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ftebt bor bir. I Bin ed, und idh tann meine Sraft zu irgendeiner Jeit
betdtigen. Bgl. Joh. 5, 25. Weld inbaliveidge Verheifung, jondexrlid
fiix bie itber fazarus’ Tod betriibte Schiwefter! Dann folgt die pritfende,
pad {nnerfte dburdforigende Frage: ,Elaubft dbu dasz?” Berheijung
ie Frage Glauben fordernd, Glauben Yodend, Glauben ermedend.
Durd BVerheihung wie Frage offenbart JEfus, dak er in Wahrheit ift
Auferftehung und Leben. Und Martha? Sie glaubt, aud) fwenn fie
nod nihts fieht. Pepisteuka, i) ftehe im Glauben, will aud nidt
mwanfen, bas ol mein Glaube fein und bleiben, dbak dbu bift ujiv. Sddner
Batte fie ihr tiefed BVerftindnid der Worte JE{u nidt auadriiden fnnen.
St ex Gotted Sofn, dann ift ¥hm nihtsd unmbglidh, dann mup er Leben
und Auferftehung fein. Ift er auf die Erde gefommen, dbann gilt all fein
Werf und Tun ben Rindbern bdiefer Erde, dann Hhat aud) fie teil baran.

Halten aud) wir und an die Herrtliden WVerheijungen, die in fo
grober Fiille im Wort der Shrift uns gegeben find! Seien fwir geivify:
2 for. 1,201 (Ried 241.) T.L

I
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I. Amerika.

Aud der Synode. Was im Nalender unferer {itbameritanijden
Synodalgenofien gu finden ift, dariiber beridhtet €. . W. tm ,Kirdpenblatt”
vont Porto Alegre: ,Diefer feinem Jnfalte nad) in Siibamerifa eingig
dajtefende RKalender ift in feinem fediften Jabrgang erfdjienen, Wie all-
jhclid, Jo finbef fi) aud) diedmal wieder nur wirklid) guter, einwand-
freter, belehrender und erboulidger Lefeftoff darin. Gr fann dedhald nidht
warm genug empfohlen werden und follte getwiy in feinem Iutherifden
Hauje fehlen, Auper einem Artifel iiber die Augsburgijde Sonfeffion und
gwet Gemeindegefdhidhten, einer aus Brajilien und einer aud Vrgentinien,
enthdlt er eine Ungafl leiner Gefdhiditen und Erzibhlungen. Wir foollen
mur ,€ine anjicengende Wodje', ,Etwas bom Vater Goivert' und ,Sdhallic
Herausgreifen. Unter ,Rundidhou’ werden dem Refer die ividhtigiten Be-
gebenfeiten Ded bergangenen (Jabhred in ber Welt im R[idte des Worted
Gotted Purg bor AYugen gefilhrt. ,Landwirtidaftlides’ twird bejonderd auf
bem Lande mit Jntereffe gelefen werben. HuBerdem findet der Lefer bdie
Adreffen unferer Pajtoren und Lehrer fomwie unferer Gemeinden, Prebdigt-
und Miffiondplabe verzeidnet. Durd) die groBe Angahl bon Angeigen
hat ber Ralender eine erheblihe BVergriperung erfafiren. AUesd in allem:
ber Ralender ijt e3 wohl ivert, daB er gefauft und aud) gelefen ivird.
Seiner verfdume e3 dabexr, ihn bei feinem Pafjtor zu beftellen.” Der BVerlag
in Porto Alegre filgt aber die Nadridht Hingu: ,Sdhon volftindig aus-
perfauft.” K. B.

itber Quthers ,Grobheit” lafen wir im ,Luiberijfien Herold”: ,E3
gibf immer nod) Leute, die und Luiberanern die ,Srobheit’ Luiherd vor-
mwerfen und fid) ihred Helden als einesd viel feineren Gefellen rithmen.
Des migen fie fid) briiften; aber da3 mdgen fie fich merfen, dak der ,grobe
Quther aller Sdhalfheit feind war und bom Polititug aud fein Harlein
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an {id) Datte. Hdren twir dod), was dexr janfte Magifter Philipp Melandhthon
itber diefe ,&robheit’ u jagen Hat: ,E3 Haben etlide, jonjt guibherzige Leute
geflagt, baf Quiher Heftiger getvefen, al3 {id’'s gebithrt. [ will hier feinen
Teil beilegen, fonbern antivorten, was Crasgmud oft gefagt Hai: Goit Hat
diefer lepten Beit, wo grofe SNranfheit iberhand genommen, aud einen
jdarfen Urzt gegeben. Yud) leugne id) felbft nidt, dap fold) Heftige Neigung
sutveilen fimbdige; denn ed ift niemand in diefer {Hwaden Natur ohne alle
Gebreden. Dod) wenn inded jemand o ift, twie die Alten bon PHerfules
und Cimon gefagt Haben: €r ift sivar nidht immer Hoflid, fonft aber gut
und aufridtia, jo ift er ein Biedermann und billig zu loben, und two jfemand
in der Rirde, twie Paulug fpridht, ritterlid ftreitet und den Glauben und
guted Getviffen bebdlt, fo ift er Goit gefdllig und aud) bon ung in Ehren
3u falten. Wir wiffen, ein jolder war Luther. Denn er YHat Dbeftdndig die
reine RQefhre berfodten und fein Getviffen unbefledtt erhalten. Aud muhp
ein feber, der ifm redt erfemnt, bezeugen, dah er ein fefhr giitiger Mann
getvefen und unter feinen Freunden fid) immerdar liebreid) erzeiget, nie
aber eigenfinnig und zdnfid. Und e3 twar dod) dabei ein Ernft in feinem
BWefen, ald einem folden Manne gebithret. Kurz, e3.war in ihm ein Hers
ofne Fali® und ein freundlidder Pund.‘” Einige Monate vorher lafen
wir in einem anbdern amerifanifd-Tutherijen RKirdenblatt ein anders ge-
arteted Urteil iiber Quiherd Grobfeit. Da fourbe Luiber zivar aud) ent-
fdulbigt, aber vornehmlid) durd den itbliden Hintveid darauf, daf zu jener
Beit Grobheit allgemeiner Ujus war. Jugleid) twourde aber in diefem Blatt
auf Suthers Sdrift ,Wider bad Papittum zu Rom, vom FTeufel geftiftet”
(1545) Hingedeutet in dem Sinne, dafy bejonders in diefer Sdhrift ein Bei-
ipiel pon anftohiger ®robfeit vorliege. ©o Haben fdon viele gedadit.
Suther jelber ift fich betwupt und jpridht e3 aud aus, daf er in diefer SHrift
befonbers grob jei. &r fdreibt (St. & XVII, 1087): ,.%d, mein lieber
Bruder in Chrijto, Habt mir's ja zugut, two id) Hier ober anberdivo fo grob
rebe bon dem leidigen, verflucbten, umgefeuren Monjtro zu Rom. Wer
meine Gebanfen iveif, der muf fagen, dbaf i ifm biel, viel, viel zu wenig
fue und mit feinen Worten nod) Gedanfen erlangen fann bdie {dHandlide,
berziveifelte Léjterung, die er treibt mit dem Wort und Namen Chrifti,
unferd lieben HCrrn und Heilands, ladht banad) in die Faujt, ald Habe er
Des Macven CBrifti und feiner Chriften, die ihm jolge Gloffen glauben,
fein gefpottet, und dod) grohe Pompa vorgibt, als fei er Ehrifti BVicariusd
und wolle alle Welt jelig maden mit feiner Deiligleit.” Mit diefer Sdrift
Gat e8 eine befonbdere Bewandinis. Sie ift veranlaht durd zivei itberaus
unberfdimte Sdhreiben ded Papited Paul IIL. an den Kaifer Karl V., teil
diefer fidh anmahe, in Glaubensiaden anders zu urteilen ald der Papit.
Diefes BVerbredjen Hatte Der RKaifer namentlid) dadurd) begangen, bdah er
im Reidhdtagdabidhied bon Speier (1544) den Proteftanten ein freies deutides
Qongil zugeftond. Der Papit fordert, daf bder RKaifer alled mwiberrufe.
Wenn das nidht gefdehe, {0 werde er, der Papit, Hartere Mafregeln gegen
den RKaifer ergreifen. Selbft Iatholifdhe Fitrften iwimfdten, dap Luiher
gegen Diefe papftlichen Unveriddmtheiten die Feber ergreife. Ded Raiferd
Bruder, Konig Ferdinand, urteilte: ,Wenn die bofen Worte herausd mwdren,
jo Bitte ber Qutber nidyt iibel gejdrieben.” Wad dem Lejer, ber die Sad-
lage nid)t ndber fennt und itberdentt, anjtipig erfdeint, ift dle Tatiade,
dag- Quiher zur Sdjilderung der Greuel bed Papfitums gleidmisiveife von
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Rirperteilen und deren Funtionen redet, iiber die man in der Regel {Hiveigt.
Naddem L[uther daran erinnert Yat, dah der Papit von feinen eigenen
Theologen und Juriften gericdhtet und geftraft wicd, fahrt ex fort: ,Jdh ridte
und ftrafe ihn [den Papft] traun aud) nidht, ohune dag iH fage, er fei vom
Teufel Hintenaus geboren, voller Teufel, Litgen, Gottesdldjterung” ufiv.,
und nun folgt eine lingere Yufzahlung greuliher Dinge, die der Papit aud
feinem eigenen Jnmnern Heraus in die Welt gefeht Hat. Wber man fei aud
in begug auf diefen Punft mit feinem Urteil itber Quiherd GrobPeit vor-
fidhtig, teil der Heilige Geift, der dodh einen fo ,reinen Phamd und Feber
hat toie irgendein Menjd*, in der Heiligen SHrift wahrlid nidht felten
#fambare Dinge” berithrt, PHiL. 8, 8; Matth. 15, 17; Mark. 7, 19; Hefel.
16, 15 ff.; Offenb. 17, 1 ff. & 8.
What about the Doctrine of Inspiration? — Kirchliche Zeit-
schrift, November, 1929, publishes a review of Dr. John A. W. Haas’s
book What Ought I to Believe? stating that “it is a book written by
a mature scholar and a Christian of much experience, and it will
appeal to thinking Lutherans who are troubled by the conflicting
voices of the leaders of thought in our age.,” On the conflict regard-
ing evolution the reviewer states: “Haas solves the problem, creation
or evolution, by accepting creation through evolution (V).” The
troubled Lutheran would certainly care to know where the reviewer
stands on this matter. And as to the conflict regarding inspiration
the review summarizes chapter II thus: “We accept authority in
religion, not because of any church decree concerning infallibility,
but because we sense and feel the claim of divine truth through the
convictions it has wrought in us.” We have a right to know whether
the reviewer agrees with this statement, particularly whether he agrees
with it as elucidated in the book. We know what Dr, Haas thinks of
the infallibility and inspiration of the Bible. The book declares:
“The early position of Protestant doctrine put an infallible Bible over
against an infallible organization. It is supposed that the original
manuscripts of the books of the Bible were without error in every
detail. No one ever saw or can prove such an infallible set of books;
but their existence is made an article of faith. . . . What the theo-
logian calls the Word of God, namely, the spiritual content of the
Bible, is an aunthority of freedom. It is not dependent upon a prior
acceptance of an infallible record or any doctrine of inspiration.”
What does the reviewer think of the inspiration and infallibility of
the Bible, the Word of God? E.
Gine Drohung mit Predigern weibliden Gefdledts. Der Lutheran
Companion (Yuguftanaiynode) fpridt eine Drohung ausd, wenn fid in Ju-
funft nidt mehr junge Manner fir dben Dienft im Predigtamt bor-
bereiten, al bied bidher der Fall war. Diefe Drofung geht nad) einem
Beridt im News Bulletin dahin, daf bdie Synobde fid) veranlaht jehen
miodyte, dem WMangel an mimnliden Predigern durd) Prediger weib -
liden Gejdledhid absubelfen. Jn diefem Bujammenhang mwird auf bdie
Tatjade Hingetviefen, dap junge Manner von bder Vorbereitung auf das
Predigtamt durd) den u erivartenben geringen Gehalt und die Nidht-
berforgung im Ylter abgeidredt iverben. Yud) Luiher tweift auf Ddiefe
Gefabr bin, enn er 3. B. jagt: ,Dieje Nargheit [in der leibliden BVer-
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forgung ber Prediger] {dredt die am beften begabten Kopfe vom Dienit
ber Rirdge ab. Denn nidht alle haben die Geiftesftarfe und die BVeftdndig-
feit, bahy fie fiiv bie allerifwerften Arbeiten nur Hak und HPunger entgegen-
neimen miodhten. Und vornehmlich einem Chemanne fann nidhis Sdhive-
rered Dbegegnen, al3 mwenn er Weib umd Kinder darben jieht, die er, wenn er
in einen anbern Stand frdte, gldngend erndhren Ionute.” (XIV, 1050.)
Ferner mahnt RQutber, ,dbak man die, jo im Amt find, alio Halte, dbak fie
ihres Amied mwarten, hem Studieren obliegen und nidht eéntiveder Nahrung
Palben gar bavon laffen ober mit anbern Hanbeln miiflen umgehen”.
(XIIL, 8.) Unbererfeitd erinnert L{uiher baran: ,Ein frommer Prediger
forgt nur dafite, dbap er jein Umt redht audridhte, dbamit ben Seelen ge-
Bolfen tverbe; adjtet nidht, ob er nidit viel bavon ¥riegt, ja allerlei bagu
Yeiden mufy, . .. ldffet’s Gott befoflen fein, o er zu effen friege ujiv.,
trijftet {id) aber eined anbern Sdapes, barum er foldes alled tut, in jenem
Reben, weldjer fo grof iit, daf alle Unglitd’, o er Hier leibet, biel zu ge=
ringe dagegen {ind.” (VII, 562.) Aud) Walther (Paijtorale, &. 61) unter-
Tagt e3 nidht, Dieran zu ervinnerm, wenn er {dreibt: ,Bor allem aber
pergeffe ber Prediger nie, daf nidht Meniden, fondern der HErr, defien
RKuedit er ift, fitr fein und der Seinigen armes Reben forge und bdap, je
geringer jein fofhn in bdiefer Welt ijt, eine dejto jhonere Krone ihm dort
beigelegt fei, Jo er Glauben BHalte Hid ansd Enbe.” Wallher {Pliekt Hieran
die folgendben Worte von Luther: ,MWas fragen wir banad? Wir, fo der
undanfbaren Welt bienen, Haben die Berheifung und Hoffnung Hesd Himmel-
Teih3, und foird die Critattung und Bergeltung diefed unjerd Jammers
fo groR fein, bak tir aud) und fehr {delten tverden, dab toir um jolder
Weradtung und Undbantbarfeit fvillen der Welt und jemald eine Trdne
ober @eufzer Haben entfallen laffen. Warum, tverden twir jagen, Haben
foir nidt nod) etivad Shtverered erlitten? Hdtte i) dod) nimmermelhr
geglaubt, daf eine foldje groBe Herrlidhfeit im emigen Reben jein iviirde;
penn fonft twollte i) deffen feine Sdeu getragen Haben, wenn idh) aud
nod) biel mehr Hatte leiden follen.” (St. R.1II,1287.) Beibe Teile jollen
3u Perzen nehmen: Ein jeder lern’ jein’ Relftion, jo twird e8 wofhl im Hauje
ftohn. F. B.

Fictitious Unity. — The American Federation of Lutheran
Brotherhoods is an enthusiastic exponent of it. This body, made up
.of members of the United Lutheran Church, the Norwegian Lutheran
Church, Augustana, Iowa, Ohio, and several other synods, has for
1ts major objective Lutheran unity. Its second biennial convention
was in session October 30 and 31, 1929, in Chicago and was attended
by 94 pastors and 215 laymen.

The reporter for the Lutheran (November 14, 1929) is convinced
that these men are one in doctrine. “Another characteristic was the
evident desire to harness the man-power of the Church for economic
reasons and for the more effective advance of the Kingdom. Dr. More-
head remarked that, according to synodical statements made by the
officers of the several bodies, as recorded at Washington, D. C., — and
not less than nine were represented at the convention, — they agree
in all essential points. Dr. Morehead’s slogan was ‘unity’ rather than
“union.’ Throughout the entire convention not one discordant note
was sounded. There was no effort to obliterate synodieal lines. There
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was full acknowledgment of nationalistic differences which still obtain.
Each group has certain practises peculiar to itself. These distinctions
must be recognized. Synodical traditlons are not readily cast aside.
It was perhaps because of these liberal constructions that there was
such a fine spirit of fraternalism. One was made to feel that he was
back in the apostolic times when it was said, ‘How these Christians
love one another!” Some one said, ‘We all look alikee. Why cannot
we be one? So are they one. One in doctrine. One in spirit. For
the present, more is not essential. The Lord of all will take care of
the future. . . . Dr. Fandrey, president of the Iowa Synod, Dr.C. C.
Hein, president of the Joint Synod of Ohio, and Dr. G. A. Brandelle,
president of the Augustana Synod, were the spokesmen (at the ban-
quet) of their respective bodies. Dr. Fandrey believes that the men
of the Jowa Synod are better churchgoers than those of some other
synods, and the need of brotherhood work is not so evident. Dr. Hein
wants full agreement in all essentials first. Dr.Brandelle believes
that this body of men can be a great spiritual asset to the Church. . . .
Dr. T. F. Guilixson was the chief speaker at the banquet. He referred
to the celebration of the anniversary of the Catechism, the use of it
by the fathers and mothers of long ago. Dr. Gullizson has learned that
for some provincial Lutherans it is easier to cross over the line into
some Reformed Church than it is to cross a synodical line within our
own Lutheran body. Dr. Gullixson left a fine impression upon his
audience.”

The Brotherhood is deluding itself. The unity extolled at Chi-
cago is a fictitious one. The “nationalistic differences” and “synod-
ical traditions” would leave the unity unimpaired; but the synods
there represented are not one in doctrine. There is the vital difference
on inspiration and the sola gratia. The synods of the Federation are
not one in these doctrines. Dr. Hein had these things in mind when
he “wanted full agreement in all essentials first.” And while Dr. More-
head, according to the Lutheran, stated that these bodies agree in
all essential points, according to the Lutheran Church Herald, “he
[Dr. Hein] laid down as the first principle that there must be first
of all unity in the truth, in doctrine. To try to find unity by working
together and ignoring creeds is not the true principle of Christian
unity.” It is rather a pernicious form of unionism. And both those
who “because of these liberal constructions” are ready to practise
fraternalism and those who in spite of the recognized difference in
essentials are ready to cooperate in church activities are practising
unionism.

As to Dr. Gullixson’s statement, — indifferentism as applied to the
relations between the Lutheran and the Reformed churches merits the
rebuke he administers; but indifferentism practised in intra-Lutheran
relations is unionism still. His address (printed in the Lutheran
Church Herald) eloquently extols the treasure of the Lutheran
Church, the Catechism. But when he states: “In these streams are
the murmurs of children reciting, of people singing, of groups con-
fessing, their faith, of men preaching, and, behold, when alien tongues.
merge into the common language of America, each stream finds the
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other in possession of like precious faith itself,” he is speaking of
a fictitious unity. — Unless this fiction be speedily destroyed, it will
lead to full church-fellowship among the congregations of the synods
of the Federation.

The Lutheran of November 28, 1929 reports: “A joint Reforma-
tion service of all the churches of the Joint Synod of Ohio and of
the United Lutheran Church in America which are in Columbus, O.,
and vicinity was held recently in the Central High School Audi-
torium. . . . The service was in charge of the following pastors:
R. E. Golladay, D. D., Grace Church (Joint Synod); Rev. C. A.
Robertson, Indianola Church; Rev. H. E. Haas, Hilltop Church;
Rev. Lewis P. Speaker, First Church. Excellent music was furnished
by the choir of ninety voices under the direction of Rev. Ellis E.
Snyder of Capital University. It is hoped that this meeting will be
but the first of many such joint services and cooperative endeavors.”
We do not believe that all the churches of the Ohio Synod partici-
pated. There is surely a mistake in the report. The churches (or
«hurch) that have participated have made themselves liable to synod-
ical discipline. We are sure that the hope expressed in the Lutheran’s
last sentence will be disappointed. We are sure that the great majority
«of the Ohio people would subscribe to the paragraph on “church-
fellowship” in the late Intersynodical Theses: “Church-fellowship,
that is, mutual recognition of Christians as brethren of the faith and
their cooperation in church activities, presupposes, according to God’s
Word and our Confessions, their agreement in the pure doctrine of the
‘Gospel and in the confession of the same by word and deed. (Matt,
7,15; Rom. 16,17; etc.) Ignoring doctrinal differences existing at
the time when church-fellowship is being established and maintained
or declaring them to be of no import, is unionism, which fictitiously
presents a unity that does not exist.” E.

Death of Prominent Baptist Pastor. — When, several months
aago, Dr. John Roach Straton, pastor of Calvary Baptist Church in
New York, died, a picturesque figure disappeared from the stage of
American religious life. Dr. Straton was known as a Fundamentalist
who attacked Modernism without fear and without kid gloves. His
«defense of the Bible truths against the propounders of the evolution
theory will long be gratefully remembered. Unfortunately, he was
:a dyed-in-the-wool sensationalist, whose vagaries and eccentricities in
this direction undoubtedly brought much reproach on the cause of
the Seriptures. A,

Berbreitung Nener Teftamente in Loteint{d-Amerifa, Der ,Friebens-
‘bote” jdhreibt: ,Wie und aus WMegifo beridtet wird, beabiidhtigt man in
Jbegug auf diefed Rand die Verbreitung bon nidht weniger ald 250,000 Neuen
Teftamenten. P. Dabis, ber im vorigen Mai Pexifo bereijte, laht i diefe
‘Aufgabe bejonders angelegen jein, nadjbem er bereitd in fritheren Jafren
hnlid) filr die Bibelberbreitung in China und Korea gewirkt Yot Gegen-
todrtig befindet er fidg in England und madt aud) dort Stimnmumg fliv das
‘WMexito gugedadite Unternehmen, Die Hauptarbeit joll im Jabre 1930 aus-
-gefilhrt toerben, und die ebangelifdjen Arbeiter in Meyilo begeidhnen fie als
ein Wert von gang befonderer Bedeutung fiir dag Land.” Die BVerbreitung
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dexr Bibel in allen Lénbern dex MWelt, ivie ivir {ie Jeutzutage vor Hugen

Baben, gefort mit au dem Segen, den die Reformation, insbefondere dad

Belbenmiitige Beugnid der Luihervaner zu Yugsburg vor vierhunbert Jabren,

ber Welt gebradjt hat. Hud) baran wollen ivix denfen, wenn wir diefed Jahr

Das pierhunbderti@brige Jubildum bder Yugsburgijden RKonfeffion feiern.
I T.M.

Is the Unity School of Christianity Christian? — This sect is
also known by the name of Truth Students or simply Unity. A good,
brief description of it is given in the “Open Letter Notes” of the Sun-
day-school Times, which writes: “Unity, like Christian Secience, is
unseriptural and antichristian because it denies the fact of sin, man’s
need of a Savior, and the Gospel of salvation through the shed blood
of Christ as the sinners’ Substitute and Savior. Unity identifies man
and God. That is the meaning of the word that designates this false
and deadly religion. It teaches that there is no sin, sickness, or death
and no Satan, or devil. It even goes to the blasphemous extreme that
‘man represents I AM identity.’ They make such statements as: ‘The
I AM, or Christ’; ‘In his true estate, man is the Christ’; ‘In mind
both Jehovah and Jesus mean I AM’; ‘T AM is man’s self-identity.”

“A valuable study of the subject is a booklet by C. E. Putnam,
The Unity School of Christianity and What Its Teachings Reveal.
(Bible Institute Colportage Association, 843 North Wells Street, Chi-
cago, 25 cts.)”

Since the Unity School of Christianity, as we understand, regu-
larly broadcasts its “services” and thus preaches its errors to thou-
sands, the information here given may be of value to our pastors whose
parishioners may listen in to such broadcasts. J.T.M.

Liberalism a Narcotic to Mission Enterprise, — Under the
heading “Why the Halt in Foreign Missions ¥’ Dr. W. M. Turnbull in
the Sunday-school Times advances the well-founded claim that “Lib-
eralism is a narcotic to mission enterprise.” He writes (in part):
“The issue of Liberalism must be squarely faced by denominational
organizations as the primary hindrance to any large advance. There
is much encouragement in the fact that in a recent conference on
missionary preparation, attended by representatives of the principal
Foreign Missions boards and training-schools of the United States
and Canada, two important admissions were made, even though Lib-
erals protested their inclusion in the report: ‘a) Unitarianism leads
to sterility of propagating power; b) Religious Liberalism has yet to
reveal the dynamic passion which missionary mintstry requires.”

“If the men who advanced these statements could catch the ear
of the Christian public, they would render important service to the
whole missionary world. When a missionary magazine publishes,
even with editorial questioning, an article containing the statement
that ‘missionaries no longer go to India to make Christians out of
Hindus, but to make Hindus better Hindus, the ordinary layman is.
outraged. Questions regarding the message and meaning of Christ
which attempt to undermine His claim to be the world’s only Savior,
may not disturb the faith of missionary contributors very much, but
they do undermine confidence in the leadership of the men who harbor
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them. Most missionary enthusiasts have been educated on the Bible
and revere the achievements of men who were heroes of the historic
faith. They have not read of any missionary successes on the part of
Liberals that would lead to offering them substantial support. In-
dividuals repeatedly stated: ‘Although I am a loyal church-member,
I do not give through our board, because I am not sure of its sound-
ness.” Suspicion of Liberalism is deadening missionary interests in
the denominations. The people must be satisfied thoroughly before
there can be any hope for a forward move.”

The point here made is certainly well worth considering. Deny
the truth of Christianity, disavow the precious Gospel-message that
Jesus Christ is the only Savior of the world and that sinners are
saved alone through His blood, and no weighty reason whatever is
left why the Christian Church should send missionaries to the heathen
countries. If the question of missionary pursuits is merely one of
making “better men,” then, indeed, the Christian Church ought to
confine its missionary endeavors to the home country, where there is
great need of “better Americans.” J. T.M.

President Hibben’s View Concerning God. — When recently
the Chicago Seminary (Presbyterian) celebrated its centennial, Presi-
dent Hibben of Princeton University was one of the speakers. On
account of the prominent position he occupies, his views on religious
matters cannot be lightly regarded. In addition, he is a Presbyterian
minister, who may be supposed to have given some of the best years
of his life to the undivided study of theology. The subject of his
address at the aforementioned celebration was “The Concept of God.”
What he said came dangerously near to the shocking declaration, as
the Presbyterian puts it, that God is a creature of man rather than
man a creature of God. This paper quotes him as having said: “It
has been said that in our modern age we are creating God after our
own image; but we can conceive of God only after our own image,
and we justify that conception on the ground that we are made in
the image of God Himself; for, as St. Paul says: ‘A man is the
image and glory of God.” We merely take that divine element, poten-
tial in us, that enables us to recognize and entertain ideas of wisdom,
of justice, mercy, goodness, truth, which are imperfectly realized by
us; and yet we are inevitably constrained in our thoughts to raise
them to their highest power and then ascribe them as attributes of
perfection to the Being whom we reverently acknowledge as our God.”
There you have the characteristic earmark of the theology which we
call modern. The conclusions reached are not built on revelation,
but on man’s own observation, intuition, and ratiocinations.  A.

A Scriptural Principle Defended. — The debate on woman’s
status in the Church alluded to in our last issue is proceeding apace
in Presbyterian circles, and articles are written on both sides of the
question, conservatives as well as the innovators, or would-be emanci-
pators, setting forth their views. From an unexpected quarter, namely,
from the president of a woman’s college, comes a strong defense of the
Secriptural position. The writer is Dr. E. D. Warfield, president of the
Wilson College for Women at Chambersburg, Pa. He places himself

10
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on 1 Cor. 14, 34 and 1 Tim. 2, 11. 12 with an emphatic “Thus saith the
Lord,” stating that. “the Bible is the Word of God and the words of
St. Paul are contained in the Bible and are God’s Word to us.” Some
of his other ideas are worth being set down here. He agrees with
Dr. Erdman (Princeton) in the position that the distinction between
man and woman made by Paul “lies deep down in the facts of human
nature as originally constituted.” Man seems to possess the greater
fitness, under existing physical and spiritual conditions, for the post
of leadership and responsibility in the Church. Woman, however, is
not inferior in intellect or capacity for strenuous effort and may lay
claim to superior spirituality and consecration. ‘“Nothing worse could
happen to the Church than its feminization.” Women themselves will
not be attracted more by preachers of their own sex than by men in
the pulpits, and the men who now come to church will hardly remain’
faithful if the preaching will be done by women. While many women
are good speakers, the “essential power of the pulpit lies in qualities
which are masculine.” Paul has pointed out a more excellent way
for women in 1Tim. 2;15. Then Dr. Warfield lapses into an exegesis
where we cannot follow him. Child-bearing in this passage really
means “nurture of children,” he says, adding that this was observed
long ago. It is true that Chrysostom offered thig interpretation, but
it evidently does violence to the Greek term (feknogonia). But the
following words of Dr. Warfield strike the right key. “Beginning in
the home, the place of the Christian woman has been that of the
mother training her children in godliness, and her children have risen
up and called her blessed. In the Church she has been not only a will-
ing hearer, but, like Doreas, busy with charity. In every field she has
labored for and with women and children. In all times she has borne
her full share of the burdens of life for and with man, and in times of
persecution she has borne more often the pangs of martyrdom than its
crown, though that crown has been no stranger to her brow. Well as
she has wrought, her work is not done. She cannot be spared from
her multiplied labors in Home and Foreign Missions and the service
of every good cause to take up the work of man.” A,

The Baptists and Disciples. — Under this heading the Waitch-
man-Examiner reports an attempt at union by two local churches of
the above-named denominations. Since, however, the union move-
ment is gradually becoming more general, the writer of the article,
Dr. A R. Stark, submits to the subseribers for his periodical for care-
ful study the “tentative agreement of the Disciple minister,” with
special emphasis on four points: a) the name of the new church must
include the words “a church of Christ”; b) the Lord’s Supper must
be observed by the new church every Sunday; ¢) the literature of the
new church must not have on it the name “Baptist.” These, of course,
as the writer admits, are only “facts of minor importance.” But there
is a fourth point of greater importance than the foregoing. This is
expressed in the words: “No one could be saved until he was immersed,
that his sins were forgiven in the act of immersion.” With this point
the writer takes issue. He states: —

“It is not fair to assume that this particular Disciples church is
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a typical church among the Disciples. The present writer hopes that
it is not typical. But it is one church among the Disciples that holds
the doctrine ‘be immersed or be damned.’ I should like to know if
there are any more left that hold such a doctrine. We are entitled
to information on this subject before our churches are asked to unite
with the Disciples Church. The reference of tentative plans of union
to our associations would give an opportunity for denominational
expression and to gather information concerning local Disciples
churches. . .. The unity of a few prominent leaders in both denomi-
nations is not enough to guarantee that such unity exists among the
thousands of churches. It would be calamitous for leaders to attempt
to unite churches that are not in agreement on the great things in
the spiritual life.”

‘Whether the writer is a liberal or a conservative, he does not
indicate; but insistence on immersion still seems to be a eriterion of
orthodoxy in Baptist circles. The Fundamentalists regard it as abso-
lutely necessary, whereas the Modernists look upon it as an adiaph-
oron. But be that as it may, we certainly agree with the last two
sentences with which the writer closes the passage and wish that all
of our present-day union-mad denominations would carefully con-
sider them. If churches are really to unite, there must be unity not
merely among the prominent leaders, but also among the churches
themselves. Hence these have a right to be heard even if they voice
their dissent. That would delay many a church union, not for the
worse, but for the better. The last sentence ranks highest in im-
portance; for it certainly is calamitous for leaders to unite churches
where there is no agreement in doctrine. J.T.M.

I1. ZAusland.

Die Torheit antiveligitfer Propagandn, Wie die Y. €. L. K.Y mit=
teilt, Hat ber Freidbenler Dr. €. Wengraf im ,Neuen Wiener Journal” an
leitenber Stelle ein mutiges Wort gegen die antireligitfe Propaganda ge=
ridjtet. ©r {dreibt: ,Jebe antireligitfe Propaganda {deint mir ein BVer-
breden. RNidht ald ob idh ihre Friminelle Verfolgung miinfdie — geivil
nidgt —, aber id finbe fie unfittlidh umd verabfdeuungsiviicdig. RNidht aus
Glaubenseifer — ber liegt mir fern —, fondern aud ber einfadjen, in langer
Rebenserfahrung gewonnenen Crfenninis, dbah ein religidfer PMenjd) unter
fonjt gleidgen Berhaliniffen gliidlidher 1t ald ein irreligidjer. Wie oft Habe
id) in meiner, allem pofitiven Glauben abgefelhrien Indifferens und Stepiis
anbdere Menfden beneibet, denen ihre tiefe Religiofitit einen feften Halt in
allen Rebensjtiitmen gabl Solde Menfden feelifdd entwurzeln ift ein
fdandlicges Beginmen. . . . Wir ijt alle Projelytenmadjerei zuivider. Und
bodj begreife i) e3 nod), dak einer, der feft iiberzeugt ift, im Befik de3 felig=
macjenden Glaubensd zu fein, dazu aud) anbere zu befehren judit. Eine
Propaganda ded Unglaubensd aber begreife i) nidht. Man Hat fein Redt,
einem anbern ba3 {diiBende Obbad), umd fei e3 aud) nur eine baufdllige
Diitte, zu nehmen, wenn man nidgt fider ift, ihm ein befferes, jdhoneres
Haus bieten zu onmen. Yber Wenjdjen aus bem ererbten Heim hrer Seelen
feraudzuloden, um fie dann in dber Wilbnid der Hypothefen und philofophi-
fden Fragezeiden fithrerlos Yerumirren zu laflen, Da3 ift verbrederijder
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Fatalismus ober verbrecerifher Reidhtfinn.” Jn diefer Ausdiprade be-
tundet fid) dad mahnende Getviffen, dad fih aud) felbjt nod bei einem Frei-
denfer finbet (bgl. Rém. 2, 15) und jedem, der darauf Hort, bezeugt, dah
Ghriftenverfolgungen {o unverniinftig find, dba fie thren Urfprung nur im
Pab gegen die Wahrheit Haben (bgl. Joh. 17, 14). Worte tvie die obigen bon
Dr. Wengraf verdienen e3, dak man darauf adhtet. 3.2 M.
Mussolini’s Activities Predicted in Revelation 16 ?—Writing
in the Presbyterian, Rev.Jos. Taylor Britan, D. D., contributes a
lengthy article to the discussion of the prospects for world peace.
His contention is that there will not be any lasting, outward peace
on earth as long as Jesus Christ is not reigning here, which will not
happen, says he, till the Millennium sets in. We are here not inter-
ested in the chiliastic notion expressed by Dr. Britan, from which,
of course, we dissent, but in his interpretation of Rev. 16, 13. 14.
According to Dr. Britan, the three unclean spirits which, as St. John
says, were like frogs and came out of the mouths of the dragon, the
beast, and the false prophet, can be identified. The dragon (and here
we all agree with him, because the Bible itself furnishes this explana-
tion) is Satan. The spirtt coming out of his mouth is a different one
in the various periods of history. In our age it is Bolshevism. On
the beast the Doctor quotes some exegete, evidently approving of the
interpretation: “The beast is twofold; territorially, it is the Roman
Empire; personally, he is the last Roman emperor.” When he con-
tinues: “Before our eyes, under the magic hand of Mussolini, the
Roman Empire rises again,” he creates the impression that in his
view Mussolini is the spirit proceeding out of the mouth of the beast.
“The false prophet” he seems to regard as a collective term, denoting
all those that teach pernicious, subversive doctrine; and the spirit
coming out of their mouths are the individuals who are guilty of
corrupt teaching. If Dr. Britan thinks that Mussolini is pointed to
in this passage, that view can, of course, not be proved from Seripture.
If he wishes to hold such an interpretation as a private, personal one,
we need not quarrel with him; but he must not demand acceptance of
it as if it rested on divine revelation. In general we have to say that
interpretation of this sort had better be avoided, because a few years
hence it may be proved to have been entirely erroneous, and the
enemies of the Scriptures may use the occasion to heap ridicule on.
the prophecies of the Bible. A,
iiber Dentidhland friifer und jest driidte fih nad) einem EBede)t Der
Affogiierten Preffe ber Bot{dafter ded Deut{dien Reid)s bei einem in Neto
Port abgehaltenen Banfett jo aud: ,Wdhrend [in Deut{fhland] in bder
Bergangenfeit auf bie rein intelleffuelle Bildbung ber qrifte Wert gelegt
toutbe, ift jebt die Enitvidlung der fozialen, der phyfifdhen und dber Gefiihls-
eigenfdhaften die Hauptaufgabe der Erziefung.” Diefe Bemerfung bedarf
etner Ginfdhrdnfung. Solange dad Deutfde BVoll nod) Luihers Rleinen
Ratedhidmus ausdtvendig lernte, glaubte unbd in die Prayis umfepte, twurden
in- ber ©rziehung die ,fozialen” Eigenfdhaften reidhlich ,enttvidelt”. Man
erinnere §id, welde Jerrlidhen jozialen Eigenfdaften Luthers Kleiner
Ratedsismus {Gon im erften Qauptftiid (.Bon den Jehn Geboten”) lehrt
und einjdirit: . Wic follen Gott filedjten und Ileben, dag wir unjerm
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RNitchjten an Jeinem LQeibe feinen Sdhaben nod) Reid tun, jondern thm Helfen
und forbern in allen KQeibedndten”; ferner: ,Wir jollen Gott fiicdjten
und lieben, daf wir feujd) und ziidtig leben in Worten und Werfen und
ein jeglidher fein Gemall liebe und ehre”; fermer: ,Wir jollen Gott fiirdjten
und lieben, daf Wwir unfers Naditen Geld ober Gut nidht nehmen nodh mit
faljdjer Ware ober Handel an und bringen, fonbern ihm fein Gut und
Rahrung Helfen beffern und bebitten; ferner: ,Wir follen Gott fiicdhten
und lieben, dah ivir unfern Nadften nidht falfdlid) beliigen, verraten,
afterreden ober biofen RQeumund maden, jonbern jollen ihn entfdulbigen,
®utes pon ihm reden und alled zum beften fefhren”; ferner: ,Wir jollen
Gott fiirdten und lieben, bah twir unferm Nadjten nidht mit Rift nad
feinem ®rbe oder Haufe ftehen nod mit einem Sdein Hed Redts an uns
bringen, fonbern ihm basfelbe zu DeBalten forderlih und dienjtlidh) fein”;
ferner: ,Wir follen Gott fitrdten und lieben, daf wir unferm Nadften
nidt fein Weib, Gefinde ober Biel) abjpannen, abbringen ober abivendig
maden, jonbern biejelben anbalten, daf fie bleiben und tun, was fie jdhuldig
finb.” Wabrlid, ein Perrlider Unterridht iiber die ,fozialen” BVerhdltnifje,
ben daz beutfdhe Bolf {dhon .in der VergangenPeit” im erften Hauptitiid
be3 Rleinen RKatedidmus Luihers gehabt Hat! Ferner: Yuf bdie tvidtige
Frage, twober bie Kraft fommen ¥onne, jozial Yorreft zu leben (wenn
a3 Refultat aud) Dinter dem Biel zuriidbleibt), antivortet Luifer im
giveiten und dritten Hauptitiid des Katedjismus, die vom drijtliden Glau-
ben und vom Gebet Handeln. Dabher Hhaben aud) voriges Jahr (1929) Manner
aud allen Berufsitanden Deutidland3 ifhr Vol su Luthers Kleinem Kated)is-
mus guriidgerufen alg gu einem Bud), bad nidt nur bie ,Seligleitdfrage”,
fonbern auch bie ,foziale Frage” Iojt. F. B.
fiber bie Iutherifde RKirde in Novwegen jdreibt Jpar Welle, Paftor
ber lutherijden St. Peterstivde in O3lo, Norivegen: ,Wie in allen andbern
Tutherifhen Réndern, fo Hat die lutherije Rirde aud) in Norivegen ifre
Feinde. Das find vornehmlid) ber Rationalidmus und Atheidmus, bie in
Norivegen allerdingd immer ftarfer werden. Diefe beiden find gefdhrlidje
Feinde; aber wir trauen Goit zu, baB er nod) immer eine fefte Burg,
sein’ gute Wehr' und Waffen ijt.” Diefes Vertrauen wird nidt gujdanden
fwerden, wwenn die [utherijfe Kirdje in Norivegen bet dem reinen Epan:
gelium bleibt und, o fie babon abgemwiden ift, u dem reinen Evangelium
guritdfehrt. — fiber die Yusbreitung der rimifden RKirde in Nortvegen
beridjtet P. Welle: ,Wahrend dber fiinfsig Jahre, in welden die Iatholijde
Rirde verjudt Yat fidh in Noriwegen feftzufeen, find iitber bdreitoufend
Ratholifen nad) Norivegen eingewandert. Folglidh, da 1928 faft bierhun=
bert Ratholifen tweniger waren, al3 eingetvandert find, Jat die Iatfholifde
Rirde in Noriwegen nidt gewonnen, fondern verloren.” Yud) dem RKatho-
lizi8mug gegenitber wird bie Tuiherifde Rirdje in Norwegen den Sieg be=
Halten, wenn fie bei dem reinen Epangelium bleibt und, wo fie davon ab=
getidjen ift, gum reinen Evangelium guriidlelrt. . B.

Der Papft Hagt iiber anbanernde fdhledite Bebandlung jeitens bder
italienifden Preffe. AYus der ,Vatilanftadt” wurde unter dem 8. Degember
b. . gemeldet: ,Papft Pius Jat fid) in einer Unjprade an die fatholijdhen
Priefter Roms fehr {darf itber die Paltung der fajdiftijhen Prefle bder
Yatholifdjen Rirdje gegenitber ausgefproden fowie baviiber, daf e3 unter
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ben gegenivirtigen Verhaliniflen Iatholijden Jeitungen bed Lanbded immer

{divieriger gemadit mwerde, firdlide Ungelegenfeiten und Jnterefjen zu be=

fpredhen, iiber Den Papft gu beriditen und fo feine Redhte nad) dem nenen

Qatecaniden Berirag u erdrtern. Dagegen dupere fid) die Fajdiftenprefie

in ciidjidtalofefter, unhoflidhiter Weife itber bie RKirde, jo daB der Papit

{id veranlaft gefehen Habe, Hiergegen febr emergiid) voritellig zu werben.”
B

& B.

Bu fpit. Aus der ,Vatifanifden Stadt” wurbe unter dem 15, De=
gember 1929 gemelbet: ,Die Seligipredung von 136 britijden Prieftern
und fatholijden Raien, die mwegen ifhred Glaubend in den Jahren amwifden
1594 unbd 1679 Yingeridiet tourden, twurbe hier Heute bei einem Hodamt
im ©t. Peterd-Dom pollzogen. RKardinal Bourne und eine groBe Jabh!
englifder Pilger, bie bom Perzog von Norfolf gefithrt wurden, wohnien
per Beremonie bei.” Wit bringen diefe Meldung iiber die ,Seligipredhung”
unter der itberjdrift ,3Bu fpat”, toeil iber bdie Seligleit Der 136 britifden
Priejter und Laien jdon bei ihrem Tobe entjdieden war. Das wiffen ic
aud ber Sdrift, welde lehrt: ,Wer an ihn [den Sohn Gotted, den ein= -
sigen Mittler avifden Gott und den Menfdjen] glaubet, ber wird nidi
geciditet; twer aber nidt glaubet, der it jdon geridhtet, denn er glaubet
nidt an den Namen ded eingebornen Sohnes Gottes”, Job. 3,18, Ferner:
~Selig jind bie Toten, die in dem HErxn fterben, bon mun an”, Offend.
14, 18, . fiber den romifden Unfug ber .Seligipredumg” und ,Heilig-
fpredung” findet {id) eine Darlegung in ,Lebre und Wehre”, Jabrg. 71,
318 ff. F. 8.
Gine Negevuniverfitit in Afvita. Yusd der ,PRhilabelphia-Gagette”
teilen tir folgenbded mit: ,Wabrend die Neger in den Vereinigten Staaten
lingjt ibre eigene Univerfitdt befipen, mupten fidh ihre Raffengenoffen in
per afrifanijfen Heimat Hisher ofhne eine jolde behelfen. Dem Mangel
ift unléngjt abgefolfen forden; in Kompata, Der Pauptitadt ded englijden
Uganda, wucde die erjte afritanifde, ausjdlieBlid fiir Sdivarge beftimmte
Univerfitat erdffuet. Da eingeborne Profefjoren nod) nidht gur BVerfiigung
jteben, Bat man fid) einftiweilen englifde Rebrer holen miiffen. Die Vor=
lefungen erftreden fid) auf Medizin, Tierheilfunbde, Urzneifunbde, Rhilologie,
Fheologie und Landivictidaft; fie erfolgen in der Kijuabelifprade, die in
gang Mittelafrifa verftanden wirh. Jm erften Semefter Haben {id) bereitsd
itber breihunbert {diwarze Mufenidhne immatrifuliecen laffen. Sollte bdiefer
erjte BVerjud) erfolgreid) fein, {o diirften bald aud) in anbern Teilen Afrifas
Negerhod)jdhulen eingeriditet werben.” %. B.

4=~

Bermijdhtes und zeitgejdyichtlide Notizen.

Frage: ,BWo ftehen die Worte von Luther, die in ,Chriftlide Dogmatif
III, 525 zitiert find und fo lauten: ,Weber ift der Papit Hoher ald bie
Bijdsfe, nod) ift der Bijdjof Hober als die Presbyter nad) gottlidem Redht’,
,Nec papa est episcopis, nec episcopus est superior presbyteris‘?’ Diefe
Worte jtehen Opp.v.a. Erl III, 384, ing Deutfde itberjest St. L XVIII,
819. Die Worte finden i) am SGluf von Luibers Crlduterung iiber
feine dreizefmte Thefe ,Bon ber Getvalt ded Papfted”. Die Theje Ed3





