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fteijt bor bit. ;S dj liin es, unb idj fann meine Shaft au itgenbeiner 8eit 
lietiitigen. mgI. ;Soij. 5,25. m!eldj inijaHreidje merijeiBung, fonbedidj 
fur bie ulier 2aaarus' ~ob liettulite @5djttJefterl SDann foIgt bie l'tiifenbe, 
bas ;snnerfte burdjforf djeube ~tage: ,,®Iaulift bu bas?" merijeiBung 
tuie ~rage ®Iaulien forbernb, ®Iaulien Iodenb, ®Iaulien erttJedenb. 
SDurdj merijeiBung ttJie ~rage offenliad ;s@ifus, baB er in m!aijrijeit ift 
~uferfteijung uub 2elien. Unb IDladija? @5ie gIaulit, audj ttJenn fie 
nodj nidjts fieijt. Pepisteuka, idj fteije im ®Iaulien, tuilI audj nidjt 
ttJanfen, bas foIl mein ®Iaulie fein unb lileilien, baB bu liift ufttJ. @5djoner 
ijiitte fie iijr tiefes merftiinlmis ber m!otie ;s@ifu nidjt ausbriiden fonnen. 
;sft er ®ottes @5oijn, bann ift iijm nidjts unmogIidj, bann mUB er 2elien 
unb ~ufetfteijung fein. ;sft er aUf bie @irbe gefommen, bann gilt all fein 
m!ed unb ~un ben ~nbern biefer @:tbe, bann ijat audj fie teiI baran. 

~aIten audj ttJit uns an bie ijerdidjen merijeiBungen, bie in fo 
groBer ~ulIe im m!od ber @5djrift uns gegelien finb I @5eien ttJit getuiB: 
2~or.1,201 (21eb 241.) ~.2. 

4 •• 
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I. :lmtrik4. 
~u~ ber i5lJnobe. 2Baij im ~aIenber unferer fiibamerifanifdjen 

@5t)nobaIgenoffen au finben ift, batiilier lieridjtet ~ . .\J. 2B. im ,,~rdjenlilatt" 
bon ~orto ~legte: "SDiefer feinem ;5nijaIte nadj in @5iibamerifa einaig 
baftef}enbe ~alenber ift in feinem fedjften ;5af}rgang etidjienen. 2Bie alL: 
iiif}rIidj, fo fin bet fidj audj bieijmaI ttJieber nur tuirfiidj guter, einttJanb~ 
freier, lielef}renber unb erliauIidjer 2ef eftoff barin. Q'jr fann beijf}aIli nidjt 
ttJarm genug eml'fof}len ttJerben unb follie getui13 in feinem Iutf}erifdjen 
.\Jaufe fef}len. ~u13er einem ~ttifeI iilier bie ~ugijliurgifdje ~onfeffion unb 
attJei @emeinbegefdjidjten, ciner auij IBrafiIien unb einer auij ~rgentinien, 
entf}iiIt er eine ~naaf}I fIeiner @efdjidjten unb @:taiif}lungen. 2Bir tuoUen 
nur ,Q'jine anfttengenbe 2Bodje', ,Q'jt~ bom maier @ottJert' unb ,@5djaUi' 
f}erauijgteifen. Unter ,!}tunbfdjau' ttJerben bem £efer bie tuidjtigften lBe~ 
gelienijeiten beij bergangenen ;saf}reij in ber 2BeIt im 2idjte beij 2Borteij 
@otieij lura bOt ~ugen gefiif}rt. ,2anbttJirtfdjaftIidjeij' tuirb liefonberij aUf 
bem 2anbe mit ;5ntereffe gerefen toerben. ~u13erbem finbet ber £efer bie 
~breffen unferer ~aftoren unb 2ef}rer fotuie unferer @emeinben, ~ebig!~ 
unb IDliffionijl'l~e beraeidjnet. SDurdj bie gt0j3e ~U3af}l bon ~naeigen 
f}at ber ~arenber eine etf}eliIidje mergt013erung erfaf}ren. ~Ueij in aITem: 
ber ~aIenber ift eij ttJof}I toert, bo13 er gefauft unb audj gelef en tuirb. 
~einer berfiiume eij baf}er, if}n liei feinem ~aftor au liefteUen." SDer metIag 
in ~orto ~legte fiig! alier bie !nadjridjt f}inau: ,,@)djon boUftiinbig auij~ 

betfauft." ~. ~. 
ftlier 2utljer~ "mroliljeU" lafen ttJir im ,,2utf}erifdjen .\Jerolb": "Q'jij 

giOt immer nodj 2eute, bie uni$ 2utf}eranern hie ,@rolif}eit' 2utf}erij bor~ 

toerfen unb fidj if}reij .\Je!ben alij eineij bier feineren @efeUen tftf}men. 
SDeij mogen fie fidj liriiften; alier baij mtigen fie fidj metfen, baB ber ,grolie' 
Qutger arrer @5djalfijeit feinb roar nnb bom ~onti~ andj rein .\)iirIein 
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an fidj qatte. ~oten tuit bodj, itla£l bet fanfte Wlagiftet ~qilipp Wlelandjtqon 
iibet Mefe ,@robqeit' au fagen qat: ,~£l qaben etridje, fonft gutqetaige 2eute 
gefiagt, baj3 2utqet qeftiget getuefen, aI£l fidj'£l gebii1)rt. ~dj tuillqier feinen 
:teil beilegen, fonbem anttuorlen, tua£l ~a£lmu£l oft gefagt qat: @ott 1)at 
biefet Ietten 3eit, tuo gtoBe ~tanf1)eit iibetqanb genommen, audj einen 
fdjatfen ~tat gegeben. ~udj Ieugne idj ferbft nidjt, ba13 foIdj 1)efl:ige illeigung 
autueiren ffutMge; benn e£l ift niemanb in Mefet fdjtuadjen illatut oqne alle 
@ebtedjen. SDodj tuenn inbe£l jemanb fo ift, tuie Me ~rten bon ~edule£l 
unb ~imon gefagt qaben: ~t ift aitlat nidjt immet qiifIidj, fonft abet gut 
unb anftidjtig, fo ift et ein )Biebetmann unb billig au Ioben, unb tuo jemanb 
in bet ~tdje, tuie ~auru£l fptidjt, tittedidj ftteitet unl:r ben @Iauben uub 
gute£l @elUiffen beqiHt, fo ift et @ott gefiillig unb andj bon un£l in ~qten 
au qarten. }fiit tuiffen, ein f oIdjet tuat 2utqet. SDenn et qat beftiinMg Me 
teine 2eqte betfodjten unb fein @elUiffen unbefIedt etqaIten. ~udj mUB 
ein jebet, bet i1)n tedjt edennt, beaeugen, baB et ein feqt giitiget Wlann 
getuefen unb untet feinen fjteunben fidj immetbat Hebteidj etaeiget, nie 
abet eigenfinnig unb aiinfifdj. Unb e£l tuat bodj babei ein ~mft in feinem 
}fiefen, aI£l einem foldjen Wlanne gebiiqtet. ~ta, e£l. tuat in iqm ein ~eta 
oqne fjaIfdj unb ein fteunbIidjet Wlunb.' II I~inige Wlonate botqet Iafen 
IUit in einem anbem ametifanifdj~Iutqetifdjen ~tdjenblatt ein anbet£l ge~ 
arlete£l Urleil iibet 2utqet£l @tobqeit. SDa tuutbe 2utqet atuat audj ent~ 
fdjuIbigt, abet bomeqmIidj butdj ben iibIidjen ~intuei£l batanf, baj3 au jenet 
3eit @tobqeit allgemeinet UfU£l tuat. 3ugleidj tuutbe abet in biefem )Blatt 
anf 2utqet£l @?djrift ,,}fiibet bM ~apfttum au mom, bom :teufer geftiftet" 
(1545) qingebeutet in bem @5inne, ba13 befonbet£l in Mefet @5djtift ein )Bet~ 
fpieI bon anftoBiget @tob1)eit bodiege. @50 qaben fdjon bieIe gebadjt. 
2utqet ferbet ift fidj betuuBt unb fpridjt e£l andj au£l, baB et in biefet @5djtift 
befonbet£l gtob fei. ~t fdjteibt (@5t. 2. XVII, 1087): ,,~, mein Hebet 
)Brubet in ~tifto, qabt mit'£l ja augut, tuo idj qiet obet anbet£ltuo fo g t 0 b 
tebe bon bem lei big en, betfIudjten, ungeqeuten Wlonftto au mom. }fiet 
meine @ebanfen tueiB, bet mUB fagen, baj3 idj iqm bier, bier, bier au tuenig 
tue unb mit feinen }fiorlen nodj @ebanfen edangen fann bie fdjiinbIidje, 
betatueiferte 2iiftetung, bie et ttewt mit bem }fiorl unb illamen ~tifti, 
unfet£l Iieben ~~tm unb ~eilanb£l, Iadjt banadj in bie fjauft, aI£l qabe et 
be£l illatten ~tifti unb feinet ~tiften, bie iqm foIdje @Iolfen gIauben, 
fein gefpottet, unb bodj gtoBe ~ompa bOtgibt, aI£l fei et ~tifti }8icatiu£l 
unb tuoUe aUe }fiert feHg madjen mit feinet ~eiIigfeit. II Wlit Mefet @5djrift 
qat e£l eine befonbete )Betuanbtni£l. @5ie ift betanlaBt butdj atuei iibetau£l 
unbetfdjiimte @5djtewen be£l ~apfte£l ~aul III. an ben ~aifet ~atl V., tueir 
Mefet fidj anmaj3e, in @Iauben£lfadjen anbet£l au urleilen aI£l bet ~apft. 
SDiefe£l }8etbtedjen qatte bet ~aifet namentridj babutdj begangen, baB et 
1m meidj£ltag£lalifdjieb bon @5peiet (1544) ben ~toteftanten ein fteie£l beutfdje£l 
~onail augeftanb. SDet ~apft fotberl, baB bet ~aifet alle£l tuibetrufe. 
}fienn ba£l nidjt gefdjeqe, fo tuettle et, bet ~apft, qiirlete WlaBtegeln gegen 
ben ~aifet etgteifen. @5erbft fatqoIifdje fjiitften tuiinfdjten, baB 2utqet 
gegen biefe piipftHdjen Unbetfdjiimtqeiten Me fjebet etgteife. SDe£l Sfaifet£l 
)Btubet, ~onig fjetbinanb, urieiHe; ,,}fienn Me 'bofen }fiorie qetau£l tuaren, 
fo qiitte bet 2ut1)et nidjt iibel gefdjrieben. II }fia£l bem £efet, bet Me @5Cldj~ 
Iage nidjt nii1)et fennt unb iibetbenft, anftoBig etfdjeint, ift Me :tatfadje, 
ba~ 2ut~et 5Ut 6djilbetung bet @teuel be~ ll3apfttum~ greid)ni~tueife bon 
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~jjr~erleiIen unb beren 8'unftionen rebet, illier bie man in ber meger fdjmeigt. 
~adjbem 2ut~er baran erinnerl ~at, ba% ber !l!a~ft bon feinen eigenen 
~eologen unb ~uriften geridjtet unb geftraft IDirb, fiiljrl er forl: ,,~dj ridjte 
unb ftrafe i~n [ben !l!~ft] traun audj nidjt, o~e baf3 idj fage, er fei bom 
~eufeI ~ i n ten a u ~ geboren, boIler steufel, 2iigen, @otte~liifterung" UflD., 
unb nun folgt eine langere !lIufaa~lung greulidjer i)inge, bie ber !l!~ft ~ 
feinem eigenen ~nnern ~erau~ in bie !melt gefe~t ~at. !lIber man fei audj 
in beaug auf biefen ~nft mit feinem Urleil illier 2ut~er~ @rob~eit bor
fidjtig, meiI ber ~eilige @eif±, ber bodj einen fo "reinen Rnunb unb 8'eber 
~at tvie irgenbein Rnenfdj", in ber ~emgen 6djrift lDa~rlidj nidjt feIten 
"fdjambare i)inge" berii~rl, !l!~iI. 3, 8; Rnatt~. 15, 17; Rnarf. 7, 19; ~efef. 
16, 15 ff.; ()ffenb. 17, 1 ff. 8'. !l!. 

What about the Doctrine of Inspiration? - Kirchliche Zeit
schrilt, November, 1929, publishes a review of Dr. John A. W. Haas's 
book What Ought I to Believef 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. Noone 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 authority 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 1 E. 

<Rne ~rll~ung mit $rebigetn weUilidien @efdileditB. i)er Lutheran 
Companion (!lIuguftanafgnobe) f~ridjt eine i)ro~ung ~, menn fidj in gu
funft nidjt me~r junge Rn ann e r fur ben i)ienft im !l!rebigtamt bor
liereiten, al~ bie~ b~~er ber 8'all mar. i)iefe i)ro~ung ge~t nadj einem 
f8eridjt im News Bulletin ba~in, baf3 bie 6gnobe fidj beranlaf3t fe~en 
miidjte, bem Rnangel an mannlidjen !l!rebigern burdj !l!rebiger ID e i b -
1 i dj e n @efdjledjt~ abau~elfen. ~n biefem 8ufammen~ang IDirb auf bie 
~atfadje ~ingelDiefen, ba% junge Rnanner bon ber !8orbereirung aUf ba~ 
~ebigtamt burdj ben au erlDarlenben geringen @e~art unb bie ~idjt
berforgung im !lIlter abgefdjredt merben. !lIudj 2ut~er meift auf biefe 
&ef(llir Iiitt, metttt er a. \8. fllgt: "SDiefe ~cttglieit [itt bet leiblidjett 18et~ 
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forgung ber \lh:ebiger] fdjredt bie amlieften liegaliten st'opfe bom ~ienft 
ber st'irdje ali. ~enn nidjt aile l)alien bie ®eifteBftiirfe unb bie IBeftiinbig~ 
feit, baH fie fUr bie allerfdjlllerften 2trlieiten nur t'an unb t'unger entgegen~ 
nel)men miidjten. Uub bornel)mIidj einem @l)emanne faun nidjt~ 6djllle~ 
rere~ liegegnen, aI~ Illenn er m!eili unb st'inber barlien nel)t, bie er, Illenn er 
in einen anbern eianb irate, gIiinaenb erniil)ren ronnte." (XIV, 1050.) 
1Jerner mal)nt 2ntl)er, "ban man bie, fo im 2tmt finb, alfo l)aIte, baB fie 
il)re~ 2tmte~ Illarten, bem 6tubieren oliIiegen unb nidjt entllleber 9lal)rung 
ljallien gar babon Iaffen ober mit anbern t'iinbeln miiffen umgel)en". 
(XIII, 8.) 2tnbererfeit~ ermnert 2utl)er baran: ,,@in ftommer \lh:ebiger 
forg! nur bafiir, baB er fein 2tmt redjt auBridjte, bamit ben 6eeIen ge~ 
ljolfen Illerbe; adjtet nidjt, oli er nidjt biel babon friegt, ja ailerIei baau 
leiben mun, ... liiffet'~ ®ott liefol)Ien fein, Illo er au effen friege Ufro., 
troftet fidj alier eine~ anbern 6dja~e~, barum er foldje~ aile~ tnt, in jenem 
.2elien, llleIdjer fo gron ift, baB aile UngIiid', fo er l)ier leibet, bid au ge~ 
Linge bagegen finb." (VII, 562.) 2tudj m!aItl)er (~aftorale, 6. 61) unter~ 
lant e~ nidjt, l)ieran au erinnern, Illenn er fdjreilit: "mor ailem alier 
1Jergeffe ber ~rebiger nie, baH nidjt IDlenfdjen, fonbern ber t'(§rr, beffen 
-Shtedjt er ift, fUr fein uub ber 6einigen arme~ 2elien forge unb ban, ie 
1Jeringer fein 2ol)n in biefer m!eIt ift, eine befto fdjonere st'rone il)m bort 
lieigeleg! fei, fo er ®Iaulien l)aIte bi~ ~ @nbe." m!aItl)er fdjItent l)ieran 
bie foIgenben m!orte bon 2uil)er: "m!~ ftagen Illir banadj? m!ir, fo ber 
uubanfliaren m!eIt bienen, l)alien bie merl)einung unb t'offnung be~ t'immeI~ 
Leidj£l, unb roirb bie fuftattung unb mergeItung biefe~ unfer£l ~ammed 
fo gron fein, baH Wir audj u~ fel)r fdjeIten Illerben, baH Illir um foldjer 
iBeradjtung unb Unbanfliarfeit Wiilen ber m!eIt u~ jemaI~ eine :lriine 
ober 6eufaer l)alien entfailen Iaffen. m!arum, Illerben Wir fagen, l)alien 
'roir nidjt nodj etllla~ 6djlllerere£l erIitten? t'iitte idj bodj nimmermel)r 
1Jeglaubt, baH eine foldje grone t'errIidjfeit im ellligen 2elien fein IlliirbC; 
benn fonft Illollte idj beffen feine 6djeu geiragen l)alien, Illenn. idj audj 
nodj biel mel)r l)iitte Ieiben foilen." (6t. 2. II, 1237.) IBeibe steiIe foilen 
,au t'eraen nel)men: @in jeber lern' fein' 2efiion, fo roirb e£l lllol)I im t'aufe 
ft~~ ~~ 

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 
its 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 
~vident 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 synodical 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 traditions 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, 'Row these Christians 
love one another!' Some one said, 'We all look alike. 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. 
Rein, president of the Joint Synod of Ohio, and Dr. G. A. BrandelIe~ 
president of the Augustana Synod, were the spokesmen (at the ban
quet) of their respective bodies. Dr. Fandrey believes that the men 
of the Iowa Synod are better churchgoers than those of some other 
synods, and the need of brotherhood work is not so evident. Dr. Rein 
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. Gullixson 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. Gullixson has learned that 
for some provincial Lutherans it is easier to cross over the line intI) 
wme 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. Rein 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 Ohurch Herald, "he
[Dr. Rein] 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. Ris address (printed in the Lutheran 
Ohurch 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 



Theological Observer. - .Ritd)Hd)~8eitllefd)id)tlid)e~. 143 

()ther 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 Ohurch in America which are in Oolumbus, 0., 
.and vicinity was held recently in the Oentral High School Audi
torium. . " The service was in charge of the following pastors: 
R. E. Golladay, D. D., Grace Ohurch (Joint Synod); Rev. O. A. 
Robertson, Indianola Ohurch; Rev. H. E. Haas, Hilltop Ohurch; 
Rev. Lewis P. Speaker, First Ohurch. Excellent music was furnished 
by the choir of ninety voices under the direction of Rev. Ellis E. 
Snyder of Oapital 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 
.church) 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: "Ohurch-fellowship, 
that is, mutual recognition of Ohristians as brethren of the faith and 
-their cooperation in church activities, presupposes, according to God's 
Word and our Oonfessions, 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 
.ago, Dr. John Roach Straton, pastor of Oalvary Baptist Ohurch 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 Scriptures. A. 

~edifeitunll 9leuef ~eftamente in 2ateinifdi·~merifa. ~r ,,~rieben£!~ 
tote" f~eibt: ,,~ie un£! au£! IDle~ifo beri~et tvirb, beabfid)tigt man in 
begug auf biefe£l 2anb bie ~etbreitung bon nid}t toeniger aI£l 250,000 ~euen 
:teftamenten. P. ~abi£l, ber im borigen IDlai IDle~ifo bereifte, lOBt fid} biefe 
'~ufgabe befonber£! angeIegen fein, nad}bem er bereit£l in friiijeren ~aijren 
.(iijnIid} fUr bie lBibeIberbreitung in ~ina unb ~orea getoirft ijat. @legen~ 
'lDiirtig befinbet er fid} in (§nglanb unb ma~ aud} bod @5timmung fUr ba£! 
~e~ifo gugebad}te Unterneijmen. ~e ~auptarbeit foll im ~aijre 1930 au£!~ 
-gefUijrt toerben, unb bie ebangeHfd}en ~rbeiter in IDle~ifo beaeid}nen fie aT£! 
-(in m!etf bon gona befonbetet l8ebeutung fUt bo~ 2anb." ~ie )8ewteitung 
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bet: faibeI in allen 2iinbem bet: WeIt, wie wit: fie qeutautage bot: \Ilugen 
qaben, geqiiri mit au bem 6egen, ben bie mefo:rmation, ~efonbet:e b~ 
qelbenmiitige 8eugn~ bet: 2utqet:anet: au ~u~bu:rg bOt: biet:qunberi ~aqt:en, 
bet: !lBeIt gebt:ad)t qat. ~ud) ba:ran wollen wit: benfen, wenn wit: biefe~ ~aqr 
ba~ biet:qunberijiiqdge ~ubiliium bet: ~u~ut:gifd)en Slonfeffion feiem. 

~. 51:'. IDl. 
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 Science, is. 
unscriptural 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'; 'I AM is man's self-identity.~ 

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

Since the Unity School of Christianity, as we understand, regu
larly broadcasts its "services" and thus preaches its errors to thou
sanp-s; 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 en~erprise." 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: '8) U nitarianism lead~ 
to sterility of propagating power; b) Religious Moeralism has yet to 
reveal the dynamic passion which missionary ministry 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 Ohristianity, disavow the precious Gospel-message that 
Jesus Ohrist 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 Ohristian Ohurch should send missionaries to the heathen 
countries. If the question of missionary pursuits is merely one of 
making "better men," then, indeed, the Ohristian Ohurch 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 Ohicago 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 Ooncept 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 Ohurch 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 
Scriptural position. The writer is Dr. E. D. Warfield, president of the 
Wilson College for Women at Chambersburg, Pa. He plac.es himself 
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on 1 Cor.H, 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 1 Tim. 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 thiE! interpretation, but 
it evidently does violence to the Greek term (teknogonia). 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 Dorcas, 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 Watch
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 subscribers for his periodical for car(r 
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; c) 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 



Theological Observer. - Ritct li(Nleitllefctictmcte~. 147 

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 Ohurch. 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 criterion of 
orthodoxy in Baptist circles. The Fundamentalists regard it as abso
lutely necessary, whereas the Modernists look upon it as an adiaph
orono But be that as it may, we certainly agree with the l/1st 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. 

II. l.ugltmb. 
~ie ~Ofijeit nntitelioiafet ~ropnonnbn. !!Bie bie "W. @:. 2. ~. II mit~ 

teiIt, ljat bet ~teibenfet Dr. @:. !!Bengtaf 1m ,,~euen !!Bienet ~ournaI" an 
leitenbet 6telle ein mutige~ !!Bod gegen bie antiteIigiiif e ~topaganba ge~ 
ridjtet. @:t fdjtewt: ,,~ebe antiteIigiiife ~topaganba fdjeint mit ein f8et~ 
btedjen. ~idjt ag ob idj iljte ftiminelle f8etfolgung lViinfdjte - gelVin 
nidjt -, abet idj finbe fie unfittIidj unb betabfdjeuung~lViitbig. ~idjt au~ 
@lrauben~eifet - bet Hegt mit fern -, fonbern ~ bet einfadjen, in ranget 
2ebewetfaljtung gelVonnenen @:tfenntni~, ban ein teIigiiifet IDlenfdj untet 
fonft gleidjen f8etljiiltniffen gIiidHdjet ift aI~ ein itteHgiiifet. !!Bie oft ljabe 
idj in meinet, allem pofitiben @lfauben abgefeljden ~nbiffetena unb 6fepfi~ 
anbete IDlenfdjen beneibet, benen iljte tiefe !ReIigiofitiit einen feften ~art in 
allen 2eben~ftiitmen gab I 60Idje IDlenfdjen feeHfdj enttvUtaefn ift ein 
fdjiinbHdje~ IDeginnen. . .. IDlit ift alle ~tofeIi)tenmadjetei aUlVibet. Un!) 
bodj begteife idj e~ nodj, ban einet, bet feft iibetaeugt ift, im IDefilil be~ feIig~ 
madjenben @lrauben~ BU fein, baBu audj anbete au befeljren fudjt. @:ine 
~topaganba be~ Ungfauben~ abet begteife idj nidjt. IDlan ljat fein !Redjt, 
einem anbern ba~ fdjiitenbe ()bbadj, unb fei e~ audj nut eine baufiilIige 
~iitte, au neljmcn, lVenn man nidjt fidjet ift, iljm ein beffete~, fdjiinete~ 
~au~ bieten BU lonnen. Whet IDlenfdjen au~ bem etetbten ~eim iljtet 6eeIen 
ljet~auroden, um fie bann in bet !!Bifbni~ bet ~i)potljefen unb pljiIofoplji~ 
fdjen lJrageaeidjen fii~ret!o~ ~eruminen au !affen, ba~ ift tJerbredjerifdjer 



~ataIi6mu6 obet beroted)etifd)et 2eid)±finn." Z5n Mefet ~u6fptad)e oe. 
funbd fid) ba6 maljnenbe @letniffen, ba6 fid) aud) fe16ft nod) oei einem ~tei. 
benfet finbd (bgL !Rom. 2, 15) unb iebem, bet batauf ljod, oeaeugt, ba\3 
~ljriftenbetfoIgungen fo unberniinftig finb, ba\3 fie iljten Utfprung nut im 
t)a13 gegen bie 5llialjtljeit ljaoen (bg!. Z5olj. 17, 14). 5lliode tnie bie ooigen bon 
Dr. 5lliengtaf betbienen e6, ba13 man batauf ad)tet. Z5. St. ro-l. 

Mussolini's Activities Predicted in Revelation 16?-Writing 
in the Presbyterian, Rev. J os. 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. Weare 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 spirit 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 Scripture. 
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. 

ii6er S)eutfdilnnb friiljer unb iellt briidte fid) nad) einem metid)t bet 
~ffoaiierlen ~teffe bet motfd)aftet be6 ~eutfd)en !Reid)6 oei einem in metn 
g)otf aogeljaItenen manfett fo au6: ,,5lliiiljtenb [in ~eutfd)Ianb] in bet 
~etgangenljeit auf bie tein intelIeftuelIe miIbung bet gto13te 5llied geIegt 
tnutbe, ift iett Me (§nttnidIung bet foaiaIen, bet plj~fifd)en unb bet @lefiiljW. 
eigenfd)aften Me t)auptaufgaoe bet (§taieljung." ~iefe memetfung oebatf 
cinet (§infd)tiinfung. @5oIange ba6 beutfd)e ~oIf nod) 2utljet6 ~Ieinen 
~ated)i6mU6 aU6tnenbig Iernte, gIauote unb in Me ~ta6i6 umfette, tnutben 
in bet (§taieljung Me "foaiaIen" (§igenfd)aften teid)Iid) "enttnideIt". ro-lan 
erinnete fid), tneId)e ljetdid)en f 0 a i a I e n <§igenfd)aften 2utljet6 ~Ieinet 
l~ated)i6mU6 fd)on im etften t)auptftiid (,,~on ben 3eljn @leooten") Ieljd 
nnb einfdJiitft: "llBit foUen @ott filtdJten nnb Iiclien, bah toit nnfctm 



Theological Observer. - Rird)lid)~8eitgefd)id)tlid)e~. 149 

Wiidjften an feinem 2eilie leinen 6djaben nodj 2eib tun, fonbem iijm ijeIfen 
unb forbern in allen 2eilie~noten"; femer: "mir follen @ott fiirdjten 
unb He'lien, baf3 ltJir leufdj unb aiidjtig Ielien in moden unb meden unb 
ein jegHdjer fein @emaijI Helie unb eijre"; ferner: "mir follen @ott fiirdjten 
unb Helien, baf3 ltJir unfer~ Wiidjften @elb ober @ut nidjt neijrnen nodj mit 
falfdjer mare ober ,\;lanbel an un~ oringen, fonbem iijm fein @ut unb 
Wagrung geIfen lieffern unb liegiiten"; ferner: "mir follen @ott fiirdjten 
unb Helien, buf3 ItJir unfem Wiidjften nidjt fiilfdjHdj lieIiigen, berraten, 
afterreben ober liofen 2eumunb madjen, fonbem follen iijn entfdjulbigen, 
@ute~ bon iijm reben unb alle~ aum lief ten feijren"; femer: "mir follen 
@ott fiirdjten unb Iielien, baf3 ltJir unferm Wiidjften nidjt mit 2ift nadj 
feinem (§rlie ober ,\;laufe ftegen nodj mit einem 6djein be~ otedjt~ an un~ 
liringen, fonbem iijrn ha~feIlie au fJegarten fiirberIidj unb bienftridj fein"; 
femer: "mir follen @ott fiirdjten unb Iielien, baf3 ItJir unferm Wiidjften 
nidjt fein meiD, @efinbe ober !Bieij alifpannen, alihringen ober aliltJenbig 
madjen, fonbem biefeIlien anijarten, haf3 fie lileilien unb tun, 1tJ~ fie fdjulbig 
finb." maijrIidj, ein ijerrIidjer Unterridjt iilier bie "foaialen" !Berijiirtniffe, 
ben hue beutfdje !Boll fdjon "in ber !Bergangenijeit" im erften ,\;lauptftiiif 
be~ ~Ieinen ~atedji~~ 2utijer~ geijalit ijat I g:erner: ~uf bie ItJidjtige 
g:rage, ltJoger bie ~aft !ommen tonne, foaiaI fotteft au I eli e n (ltJenn 
b~ otefurtat audj ginter bem .BieI auriiCflileilit), antItJodet 2utijer im 
altJeiten unb britten ,\;lauptftiiif be~ ~atedji~m~, bie bom djriftridjen @Iau~ 
lien unb bom @eliet ijanbeln. SDaijer ijalien audj borige~ ~agr (1929) IDUinner 
aue allen !Beruf~ftiinben SDeutfdjlanb~ iijr !Boll au 2utijer~ ~Ieinem ~edj~~ 
mu~ auriiCfgerufen aI~ au einem !Budj, b~ nidjt nur bie ,,6eIigfeitefrage", 
fonbem audj bie "foaiale g:rage" Wf±. g:. ~. 

iUier bie lut~erlflfJe ~irlfJe in ~ortuegen fdjreilit ~bar melle, ~aftor 
ber Iutijerifdjen 6t. ~eter~firdje in ()~Io, WorltJegen: "mie in allen anbem 
Iutijerifdjen 2iinbem, fo ijat bie Iutijerifdje ~rdje audj in WorltJegen iijre 
g:einbe. SDa~ finb bomeijmIidj ber otationaI~~ unb ~tijeiem~, bie in 
WorltJegen allerbing~ immer ftiirfer ltJerben. SDiefe lieiben finb gefiiijrIidje 
g:einbe; alier ltJir trauen @ott au, baf3 er nodj immer eine fefte !Burg, 
,ein' gute meijr' unb maffen' ift." SDiefe~ !Berlrauen ItJirb nidjt aUfdjanben 
ltJerben, ltJenn bie Iutijerifdje .I¥irdje in WorltJegen liei bem reinen (§ban~ 
geIium lileiDt unb, ltJo fie babon aligeltJidjen ift, au bem reinen (§bangeIium 
auriiCffeijrl. - ftlier bie ~~lireitung ber riimifdjen ~rdje in WorltJegen 
lieridjtet P. melle: "miiijrenb ber fiinfaig ~agre, in ltJeldjen bie fatijoIifdje 
~rdje berfudjt ijat fidj in WorltJegen feftaufe~en, finb iilier breitaufenb 
.I¥atijoIifen nadj WorltJegen eingeltJanberl. g:oIgIidj, ba 1928 faft biergun~ 
berl ~atijoIifen ltJeniger ltJaren, aI~ eingeltJanberl finb, ijat bie fatijoIifdje 
~rdje in WorltJegen nidjt geltJonnen, fonbem berIoren." ~udj bem ~atijo~ 
Iia~mu~ gegeniilier ltJirb bie Iutijerifdje ~rdje in WorltJegen ben 6ieg lie~ 
ijarten, ltJenn fie liei bem reinen (§bangeIium lileiDt unb, ltJo fie babon ali~ 
geltJidjen ift, aum reinen (§bangeIium auriiCffeijrl. g:. ~. 

~er ~al!ft flag! ii6er anltauernbe flfJlelfJte !8e~anblung feite~ ber 
itaIienifdjen ~reffe. ~~ ber ,,!Batifanftabt" ltJurbe unter bem 3. SDeaemlier 
b.~. gemeIbet: ,,~a.pft ~iu~ ijat fidj in einer ~nfpradje an bie fatijoIifdjen 
~riefter otow feijr fdjarf iilier bie ,\;laltung ber fafdjiftifdjen ~effe ber 
la±ljoIifdjen ~rdje gegenillier au~sefvrodjen foltJie 4>atilOl!t, ban e~ untet 
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ben gegentuiirtigen merljiiItniffen fatljonf~en 8eitungen be~ 2anbe~ immer 
f~tuieriger gema~ tuerbe, fir~Ii~e ~ngeIegenljeiten unb ~ntereffen au oe~ 
flJre~en, iWer ben ~alJft au oeri~en unb fo feine !ne~e na~ bem neuen 
2aieranf~en mertrag au erortern. ~agegen iiunere fi~ bie ~af~ftenlJreffe 
in rlidfi~~Iofefter, unljofIi~fter lilleife lioer bie ~ir~e, fo ban ber ~alJft 
fi~ beranlant gefeljen ljabe, ljiergegen feljr energif~ borftelIig au tuerben." 

~.~ . 
.8u f4liit. ~~ ber "maiifanif~en Stabt" tuurbe unter bem 15. ~e~ 

aember 1929 gemeIbet: ,,~ie SengflJre~g bon 136 oritif~en ~rieftern 
unb failjolif~en 2aien, bie tuegen iljre~ @Iaube~ in ben ~aljren atuif~en 
1594 unb 1679 ljingeri~tet tuurben, tuutbe ljier ljeute oei einem ~o~amt 
im St. ~eter~~~om bolIaogen. SlarbinaI )Bourne unb eine grone 8aljI 
engIif~er ~iIger, bie bom ~eraog bon lnorfoIf gefUljrt tuurben, tuoljnten 
ber 8eremonie oei." lillir oringen biefe IDleIbung lioer bie "SengflJre~ng" 
unter ber itlJerf~ift ,,8u flJiit", tueiI iWer bie SeIigfeit ber 136 oritif~en 
~riefter unb 2aien f~on oei iljrem )tobe entf~ieben tuar. ~~ tuiffen tuir 
~ .ber S~rift, tueI~e Ieljrt: "liller an iljn [ben Soljn @otte~, ben ein~ 
aigen IDlittIer atuif~en @ott unb ben IDlenf~en] gIaubet, ber tuirb ni~ 
geri~et; tuer aber ni~ gIaubet, ber i ft f~on geri~et, benn er gIauOet 
ni~ an ben lnamen be~ eingeoornen Soljne~ @otte~", ~olj. 3, 18. ~erner: 
"Selig finb bie ~oten, bie in bem ~(§rrn fteroen, bon nun an", Offenb. 
14, 13. lioer ben romif~en Unfug ber "SeIigflJre~ung" unb ,,~emg~ 
flJre~ung" finbet fi~ eine ~arIegung in ,,2eljre nub lilleljre", ~aljrg. 71, 
313 ff. ~.~. 

(fine 9legetUniuerfitiit in ~frif4. ~~ ber ,,~ljiIabellJljia~@aaette" 
teiIen tuir foIgenbe~ mit: "lilliiljrenb bie lneger in ben mereinigien Staaten 
Iiingft iljre eigene Uniberfitiit oef*n, mnnten fi~ iljre !naffengenoffen in 
ber afrifanif~en ~eimat oi~ljer oljne eine foI~e oeljelfen. ~em IDlangeI 
ift unliingft abgeljolfen tuorben; in SlomlJaia, ber ~aUlJtftabt be~ englif~en 
Uganba, tuutbe bie erfte afrifanif~, ~f~IienIi~ fUr S~tuarae oeftimmte 
Uniberfitiit eroffnet. ~a eingeborne ~ofefforen no~ ni~t aut merfiigung 
fteljen, ljat man fi~ einfttueiIen engIif~e 2eljrer ljolen mliffen.. ~ie mor~ 
Iefungen erftreaen fi~ auf IDlebiain, ~ierljeiIfunbe, ~aneifunbe, ~ljiIoIogie, 
~eoIogie unb 2anbtuirtf~aft; fie erfoIgen in ber ~fualjeIiflJra~e, bie in 
gana IDlitteIafrifa berftanben tuirb. ~m erften Semefter ljaben fi~ oereit~ 
iWer breiljunbert f~tuarae IDlufenfoljne immairifuIieren Iaffen. SolIte biefer 
erfte merfu~ erfoIgreidj fein. fo biirften oalb au~ in anbern ~eiIen ~ftif~ 
lnegerljo~f~ulen eingeri~et tuerben." ~. ~. 

~rage: "lillo fteljen bie lillorte bon 2utljer, bie in ,[ljriftIi~e ~ogmatif' 
III, 525 aitiert finb unb fo Iauten: ,lilleber ift ber ~alJft ljoljer a~ bie 
)Bif~ofe, no~ ift ber )Bif~of ljoljer aI~ bie ~re~Ol)ter na~ gottIi~em !ne~', 
,Nee papa est episeopis, nee episcopus est superior presbyteris'g" ~iefe 

lillorte fteljen Opp. v. a. Erl. III, 384, in~ ~eutf~e lioerfe4}t St. 2. XVIII, 
819. ~ie lillorte finben fi~ am S~Iun bon 2utljer~ (§rIiiuterung iWer 
feine bteiae~nte xtjefe "mon ber @etooIt be~ ~alJfte~". ~ie xtjefe (§a~ 




