinfdjaften einttagen AU laffen. ,@5idjerIidj', 
qeif3t es 1m ,2utedlainen', ,ift in unfern @emeinben bie ~nbe bon ber mer~ 
roirffidjung bet fdjon lange in ~ngriff genommenen megifttiemng unfezer 
®emeinben unb ~itdjengemeinf djaft mit ~teuben entgegengenommen toorben.' 
~udj toir tteuen un~ mit uub toiinfdjen unfem 18riibem bon .\,)er3en einen 
@5ieg nadj bem anbern unb reidjen @5egen filr i~te ~rlieit burdj ®otte~ ®nabe 
in 0:~rifto." ~. ~. 

~il(mgelifdJe melenner. "SD. €i. SD." teHt bie tolgenben ®ebiidjtni~feiern 
el1angefifdjer 18efenner in SDeutfdjlanb in letter 2eit mit: "SDie ®emeinbe 
®iibringen liei @5arftebt in .\,)annober feiede bas ®ebiidjtni~ i~te~ bor btei~ 
qunbed ,;sa~ren bon ben .\,)iIbe~ljeimer ,;sefuiten ljingeridjteten ~farrer~ 
~oljanne~ 18iffenborf am 8. @5eptemlier [1929] burdj einen ebangeIifdjen 18e~ 
fennedag flir @5iabi unb 2anb .\,)iIbe~ljeim . SDie ~eier fanb In liefonbers er~ 
ridjieien gro'Ben 2 erten ftatt . - SDie reformiede ®emeinbe mabebormtoalb 
1m mljeinlanb gebenH bes ®Iauliens3eugen ~bolt @5unbermann, iljres erften 
~farrer~, ber, einunbadjti3igjiiljtig, aUf meranlaffung ber ,;sefuiten im Wliiro 
1628 ins ®efiingnis getoorfen tourbe unb barin nadj anbedljaUijiiljriget .\,)aft 
am 2. @5eptemlier 1629 ftarli. - ,;sm m~einlanb ljieIt man bie 0:Iarenliadj ~ 

®ebenffeiet. ~bolf 0:latenliadj tourbe am 27. @5eptemlier 1529 ilufammen 
mit feinem ®enoffen ~eter ~Ieif±eben toegen feines ebangeIifdjen 18efennt~ 
nilles in ~jjln auf i:lem @5djeiterljaufen berlirannt. " ~n ben .\,)iinben ber 
~aWfitdje fIelit bier eble~ belltfdje~ 18efennerlilut. Unferm toeidj getoor. 
bencn ®efdjledjt tut es feljr not, baran erinner± all toeri:len. ,;so St. Wl. 

Stade!\! !fiadJ/Hum ber fatljoHfdJen IllHffionen. SDie ,,@jbangeIifdjen 
lDliffionen" , i3itied in i:ler ,,~ . €i. E. ~.", lieridjten lilier ein ftatfe~ !illadjstum 
ber failjofifdjen Wliffionen in i:len {etten ,;saljren. !illir Iefen: "WlU Wladjt 
Iiat bie fatljofifdje ~irdje in !illeftafrUa im Stogogeliiet eingefett. @5ie ljat iljre 
~rlieit bod erft 1890 liegonnen unb aiiljrt fdjon 40,000 0:ljriften, toiiljrenb 
bie inorbbeutfdje Wliffion, bie fett 1847 bod tiitig ift, nur 28,000 getauft ljat. 
~ljre Wliffion ljat fedjsunbfieliaig ~rlietter, toiiljrenb bie 9lorbbeutfdje Wliffion 
. . . nur aeljn ~rlieiter bort aiiljIt. ~llein in 20me fmb creljn ~atres unb 
elf @5djtoeftern. SDer eingeliorne ~rebiger !Baeta lieridjtet, ba'B bie fatljo~ 
Iifdjen !illerfftiitten in 20me jeben Wlonat fo bieI ftlierfdju'B alitoerfen, baf3 
bafiir eine neue @5tation erddjtet toerben fann. SDie apoftoIifdje SDeIegatur 
in ~efing ljat bon allen ~ifariaten in 0:ljina @5tatiftifen gefammert, bie 
fidj aUf bas ,;saljr 1927 erftreden. SDie ®efamtaaljl aller ~atljomen in 
~ina ift bemnadj 2,427,331. !Befeljd tourben im ,;saljre 1927 51,350 
.\>eiben. SDie ~riefter djinefifdjer inationaIitiit Diiljlen jett 1,243. ~n aus~ 
liinbifdjen ~rieftern, bie fo i3iemfidj aus allen 2iinbern bet llBeIt ftammen, 
arlieiten in 0:ljina 1.887, alfo in~gefamt 3,130 ~riefter unter ben 400 liis 
450 Wlillionen 0:ljinefen." Un~ lutljerifdjen 0:ljriften ift es toidjtig, DU toiffen, 
baf3 biefe ~rftarfung bes ~apfttums unier bem 2eidjen be~ gOttIidjen ®e~ 
tidJiS fteljt. (58gL 2 :;rJjeff. 2, 8-12.) inur fo fonnen toir fie redj± lieurtelIen. 

,;so 5t. Wl. 
ftliet bie beutfdJe WHfjion in ben jJ3aliiftinaunruljen lieridj±et ber merIiner 

"ffieidjsliote" : "inadj ben 18eridjten ber beutfdjen IDUffionsftationen in ~aIii~ 
funa finb bie beutfdjen ~nftaIten in ~aIiiftina bon ben Unru~en aiemIidj 
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unberiiqrt gebIieben. j80n bem 2l:rbeit~feIbe be~ ~erufalem~berein~, ber fett 
dner 9ieiqe bon ~aqren in ~erufalem, 5Eetqleqem unb an anbern ()rten 
eigene 6djulen unterqiirt unb 6djtoeftetftationen eingeridjtet ljat, beridjten 
IDCiHionar ~entfdj unb Dr. bon ,or~en, baB Die 2l:rbeit ungeqinbert toeiter~ 
geqe ; lebigIidj bie gemeinfamen 2l:benbberanfialtungen feien burdj bie j8er. 
qiingung bes Sh:ieg~3uftanbes liefdjriinft. ~a~feIbe gilt fUr ba~ liefannte 
2l:rmenifdje lffiaifenljau~, bas elienfail§ bom ~erufalem~berein unterqar±en 
mirb. ~ie beutfdjen IDHHionare qaUen fidj bon ieber @;inmifdjung in bie 
innerj:JOHtifdjen 2l:u~einanberfe~ungen be~ Eanbes fern, fO baB iqre 6teilung 
bei ber einqeimifdjen 5EeboIferung in feiner lffieife beeintriidj±igt toirb." 

iY. ~. 
;!lnB G;lenb beB jiibifdjen 5djeinftnnteB in jJ!nliiftinn fdjUbert ein 5Eeridj± 

au~ ;,serufalem, ben eine 6t. Bouifer ~3eitung erqarten qat unb beroffentridjt: 
,,~er iiibifdje 9Cationahat qat, um eine @;ntf+,annung qerbeiilufUljren, bie 
;,suben aufgeforbert, ben arabifdjen 5EoDfoti nidjt ilU ertoibern; aber ba bie 
2l:raber iljn gegen bie ;,suben meiterfiiI)ren unb djriftlidje unb moqammeba~ 
nifdje 5runben mit @emart aus iiibifdjen @efdjiiften ljerausqolen, beranlaffen 
natiirlidj bie iiibifdjen @efdjiiftsleute unb befonber~ bie Heinen 5raufleute 
unb S)anbmerfer iI)re iYrauen unb iYreunbe, nidjt bei 2l:rabern ilU laufen . 
.Bubem ift bie @;rbitierung bei ben ;,sub en ganil tief in bie IDCaffen einge~ 
brungen unb gerabe in ben unteren 580Ifsfdjidjten aUBerorbentridj ftad. @;s 
ljerrfdj± unter ben ~uben ein unoefdjreibIidjes llRiBtrauen gegen aile uno 
ailes : gegen bie j8ermaltung, gegen bie Bonbonet 9iegierung, gegen bie 
2l:raoer, gegen ben jiibif djen 9Cationalrat, gegen bie 3ioniftif dje @;Frutibe 
unb fogar gegen bie au~riinbildjen 0:q:t:iften, bon benen fidj aUerbings einige 
miiljrenb ber Unruljen nidj± befonber~ gefdjicH aUfgefiiljrt ljaben. ;,sebe§ 
lffiort, bas bon irgenbeiner offiilieilen 6teile ausgef+'todjen mirb, lDirb fofort 
im ungiinftigften 6inne als :itiiufdjungsmanober ober +,olitifdjer :itricf au~
gelegt. . .. ~ie Bage ljat fidj fo ilugef+,~t, baB am±ridje @;dIiirungen UnD 
j8erfVredjungen Iaum eine beruljigenbe lffiirrung lJaben, fonbern elJer al5 j8er
lJolJnung em+,funben merben unb baburdj nodj berbitternber mitfen. lffienn 
nidjt entfdjiebene IDCaBnaqmen folgen, bie 9anil einbeutig oetoeifen, baB bie 
9iegierung entfdjloffen ift, olJne fidj um ~rolJungen unb ~rovaganbamanober 
ilU rummern, eine fefie voIitifdje Einie inneilulJarten, bann ift bas @;nbe ber 
@;ntmicflung nidjt abilufeljen. " lffiie bie .;sub en, als fie nodj in bem bon @oti 
ilJnen ilugetoiefenen Banbe toolJnten, nadj ilJrem eigenen ~rogramm lJanbel
ten, fo tun bie~ audj bie ilioniftifdjen .;suben unferer .Beit. 2l:Hl bie .;suben 
nodj in iljrem Banbe lDoqnten, forrten fie nadj @oties ~rogramm an ben 
ilJnen berlJeiBenen unb in ber iYiiile ber .Beit erfdjienenen uneHia~ glauben. 
6tati beffen berlDarfen fie ilJren IDCeHias unb lDoilten auf bem lffiege ber 
eigenen lffiede feIig lDerben. 9Cadjbem fie nun ilJren IDCeffias berlDorfen 
Ijaoen, gelJt @otie~ ~rogramm mit iIjnen baIjin, baB fie unter bie j80Uer 
iletftreut lDerben, bamit fie in ber .Berftreuung burdj ben ~ienft gIiiubiger 
0:Ijrifien auf bem lffiege ber 9Cadjeiferung an ben erf djienenen IDCeHias glauben 
Iernen unb alfo feIig merben. 6 tati beffen ftreben bie 3wniftifdjen .;suben 
(unter .Buftimmung anberer .;suben, bie feine Buft ljaben, nadj ~aliiftina aus-
3umanbern) nadj einem toertlidjen 9ieidj in ~aIiiftina . Wrmes j80Ifl Wber 
feiner bon uns ljat Urfadje, fidj iiber bie nadj itbifdjen ~ingen tradjtenben 
;,suben ilU erIjeben. lffienn @oites @nabe fidj nidjt iiber un~ erbarmt qiiite, 
fo lDiirben lDir audj nadj unferm eigenen ~rogramm ljanbeIn. iY. ~. 




