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fuehren, — Luther. 1 Cor, 14, 8.
Published for the o

Ev. Luth. Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and Other States
CONCORDIA PUBLISHING HOUSE, St. Louis, Mo.




216 Theological Observer. — fird)lid)-Beitgefdhichtliches.

3.

Xrdifdhed Brot erhalt dies leibliche Reben und felbft dad nur eine
Beitlang, B.49.58. Mbgen Menjden nod fo groge Vorrdte irdifdhen
Brots haben, dbamit fonnen fie ficdh nidht bom Tode erretten, ebenjoivenig
toie burd) bie Weisheit und Klugheit diefer Welt, auf die {o biele ihr
LBertrauen fepen. Sie milffen dod) zeitlich jtexrben und, wenn fie fein
andered Vrot Haben, eivig verberben. Nur ein KLebensdbrot gibt e3,
Chriftum. Nur durd) bad Cifen Ddiefes Broted erlangt man eiviges
Reben, B.53.50.51a.57. Durd) JCfum fomumen fvir in Wahrheit
gum Reben, gum geiftlichen Leben Hier auf Erden. Ein Leben mit gutem
Gefifjen — fwie fann man da died irdifdhe Reben, die von Goit dar-
gereichten Giiter und Sdjabe diefes RQebend fo gang anderd geniefen,
fvie gang anderd Leben! Wie fwird da durd JFEfum, der unfer eigen
ift, aud) unfer ganger Lebensiwandel umgejtaltet, {o dap fwir nidht mehr
im Dienjt der Siinde vergeblich leben, fondern auf Gottes Wegen fvan=
deln, unfern Glauben in guten Werfen erfveifen. Wenn wir aud) {Gliek-
lich bon ber Crde, aus diefem Reben {deiden mitffen, er wird uns auf-
eriweden zum eiwigen Reben, B. 54. Lied 194, 8. F. N
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I Amerika,

Aus der Synode. JIm Atlantic Bulletin lefen fvir aug der Feber des
Diftrittaprafes Birner: ,Seien fie [die Vefenner bon Yugsburg 1530] uns
LBorbilder! Wit leben in einer Beit, da das teure Gottedwort vielfady gering-
geacdjtet wird. Und meil man dad Wort Gottesd gering{dhast, {o ift aud) das
Befenninis, die Lefre, vielfad) wohlfeil getvorden in der jogenannten drift=
lidgen Rircdge. Nidht Lebre, nidht Dogma, Yeifst ed vielerorts, fonbern drift-
liches Reben fei die Parole. Demgegeniiber fwollen wir fefthalten, daf Gottes
Wort, die Rehre, obenanftehen muf und alled driftliche Leben nur auf dem
gottlidgen Worte, ald auf feiner Grumbdlage, beruht. Nur wo da3 Wort
©ottesd lauter und rein gelehrt fwird, fwerden fvir aud) Yeilig ald die Rinder
®otted danad) leben Idnmen. Soldes Beugnid erfvedt Wiberfpruch bet
Denen, denen am reinen Gottedivort fwenig gelegen ift. @oif fei mit un3
foie mit unfern ,Vatern’ und {Genfe unsd Glaubensfreudigfeit und Jeugen-
mut tm Befennen unfers allerfheiligiten driftlichen Glaubens, wie er in Der
aud bem gottlidhen Wort gefdhopften Augsburgifden Konfeffion zum Yus=
brud fommt! ... Daf died gefjehe, ftellt Anforderungen an uns, fordert
Opfer an Beit, Krdften und irdifem BVermbgen. Selen wir mit Freuden
bereit, bem HErrn dbavon gu geben, damit fein Reid) fonmme und fein Wille
gefdhehel Befeelt uns jo der Geift der ,Vater!, fo toird dag Jubilaumsjahr
1930 ein reidjgefegrieted fwerden, ein Jahr, in fweldem man nidt nur in
einem befonberen Feftgotteddienjt einer Grofiat im Reide Gotted gedenit,
jonbern in fweldemt fortlaufend der Segen Gotted fid) itber uns, unfere Ge=
meinden, unfere Shnode ergieBen wird.” F. L.
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A. Request by Synod’s Catechism Committee. — At the synodical
convention at River Forest last year the English District had called the
attention of Synod to the desirability of the publication of a revised synod-
ical catechism or amn entirely new exposition of Dr. Martin Luther’s Small
Catechism. On recommendation of the committee to which this memorial
had been assigned, Synod passed the following resolutions: 1. Resolved,
That Synod instruct its Ven. President to appoint a committee of eleven
which is to make a thorough study of our Schwan Catechism with a view
to its eventual revision as well as the grading of the catechism material;
and be it furthermore 2. Resolved, That the committee ask for, and comn-
gider, suggestions with regard to this work and submit its findings, to-
gether with the proposed draft, to all pastors’ and teachers’ conferences and
eventually to the 35th synodical convention, This committee has been ap-
pointed by President Pfotenhauer and consists of the following men: Prof.
R. C. Neitzel, Prof. E. Koehler, Prof. A. Keinath, Pastors W. H. Luke,
E. Hoelter, E. F. Haertel, H. J. Bouman, School Superintendents A. C. Stell-
horn, W. N. Nickel, O. E. Schroeter, and the undersigned as chairman.
The committee met for the first time on January 6 at River Forest Semi-
nary. A number of preliminary questions were disposed of, such as the
exact scope of the work, the manner in which the work should be carried
out, ete. While all the members of the committee are held to study the
entire catechism with a view to an eventual revision and grading, each
member was assigned a portion of the catechism for special study and con-
sideration. In later meetings the suggestions of these members and all
other suggestions received from other sources will be carefully considered
by the entire committee. We hope to be able to submit a tentative draft
to the various conferences at a date sufficiently early to give them ample
time for a careful study of the proposed draft and for sending in their
suggestions to the committee, and still to enable the committee to submit
the final draft to Synod at its mext convention in 1933.

Synod has required its committee to ask for suggestioms in this im-
portant matter, undoubtedly actuated by the confident expectation of
Synod-wide interest in its Catechism. This notice is being written chiefly
for the purpose of arousing such interest and soliciting Synod-wide co-
operation and support. The committee asks all members of Symod, espe-
cially all pastors and teachers, individually and in conference assembled,
to give us their whole-hearted assistance. Above all, we ask you, dear
brethren, to remember this committee in your prayers, invoking with us
the blessing of our Father in heaven upon this important work. At the
same time the committee hopes that all members of Synod will show their
interest by semding their suggestions to the chairman and sending them
at as early a date as possible. We ask you to give us your candid views
in the matter. Tell us whether in your opinion the catechism should re-
main unchanged or, if it is to be revised, according to which viewpoints, to
what extent, etc., a revision is desirable, naming changes, additions, etec.,
which you feel ought to be made. Kindly also express your opinion as to
the grading of the catechism material, its necessity, its nature, scope, ete.
The more outspoken Synod’s members will be, the better will the com-
mittee be able to serve the best interests of Synod. Every suggestion will
be thankfully received and duly considered by the individual members and
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the committee as a whole. Send your suggestions to the chairman, Prof. Th.
Laetsch, 6529 Clayton Ave., St. Louis, Mo.

We are sure that the committee will not be disappointed in its hope
and expectation of Synod-wide cordial cooperation: TH. LAETSCH.

Aus dem theolngifdien Seminar unferer SdHiwefteriynode von Wis-
confin Deridytet bag ,Gemeinbdeblatt”: ,Am zweiten Wbventdjonntag [1929]
tourbe P. M. Lehninger von Plymouth, Nebr., zum Profefjor an unferm
Seminar in Thiensville, Wis., berufen, in einem feierliden Gottesdienit,
ber in ber Sapelle unferd neuen Seminard ftatifand, in fein Amt eingefithrt.
Prof. A. Pieper Hielt die Haupirede, in der er in Harer und naddridlider
Weife fidh) iiber basd in unferm Seminar befolgte theologifdhe Studium bver-
breitete. €r fagte efiva folgended: Das theologijhe Studium barf nur
eine Quelle anerfennen, namlid) die Heilige Sdrift. €3 muf genau
jein, inbem e8 jeben in Der Sdjrift vorgelegten Gegenftand fo bejdreibt, o
pon allen anbern in ber Sdrift borgelegten Gegenftanden unterideidet,
begrenst, ie die SHrift das tut. Wie die Sdrift alle Saden fein aus-
einanderfalt, um aller Unflarheit vorzubeugen und eine fHare Erienninis
3u fdaffen, jo mup aud das theologifhe Stubium fein. Dad theologifde
Studtum mup aber aud) umfaifend fein; e3 mup alfe Refhren, die
die Sdrift vorlegt, treiben, nidht etliche beadten und anbere unbeadhtet
laffen. Ferner mup bad theologijdie Studium redht ordnend fein,
indem e3 die in der Sdrift borgelegten Lefren fo ordnet, ihnen die Stellung
gibt und fie in ein foles BVerhdlinis gueinander febt, tvie die Schrift das
jelbit tut. €Endlid mup das theologijde Stubium befdHeiben, bemiitig
jein. Jn dber Sdrift hat Gott un3 fo biel offenbart, wie u unjerer Selig-
Teit nijtig ift, aber nidt alled, was Gott felbit weif. Dedhalb Hleiben uns
mande Sdritte in den Wegen Gotted unerfldrt und darum dunfel. Hier
muB das theologiffe Stubium Bejdeidenfeit und Demut iben und fidh
nidt permeffen foollen, Dinge zu erflaren, in Cinflang miteinander zu
bringen, die ®oft uns nidht offenbart Hat. Dasd theologijhe Studtum mup
fih an dem, wa3 bda ift, geniigen laffen und bon dem, wasd e8 erfennen
fonnte und erfannt Hat, befennen: €3 iff wohl Wfilid, aber dodh) Stiidivert;
bag Bollformene fverden wwir oben erlangen. Das theologifde Studium,
toie oben Dbefdjrieben, ift fo widtig und nitig, dak e3 dburd) fein anberes
erfebt werden fann. Der erfte SPHritt sum twahren inmeren Chriftentum
ift die €rienntnis. Glaube, Liebe, Hoffnung, Friede und alled, was
nod) zum mwahren CYriftentum gehiren mag, Hangen an der Crfenntnis
und fdnnen nidt ofne diefe jein. Sollen aber Glaube, Liebe ufmw.
redhter Urt, wert, feilfam, wirfjam fein, fo mup aud) die Erfenninisd eine
flare fein. ©oll fie getirft iwerden, {o milffen die, bie dbazu berufen jind,
jie felbft ‘Haben; bdenn feiner, der felbft nicht ¥ar ift, fann andern etivas
Marmaden. Sollen die, {o berufen find, andbern eine Hare Sdrifferfennt-
ni8 zu geben, felbft flar fein, fo miiffen fie dDazu ausdgebildet werden. So ijt
bad unter ung geiibte theologiihe Studium unerlaglidg. — Die Ginfithrung
P. Rehningersd in feinen neuen Beruf vollzog P. §. Brenner, BVorfiber des
Bervaltungdratd unfers Seminars. Hierauf Hielt Prof. Lehninger eine
Anipradhe, in Der er in gewinnender Weife Detonte, dag er fih ber Gridpe
der ihm nun aufgetragenen Arbeit wohl betwupt fei, deshald aber nidt ver-
zage, tweil er getwify fei, der HErr twerbe thm beiftehen. BVom Studentendhor
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mwurde ein Lied vorgetragen. Alle, die antvefend ivaren, mwerden darin
itbereinftimmen, dag e3 ein Genuf ift, dem Gejang unfers Stubentendjorsd
au loujden. Die Fakultdt unfers Seminars ift nun twieder vollzahlig. Der
HCxr fegne und bebiite fiel” ) F. 8.

Das veligidfe Gefidht der Bereinigten Stanten. Nad) einem Beridt
in ,©pd.“, ben der ,Upologete” bringt, joll fi§ Furzeit im ,religitien Ge-
fidgt Der Bereinigten Staaten” eine Hodft bemerfensiwerte Wandlung voll-
ziehen, Der Shreiber bemertt: ,Man pflegt e in Deutidland als ein
fennzeiden ded amerifanifhen Kirgentums angufehen, daf hier die praf-
tijfe Seite bed Clhriftentums, oft in Geftalt einer vielgeiddftigen fozialen
Betriebfamleit, ini BVorbergrund flehe und die rein religisfe Aufgabe zu
verbunfeln drofe. Und oft hat man damit — nifhl immer mit Redt —
eine abjdabige Beurteihung amerifanifer Frommigleit verbunbden. Gleid-
twohl Yiegt ein Deredjtigter fadhlicher Sern der geiibten Kritif ziweifellod
zugrunbe, Nunmelhr Derichlet ein griindlider Senner desd amerifanifden
Rirdentums, Sir Henrh Cubn, in der lepten Nummer der angefehenen Jeit-
frift Review of Churches pon einer Hodhft bemerfensdiverten Wanblung, die
fih aurgeit im religitfen ®efichi dber Bereinigien Staaten vollziehe, Man
fet heute miibe, joziale oder politifde Probleme zu behandeln, und verlange
pielmehr nad) einer Kliarung der grundlegenden religitfen Wahrheiten. Dad
fei bie @Einftellung befonders ber Jugend in den Scdulen und Univerfitdten;
bod) aud) die Minner und Frauen der dlteren Generation, die die Grift-
liden Gemeinden verantivortlid) leiteten, dringen auf Behandlung der Yebten
Rebensdfragen. Sie feien der Gejdhafts- und Finangberidhte miide, mit denen
man fie iiberhiuft habe. &3 beftebe ein ftarfes BVerlangen, zu den Grund-
Tagen de3 driftliden Glaubens guriidzufehren. Und bie SNirden miilien
biefer neuen Rage Rednung tragen.” Ridtig an diefem Beridht ift, dak
man Biergulande die gdanglide BVerfagung ded ,fozialen Evangeliums” er-
fagrt, a8 man faft gang allgemein an ©Stelle de3 Evangeliums von Chrifto
gefeist hat, wenigftens in den Kreifen der reformierien Rirden. Das foziale
Eoangelium Hat feine Rraft, die Penjden an guten Werlen reid) zu madjen,
eben teil e3 nidt Chriftum predigl, bdie einzige Duelle alled wahrhaft
Guten, BWo aber per Glaube an Chriftum fehlt, da fehlt aud) die aus dem
Glauben Bervorwadfende Liebe, die i) im Gutedtun eriveift. Wer fidh
baber mit bem ,fogialen Epangelium” befalit, madt Banlroit und mug
Banfrott maden. An dem Veridt ift aber nidht wabr, daf fidh Hiersulande
ein ftacfe3 Verlangen finde, ,3u den Grumdlagen bed driftliden Glaubens
guriidgufehren”. Man dringt allerdingd auf Vehandblung ,der leblen
RLebensfragen”, aber nidht im Sinne der SPrift, jondern im Sinme ber-
felben blinden BVernunft, die §id) vorhin mit dem fozialen Ebangelium breits
madte. Dasd hat dad Foderalfonzil Har betwiefen, indem 3 Rationaliften
toie Cadbman, Foddid u. a. in Ymt und Wiirden gefelst hat. J. T. M,

The U. L. C. and the Federal Council. — By virtue of the “con-
sultative” relation obtaining between the United Lutheran Church and the
Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America the Lutheran (Octo-
ber 31, 1929) feels free to publish and disseminate among its readers a com-
munication from the Commission on Evangelism to this effect: “At the
meeting of the Commission on Evangelism of the Federal Council, together
with the denominational secretaries of evangelism, who are members of
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the commission, . . . a program for the coming months was unanimously
adopted, culminating in the commemoration of the anniversary of Petecost
from Easter, April 20, 1930, to Whitsunday, June 8. . . . On Tuesday,
December 38, in Zion Lutheran Church, Harrisburg, Pa., the annual meeting
of the Pennsylvania Council of Churches will be held. Later on, Monday
and Tuesday, January 27 and 28, 1930, the Pastors’ State Convention will
be in session at Grace Methodist Church, Harrisburg. . . . Throughout
the State a fine spirit of cooperation is prevailing, and every word received
from the headquarters of the different denominations has been encourag-
ing.” The U. L. C. is not ready fully to cooperate with the Federal Council.
The Lutheran declared on December 13, 1928: “The Lutheran Church holds
to the conviction that there is a fundamental difference between us and the
group of denominations for which Calvin and Arminius are the sources of
interpreting the New Testament and constituting the Church on earth. . . .
A clear distinction appears not only in the definition of the means of grace,
that is, in the recognition of the Word and the Sacraments as our Lord’s
instrument to generate and continue His kingdom on earth, but also in
a distrust of methods of changing the beliefs and acts of men by pressure
from authority, by State-enacted laws and by compulsory efforts.” There-
fore “the present connection of the United Lutheran Church with the
Federal Council is ‘consultative’ and not organic.” And “the Council in
our judgment undertakes to function in spheres for which we deem it
lacking in authority. Into those spheres we are not free to go along.” So
the U. L. C. will not and cannot establish organic relations with the
Council. But the Lutheran hastens to add: “This partial membership is
not indicative of hostility to an idea of interdenominational cooperation.”
Its refusal to unite with Reformed bodies does not include the refusal to
unite with them in inaugurating a nation-wide celebration of Pentecost and
a joint celebration wherever feasible. There is nothing in the communica-
tion published October 31, 1929, tending to forestall such an extension of
the cooperation. The Lutheran does not tell its readers that Lutherans and
Reformed may, according to the principles of the U.L. C., join in preparing
such a celebration, but must not join in the celebration itself. Will Zion
Lutheran Church of Harrisburg, after opening its doors to the Reformed
preachers planning a celebration, close its pulpit to these same men desir-
ing to speak at the celebration itself? And what would happen if, in
designating men as available preachers, the Commission on Evangelism
should, as is fit and proper, designate the president of the Council, Bishop
McConnell? Bishop McConnell does not only deny the means of grace,
but is an out-and-out Modernist. Zion Lutheran Church would hardly in-
vite him into its pulpit. Even Reformed circles refused to do so. Then
why sustain any kind of relation with a body submitting to the leadership
of such a man? E

] Die fumenifde Bedeutung der dentiden Spradie. Die A € 2. K.
jdreibt: ,liber bie Gfumenifdje Bebeutung ber bdeutfden Sprade und
peutfdier Theologie {prad) jimgjt in Verlin der befannte D. Wbolf RKeller
in pertrautem Rreife. Er beridjtete itber eine Reife, bie er gerade durd)
Sdtweden, Finnland, die baltiffen Staaten und Polen gemadt YHatte, Er
fvied babei auf den ftarfen €influp der beutfden Sprade und Wiffenjdaft
§in, ben er in ben nordijden und baltifden Leindern gefunbden Habe., Jeber-
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mann, in8bejonbere ver etiwasd mit der Theologie zu tun Habe, Tonne Deutid,
Tefe bie deutidjen wiffenj@aftliden Bitder und fei vertraut mit den deutfden
theologijdien Problemen.” difhnlides fonnte der Berliner Univerfitdtspro-
feffor Dr. Ridhter von einem Bejud) in den BVereinigten Staaten von Nord-
amerifa Dberidhten: ,BWahrend in dben Jabhren 1924-25 aud) in Yrdliden
und wiffenfdaftliden Kreifen Nordameritasd nod) eine Spannung Deut{d=
Tand gegeniiber zu verfpiiren toax, legten in diefem Jahre die amerifanifden
Theologieprofefforen, mit denen der Redner zujammentam, Wert darauf,
au verfidern, daf fie mindeftensd cbenfo bviele deut{de Bitder lefen ald
englifde.” Wir ziveifeln etivad baran, ob die lebte Ausfage voll und gang
auf Wabrheit beruht. Jmmerhin bdiirfen vir aber nidht den Wert der
deutfden Spradhe fiir die Theologie aud) in unfern Kreifen verfennen. Und
babei Denfen ivir vor allem an die theologifde LQiteratur, die und Goit in
Der eigenen Shnode gejdentt Hat. R

Der ginslidhe RNiedergang bder Evangeliffen Shnode von Nord-
amerifa, Die Evangelifde Shnode von Norbamerifa Hat im O¥ober vorigen
Qafhres gelegentlidy ihrer Generalfonferens in Rodefter, N. §., den Antrag
gur Bereinigung mit der Reformierten Kirdje in den Vereinigten Staaten
und der Rirdje der Vereinigten Britder in Chrifto faft einftimmig ange-
nommen. {n ben beiben lebigenannten Krperidhaften fvar die BVereinigung
bereitd in fritheren Ronferengen genefmigt iworben. o bleibt jept nur
nod) die Yusdgleidung minderividhtiger Angelegenheiten iibrig, um die BVer=
einiqung ber brei Gemeinfdaften guftande zu bringen. Das bebeutet bie
bvollige Lodjagung der Evangelijden Rirdje bom Luthertum und den volligen
fibergang gum reformierten Sdivarmgeifterium. Bei einer jolden Ber-
jeudung durd) Unionidmusd und Sdmwarmerei ift e3 nidt zu vertoundern,
bap fid) der Modbernidmus unter den Evangelijen immer iveiter verbreitet.

Reidlih verbienter Spott ither eine ,nene Religion”, Jn einer
©t. Qouifer politifden Beitung beridhtet jemand, baf fidh in New YPort eine
neue Religionggefeljdaft unter dbem Namen ,Erite Jumaniftijde Sefellfdaft
von MNetw York“ gebilbet Habe, Die neue Gefellihaft wird niher o befdrie-
ben: ,Sie ift up to date. Sie Hat big jebt 106 Glieder. &3 gibt feinen
Gott, feinen Himmel, feine Siinde, feine Crlifung, fein Gebet in der neuen
Religion. Sie ift beftimmt fitr joldje Qeute, ,die {id) zu gar feiner Rirde
Palten‘. ... &3 ift bod) jonderbar, von Religion zu reben, ohne der ,Simbde
Crivdfnung zu tun, Uber die Sinbde gu ignorieren, ift eine der Gigentiim-
lidgfeiten unfjerer Tage. P. Dr. Shelton, ber an der SpiBe Hed National
Bible Institute jtefht, madt die Bemerfung, daf er in 41 New Porfer Pre-
bigten nur einmal bdad Wort ,Siinbe’ gefunden Habe,” — Wir glauben
nidt, dak e3 in anbern Stadten wefentlid) anders fteht. Der Unitaridmus,
ber Teine Giinde und feinen Born Gotted iiber die Siinde im Sinne der
Heiligen Sdrift fennt und deshalb aud) bie satisfactio Christi vicaria al
unnstig abfveift und verfpottet, ift weithin die Herrjdende Religion im Lanbe
gefporden.  Aud ift ed nidht iberflitffig, wenn wir ung baran erinnern, daf
aud) in unferm Fleijde nod) eine Baghaftigleit i) meldet in bezug auf bdie
offentlidhe und fonderlidge Verhindigung, bah der Siinbe Sold bie evige
BVerbammmnis ift. Diefer Sdhwadfeit formmt die Mahnung Hefek. 8, 17—19
gu Dilfe: ,Du Wenjdentind, i Habe didh) gum Wadter gefelst itber dad
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Haud Jsrael. Du {ollit aud meinem Munde dad Wort Horen und fie bon
meinetivegen warnen. Wenn id) dem Gotilofen fage: Du mupt Hed Todesd
ftetben, und du twarneft ihn nidht und fagft e8 ihm nidht, damit fidh der
Gottloje bor jeinem gottlojen Wefen Gitte, auf baf er lebendig bleibe, {o
wird der Gottlofe um feiner Siinde willen fterben, aber fein Bht will idy
pon deiner Hand fordern, Wo du aber den Gottlofen warmeft und er jid
nidt befefret bon feinem gottlofen Wefen und Wege, jo wird exr um feiner
Giinde illen fterben, aber du Hajt deine Seele errettet.” Walther fagt
in jeiner Paftorale, ©. 83: ,So nitig die Anmwendung Hed Wortes Eottes
aur Beftrafung der faliden Lehre ijt, ebenfo notig ift die Univendung desd-
jelben aud) gur Beftrafung der Siinden oder der epanorthotifhe Ge-
braudg ded Wortes Gotted. Hierbon fdhreibt Quiher in feiner Vorrede zur
Rirdenpoftille vom Jahre 1543: ,Weldjer Pfarrherr oder Prebiger nid
ftrafet bie Siinde, ber mup mit fremden Siinden gum Teufel fahren, wenn
er gleid) feiner eigenen &iinben fHalben, fo ifm bergeben {ind, ein Rind der
Geligleit ift. 3. B

A Right Verdict from a Strange Source. — The Presbyterian re-
ports a three-cornered debate of more than passing interest, the contending
parties being Humanists, Modernists, and Fundamentalists. Dr. Henry
Sloane Coffin, president of Union Theological Seminary and one of the
protagonists in the camp of Modernism, some time ago expressed the view
that Fundamentalists and Modernists should forget their differences and
join hands in combating Humanism. The Fundamentalists did not take
kindly to the invitation, and the Humanists became incensed, saying some
harsh things about the Modernists, which, however, are true. Writing in
the Ohristian Register, a certain William A. Marzolf, himself evidently
one of the so-called Humanists, makes the statement that, “whatever the
religion of the Modernists may be, it is not the Christian religion.” San-
tayana, the famous erstwhile Harvard philosopher and man of letters, is
quoted with approval: “As to Modernism, it is suicide. It is the last of
those concessions to the spirit of the world which half-believers and double-
minded prophets have always been making; but it is a mortal concession,
It concedes everything; for it concedes that everything in Christianity,
as Christians hold it, is an illusion, The Modernists in their hearts are
not Christians, but diametrically opposed to the fundamental faith and
purpose of Christianity.” These worldly-minded men have an acute enough
intellect to perceive that, while the Modernists still cling to the shell of
Christianity, they have given up the kernel. A,

Another State Supreme Court Decision against Bible Reading
in Public Schools. — The State in question is South Dakota, where the
respective opinion was handed down on June 27, 1929. The Commonweal
reports the case which led to the decision as follows: —

“Marvin Finger was a pupil in the public schools of Meade County
during the month of February, 1925, at which time the school board of
Faith School District, the competent authority, directed that the Bible
be read or the Lord’s Prayer recited, withoul sectarian comment, in all
schoolrooms where public school was being conducted. Protest was made
by certain of the Catholic pupils, and for a short period thereafter they
were excused from attendance. Some disarrangement seems to have fol-
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lowed this exemption, whereupon the board instructed the superintendent
to see to it that no child missed either Secripture-reading or the opening
exercises in the morning. That order was enforced, and young Finger
was summarily expelled and informed that he would not be taken back
unless he signed a written apology and promised to ‘willingly and cheer-
fully comply’ with the school board’s regulations. His father sought, by
an action of mandamus, to compel the school board to readmit young
Marvin and thereafter excuse him from attendance at what the father
called religious services. The sought-for relief was denied by the Meade
County Court. On appeal the State Supreme Court, by a three-to-two
vote, reversed this decision, in consequence annulling section 7659 of the
State Code, which provided that the Bible might be read, without sectarian
comment, in the State schools.”

In supporting this verdict, the members of the Supreme Court who
voted for it pointed out that this country was settled by people who wished
to escape persecution for their religious heliefs; that this is manifest from
the guarantees put into the Constitution; that these men were aware
of the dire consequence of State interference with the Church; that the
legitimate function of the public school is to impart secular knowledge;
that the attempt to bave the Bible read in the public schools, even when
all comment is to be omitted, leads to difficulties, since our citizens are
not agreed on the version to be employed, etc. — The reader will find this
instructive article in the Commonweal of November 27, 1929, A,

IT. Ausland.

Fiinfunbdsvanzigidhriged Beftehen bder Femeinde in Habderfleben,
Shledwig. Die ,Jreifivdhe” Deridjtet: ,Die Gemeinde in Hadersdleben
Yonnte am 21. Sonntag nad Trinitatiz [1929] ihr fiinfundawansigiahriges
Rirdoeihjubildum feiexn. Jn dem feitlig gefdmitdten Kirdhlein tourden
3ivei Feftgotiesbienjte gehalten. Am Vormittag predigte Prafed Peterfen
itber Pf. 108, 1—38 in deutjder Sprade, bann P. . Willfomm in danifdher
Spradje iiber 2 Mof. 20, 24. Dant gegen Gott filr die gewdfhrte Gnabe,
paf er fein Reid Gier auf Erden baut dburd) dasd Wort von der BVergebung
Der Giinben, unb die BVitte um feinen ferneren Segen fvar der Grumdion
in diejem Gottesddient. Am Nadmittag verfommelte i die Gemeinde nod
einmal in dem Rirdlein zu einem WMiffionsfeftgottesdienit. - Der fing danifd
an und {glof deutfd. P. Willlomm zeigte an Hand von Jef. 12, ba zum
redten WMiffionsivert Freube nbtig ift und two man biefe Freube Holen
ime, Dann redete Prifes Peterfen von der Notivendigleit der IMiffion
und dem redhten Inhalt ber WMiffionsvertiinbigung. Sein Tert fvar Apoft.
4,12. ®adfte waren gefommen aud Lssning in Fitland und Flensbuxg.
Unjere Gemeinde Hier in Hadersleben ftellt die Verbindbung dar zwifden
Deutfdland und Danemaxt. Gott fegne unjere Arbeit aud) in Danemarf!”

3. B.

Offene Kirden. Der ,L2uth. Herold” beridhtet Hieritbexr ausd einem
beutidhen Wedfelblatt: ,Jn den deutfdhrevangeliffen Gemeinben Polens,
bor allem foveit fie Yutherijhe Tradition Haben, getvinnt die BVetvegung fiir
bie Offenbaltung dbexr Sirden an den Wodentagen an Boden., Die RKirdgen-
follegien der &t. Yohannid= und der St. Matthdigemeinde tn Lodz Haben auf
gablreiche Bitten bon Gemeinbegliedern befdlofien, ihre RKirdgen jeden Tag
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pon 7 Ubhe frith 6i3 12 Uhr mittags gedffnet zu Yalten. Idglid) fommen
®emeindeglieder, die die Rirde aut ftiller Undadht und gum Gebet auffudjen.
Die Neuerung wird daber gu einer ftanbigen Einridiung werben.” Offene
Sirden HYaben aud) unter Proteftanien einen grofen Worteil: {ie laden an
Wodentagen bie Gemeindeglieder ur ,ftillen Andbadt und ,geiftliden
Gammlung”. DaB e8 bei den Chriften der Yeutigen Jeit nidht mefhr Haufig
au foldjen Undadjten fommt, fann man begreifen, fwenn man fid) mur dad
Getvire unjerer aufgeregten Beit mit feiner Haftigen BVielgeidHaftigleit oder
aud) nur die Yeutigen Wohnungsverhiliniffe, befonders in dben Gropftdbdien,
pergegenivdrtigt. Und dod), foll die ,ftille Andadt redyter Art und toirf-
Tid) bon Segen fein, {o miiffen evangelijde Chriften vor allem dbaran benfen,
bap e3 ofne Gotied Wort feine redhie Andadjt gibt. Gefen daber eban-
gelijde Chriften an Wodentagen gur ,offenen Rirdge”, {o diicfen fie dies
nidt tun, teil fie bielleicht meinen, baf ihnen Gott dort naher fet alg fonftwo
— bielleidh)t gar nad) romifd eingefteliter Anidmnmg ald ,eudariftifder
Gott” in der Monfirang — ober daf thre Gebete dort wirhungdtraftiger
feien al8 bafeim -— aud) bas ift rémifde Anjdhauung — oder dag die ftille
Anbadt dbarin beftehe, baf man {id in geweihter Gefithlzdufelet ergeht —
bas ift Shmwarmerei —, fonbern fie fonunen, fweil fie bort ungeftdrt ein
Wort Gottes lefen ober ein Gebet, dad auf Gottesd Wort bafiert, fpreden
tonnen. Rurg, die redite Andadt lebt und webt allein in Gotted Wort, wie
aud) uns ebangelijden CYriften die Predigt ded Wortes Gottes die Rirden
redt weiht und Yeiligt. Aud in unfern ameritanijden Lirden forbern unjere
proteftantijfen CYriften bdie ,Offenhaliung der RKirdjen an ben Wodjen-
tagen”; felbft in lutBerifen Kreifen fehlt niht dad Berlangen danad).
~Die Qidyter brenmen, die Orgel {pielt, alled ift fo feierlid).” Sorgen tvir
baber, bak bie ,ftille Anbadit” nidht sur gefithl3feligen Sdwdrmerei twird! .

A New Roman Catholic Translation of the Bible. —?’he Common-
weal (Roman Catholic) informs its readers in two articles, which ap-
peared in consecutive numbers, that a new Catholic version of the Serip-
tures is in the making and that the New Testament part of it has almost
been completed. Several New Testament books of this translation have
been issued in advance to acquaint the public with the venture. The work
is to be called the “Westminster Version of the Seriptures.” As the name
indicates, the headquarters of this enterprise is located in England. In
writing about this version in the two articles mentioned, Father Keating,
of London, one of the staff of translators, tells us something about its
history and its nature and incidentally gives expression to some views
which produce a definite reaction in the Protestant reader. The version
which hitherto has served as the standard Catholic version of the Serip-
tures for English readers, begun in Reims in 1578 and printed in Douay
in 1609—10, is declared to be overliteral and no longer adequate. (As a
curiosity I may point to the translation of the Fourth Petition of the
Lord’s Prayer: “Give us to-day our supersubstantial bread,” which re-
minds us that the Douay version is merely a rendering, and at that not
a very intelligible one, of the Vulgate.) About the middle of the last
century John Henry Newman, known as a master of English, had been
entrusted by Cardinal Wiseman with the task of producing an accurate
rendering of the Latin Vulgate into English, and he had engaged in this
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work, having selected a group of coworkers, when the news came that
Bishop (later Archbishop) Kenrick in America was working at a revision
of the Reims, or Douay, version, whereupon Newman dropped the under-
taking. The Kenrick version appeared, but did not prove popular. The
present attempt started as a private enterprise, but in 1913 received the
endorsement of the English hierarchy. Father Keating is at considerable
pains to make his readers believe that the Roman Catholic Church has
always favored Bible-reading. ‘It was only,” says he, “when at the Refor-
mation an appeal was made to the Scriptures as the sole rule of faith and
when, by the spread of unauthorized vernacular translations, Christians
were invited to judge for themselves what they should believe, that the
Church made striet regulations concerning the use of the Bible by the
faithful, forbidding the issue of translations not approved by herself and
[not] provided with adequate interpretative notes.” What, we ask in
amazement, has become of the learned father’s knowledge of history? Has
he forgotten about, or never heard of, the letter of Pope Gregory VII
written in 1080, addressed to the king of Bohemia, in which the “Holy
Father” vehemently opposed giving the Bible to the people in the ver-
nacular? or the decree of 1229, issued by Pope Gregory IX and the Council
of Toulouse, prohibiting the laity to possess the books of the Old and the
New Testament, permitting the common people to own merely the Psalter,
the Breviary, and the Horae, but by no means in the popular speech?
A long list of similar decrees might here be brought to his attention.
His remark on the respective canon of the Council of Trent is interesting:
“The Tridentine legislation, which restricted the reading of the Scriptures
in the vernacular to those of the faithful whom ecclesiastic authorities
judge likely to profit by it, has long become obsolete, and Pope after Pope
in recent days has urged upon Catholics the advisability of studying the
Bible, so as both to gain a fuller knowledge of their faith and to find fresh
stimulus therein for their devotion.” Here the dogma of papal infallibility
evidently is punctured. Of course, even to-day the Popes do not dare to
give the Scriptures to the people without “‘adequate interpretative notes.”
— The Westminster translation is not based on the Vulgate, but on the
original text. “We thus,” says Father Keating, “get nearer to the minds
of the original writers than if we sought to reach them through 8t. Jerome’s
intellect, powerful and well equipped as it was.” This is an important
admission, Can Father Keating in the face of it defend his adherence to
the decree of the Council of Trent, which invests the Vulgate with higher
authority than the original Hebrew and Greek Scriptures? A

Die rimifdie Propaganda in J8land, Daf Rom jebt fein Augenmert
auf bie fogenannten {fandinavifden [ander ridtet, ift belanut. Wud Jgland
wird jept ieder al3 Miffionsfeld ausgebeutet. So melbete eine Depejde
aud Reyljabi?, I8land, gegen Enbde Hed borigen Jahred nad) einer Witfeilung
im ,€v.-Quth. Gemeindeblatt”: ,Nadbem vor 379 Jahren, im Jahre 1550,
J@land fitr die rdmifde Rirde perlorengegangen war, da in Ddiefem Jahre
binifde Reformer den Bijdof Yslands, Johann Arajon, tdteten, ift Ysland
toieder eine rdmifde Proving mit einem Bifdof, Der zum Bifdof bon
Jsland gemeihte Priefter Deit WMartin WMiillenberg. Bei feiner Weibe
perlad er ein papftlidesd Ebik, worin Piud die Wieberbefepung Jglands
mit einem Bijdof und diefed als eitte Proving unter einem Bijdhof erflart.

15 ;
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Bur felben Beit urde eine Rathedrale, aqud Jement gebaut, eingeiveibt.
Die Einweihung der Kathedrale wurde bon einem fardinal vollzogen, dem
brei Bifhofe und fieben Priefter affiftierten. Der Papft Hatte ein Kruzific
gefandt, bon einem {panifden Kinftler aus Bebernholz gejdnist, und biele
andere Gefdente famen aus allen Weltridjtungen an.” Wie das Blatt
foeiter beridhtet, Yeben auf Jsland ungefdhr 67 SKatholifen, 192 Reformierte
und etiva 99,227 LQuiberaner. ..M.

Something Wrong with Lourdes? — The Catholic theologian and
church historian Professor Franz Xaver v. Funk, of Tuebingen, spoke before
his class of “the Lourdes swindle,” and Dr. E. Aigner, of Munich, who re-
ported this in 1916, also called attention to the fact that not a single
miraculous cure recognized as such by French bishops has received the
papal approbation. But we are at present not concerned with this phase
of the matter. In fact, we know that, if a papal commission thoroughly
investigated the matter, it would find that supernatural cures are effected
at Lourdes. 2 Thess. 2,9 tells how.

Our present intention is to point out that, if the Catholic Common-
weal of November 6, 1929, is right, the Lourdes business is being woefully
migsmanaged. The article on “Lourdes” there says: “An open truck goes
down the street, pushing people up against the fronts of the shops of
religious souvenirs. Laid across it, side by side, are stretchers. It is too
hot to have many blankets. You see a body without legs; you see legs
swollen the size of the body; you see the strange immobility of the heads,
eyes staring wide, eyes closed, in an all-important and absorbing intimacy
with pain. At the cormer the truck breaks through a long procession of
wheeled stretchers brought down from the hospitals by volunteer stretcher-
bearers. . . . In Lourdes to-day there are a thousand incurable cases.
There are ten thousand pilgrims. . . . This ceremony, then, consists in
prayer, immersion in water presumed to have miraculous curative virtue,
and the blessing of all the pilgrims by Him whom Catholics consider the’
Master of all existence. It is obvious that the only element open to dis-
cussion and which always has greatly been discussed, is the human ele-
ment: How does the pilgrim pray, and for what precisely does he pray? ...
The fact, to which enough importance cannot be given, is that the suppli-
cations are a set form, and that form the only one authorized for use at
Lourdes. Apart from this form and hymns the only other prayer employed
at Lourdes is the universal rite of the Catholic Church. What is this
form? The answer to this question is the explanation of Lourdes. The
supplications are in seven sections. They number forty-six. The majority
of them are acts of belief, love, and confidence in God. Sixteen of them
are addressed to the Mother of God and implore her prayers. Six of them,
and only six, are prayers for a bodily cure. All six are taken directly
from the New Testament. All six, spoken by the able-bodied pilgrim, apply
to the cure of the soul. . . . There are only six direct appeals for the
saving of the body. It is divine and human pity that bring the suffering
body to Lourdes. And the Church asks six times that this, perhaps the
most innocent and temporary form of suffering, be averted. But the
deadlier and eternal misery of the soul is its great preoccupation always,
and the prayers at Lourdes, are first of all concerned with that misery. ...”
This point is stressed, too, in the editorial comment on the article: “Yet
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the authorized form of prayers at Lourdes includes only a small proportion
for bodily cure, and these, too, apply equally to cure of the soul.” So,
then, the miraculous healings of Lourdes must be, according to the intent
of the Church, only a minor consideration. But then there is something
wrong with the Lourdes management. What Catholics tell us about
Lourdes creates the impression that the bodily cures are the chief attraction
of Lourdes. They certainly make much of it at Lourdes. An exact record
of the cures is kept. The names of the diseases, the time of the healing,
the number of the cures, are carefully recorded, with proofs and testi-
monials added. The reports of the episcopal commission are published.
Excursions, that is, pilgrimages, are arranged on a grand scale. There is
free transportation for the sick. The preacher beside the grotto has much
to say on the grace and power of the Holy Virgin and the signs and miracles
here performed. The reporter for the Commonweal may have missed it,
but other reporters are impressed with the frequency and fervor of the
cry chanted by the priests and repeated by the multitude: “Lord, heal
our sick!” Perhaps the frequent repetition of this part of the liturgy is
unauthorized. The healing water is bottled and exported to all points of
the globe in great quantities. The apostolic vicar Fenouille in Yun Nan
reported that a few drops of the water sprinkled on the Christian congre-
gation kept the plague away. It is not customary for the Catholic Church
to keep the cures effected at its shrines in the background. A Catholic
priest, for instance, told his home paper in 1893: “Pilgrimages to the
Shrine of St. Anne de Beaupre, 15 miles down the St. Lawrence River from
Quebee, are growing in consequence. There were 16 of us from . . ., the
number including. . . . Two unquestionable relics of the saint are at the
shrine, they being small bones, and the efficacy of their veneration and of
prayer to God has been established beyond cavil. At the shrine are two
pyramids of “crutches, left there by those whose ills were taken away by
God through the intercession of the saint. I was a witness to a number
of cures of a remarkable character and believe that God is doing a won-
derful work at the shrine.” It was not reported what the priest said in
his pulpit.

And what has been going on last year in Malden? The report says:
“Malden, Mass., November 24. — Freezing temperature and a leaden sky,
together with a biting wind, to-day failed to daunt the unending line of
woe-stricken pilgrims seeking relief in the reputed miraculous quality of
the grave of Rev. Patrick J. Power in Holy Cross Cemetery here. It was
the last day of the pilgrimages. A ban which will close the cemetery to
the afflicted until the Church has had opportunity to investigate the mani-
fold stories of miraculous cures was to become effective at midnight. Last
Sunday it was estimated that 200,000 persons had attended.” A second
Lourdes in the making! (It may be that Cardinal O’Connell, of Boston,
does not want Malden to become a second Lourdes. Conditions in Lourdes
are not what they should be. See Lehre u. Wehre, 43, 54. But it may also
be that, if the result of the investigation should prove favorable, the pil-
grimages will be resumed. And the investigation will without doubt show
that remarkable cures have been effected. Dr. Charles Ma.yo,ﬁ of Rochester,
Minn., is reported to have diagnosed the Malden affair thus: “There will
always be apparent cures of this type, because many persons with un-
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controlled emotions only think they are sick.” But if he were put on the
episcopal commission, he might find an occasional case that baffles his
diagnosis, that can be diagnosed only in the light of 2 Thess, 2, 9. And
these remarkable cases would make of Malden a second Lourdes,)

What has been going on, then, in Malden and at the shrine of St. Anne
de Beaupre and in Lourdes and a thousand other places shows that in
the Catholic mind the bodily cures play a most prominent role. But the
Commonweal contends that the Church is not thus minded. Then there is
something wrong with Lourdes, and it should be closed. Cannot the Pope
be prevailed upon to pronounce the ban ex cathedra?

In discussing the Lourdes problem, the Commonweal discloses a point
which is the real “explanation of Lourdes.” “Sixteen of the supplications
are addressed to the Mother of God and implore her prayers. Six of
them, and only six, are prayers for a bodily cure.” That presents the
situation exactly. The bodily cures are not the chief consideration after all.
In the mind of the Catholic Church the worship of Mary is the chief
consideration, The bodily cures are important only in their relation to
this worship. “Are they not,” says Father Gratian v. Linden, “a seal
impressed by the Almighty upon our adoration of, and love for, the Mother
of God? Are they not in a way the pearls and diamonds placed in the
crown that crowned her who said: ‘I am the Immaculate Conception’?”
And that is what is wrong with Lourdes. And for that reason the Pope
has refused to close Lourdes. E.

Die geplante Andgarfeter in SHweden. Das v, Deutfdland” be-
ridtet: ,Die proteftantijdie Nirde in Sdjiveden gedentt dasd elfhunbert=
jabrige Qubildum der Unfunft AUndaars, Ded ,Upofteld ded Norbens’, im
nadften Jahre [1930] feierlid) zu begehen. Auf dber Injel Birfa im Malar-
fee foll eine neue Rirdje erriditet werden; bviele anbdere Fejtlidhleiten find
geplont.  Die romifd-tatholijde Rirdge, die in SHiweden auf thehr ald fedh3
Millionen Giniwohner nur. drei- bis biertaufend Mitglieder zahlt, hat nun
fhon in Diefem Jahre [1929] im Yuguft eine eigene romifjd)-fatholijde
Andgarfeier angeordmet, zu der Hunbderte romifd-fatholifder Gafte aus
Deut{dland und anbern Lambdern eingeladen fourden. Viele Kirdjenfiiriten,
unter ihnen die Kardindle Faulhaber (Miinden) und Hlond (Polen) nah-
men teil. Diefed ungeheure Wufgebot Hat in der {divedijden Preffe eine
unerpartete Wirfung gehabt. Jn feltener Einmiitigleit wenbden fidh) bdie
Tonferbativen, liberalen und jogialbemolratijfen Beitungen bagegen, dak
ber Tatholifden Rirde dburd) Gefepedinderung ifhre Propaganda in Sdweden
erleidhtert fwird. Das fonfervative ,Svensfa Dagbladet’ meint, baf eine
‘@rlaubnis, romifd)-fatholijde Rlofter su bauen, bedeuten ivilrbe, ,der grund-
japliden Sntolerang und der Berleugnung pon allem, wad Religiondfreibeit
Deit, Die Tiir zu dffnen’. Diefe Cinbeitdfront der bffentlidhen Meinung
aeigt, baf Dad gefonderte Vorgehen der Katholifen in ber Unsgarfeier, die
eine Ungelegenheit desd gangen drifiliden {Hiwedijden BVolfes ift, fehr ver=
fimmt fat.” Diefe ,Berftimmung” ijt eigentlid) nidyt {o beredjtigt, ivie e3
anfangd {deinen mag; denn exft redit Hriftlid it dbas {Hiwedijhe BVolt
geivorden, al3 ed zur Beit der Reformation dad purlautere Evangelium
erhielt. Indgor filhrie bad {Hivedijde Vol dem Papit au, und von ifhrem
Standbpuntt aus Hhaben die Romifden gang redt, wenn fie die Ynsgarfeier
fitr {idy beanfprudjen, 3T M.
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Religidfe Union in ihrer Bollendung., Bon der ,Nadridtenabieilung
des Welttomiteed der CYriftliden Jungmdannervereine” wird ein ,Weltbund-
Nadridtendientt” Yeraudgegeben. Diefer Nadridiendienit exjdeint monat-
L, auger Yuguft, in drei Audgaben, ,in deutider, franzsiijder und eng-
lijher Sprade”. iiber religitie Union in Rupland wird gemelbet, dafg fid
bort eine ,neue groge Sdladifront fitr den Gottedglauben, gegen die Goti-
Lofigleit gebildet fat. Dieje SHladdtfront umfaht ,Orthodoge [griedsiide
firde], Coangeliumsdrijten, Mohammedbaner und Jioniften”. Ferner wird
beridgtet itber eine Union3befvegung, ,bie von YUmerifa und England auf
ben europdiiden Sontinent itbergreift”, deren ©elretdre ber Umerifaner
Frederic Weller und der Jnder Das Gupta find. Dex lebtere ift ,zugleid
Reiter be3 Dharma-Manbal ober der Bhinduiftijd-religitfen Bereinigung,
bie alle bom Hinduidmusd audgegangenen Religionen bereinigen will“. Dex
Dharma-Mandal vertritt ald Cinigleitdpringip ben Sap: ,RKein Witglied
per Gefellidaft braudt auf feine angeftammie Religion zu verzidten.”
Da3 ift allerdings religitfe Union in uniiberbietbarer BWollendbung, Auf
Grund desd Prinzips, dbah jeber bet feiner angeftammien Religion bletben
fann, fonnten {id alle anbern Religionen veréinigen, nur nidt bie driftlide..
Ale andern Religionen find Werkreligionen. BVon ber driftliden Religion
gilt aber 1 Tim. 2,5.6: ,E3 ift e in Gott und e i n Wittler ziwifden Sott
und den Meniden, namlid ber Menjd Chriftus YEfus, der {id) felbjt ge-
geben Bat fiix alle zur Crlofung, daB {oldesd zu feiner Beit geprebiget
foiirde.” &P

Geringer ForH{dritt des Dentidien Moniftenbundes. Nad einer Mit-
teilung im , Apologeten” Hat der Deutfde Ponijtenbund trob aller Reflame
und Anjtrengung dod) nur verhalinidmakig wenig Anhdnger gefunben. Dad
Blatt jdreibt: ,Nad) dem auf feiner jiingjten Tagung in Dredden er-
ftatteten Jahredberidit 3dhlt der Deutfde Moniftenbund nmur 8,200 Mit-
glieder in 52 Ortdgruppen. Das ift nad) einer mehr al3 ein Halbed Jahe-
Bunbert lang getriebenen Werbe: und Aufflarungdarbeit eine geradezu
erftaunlid) geringe Biffer, ber man {id erinnern milffen fvird, fwenn ber
Bund bald tiedex eine feiner anjprudsvollen Sundgebungen verdifentlid,”
Aud ben Deutiden Moniftenbund Hat der RKrieg in die Kur genommen,

0
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Bur Berbefferung der ,Menfdenlicbe’. J[n ,Baujteine filr Leben unbd.
BWeltanj@auung” lefen i in ber Janmuarnummer aus Hilty . Fiie {Hlaf-
lofe Nadte”: ,Ale jogenannte Menjdenliebe ijt obhne bie Wurzel einer
jtarfen Qiebe au Gott eine JUufion und ein Selbftbetrug; denn enttveder
Tiebt man in diefem Falle nur die LiebenSiviirdigiten obder die, bon benen
man felbit geliebt mwirb, ftetd merfiviicbig rajd entidloffen, bie Riebe zu
perminbern ober fogar gang aufzugeben, jobald biefe Borbedbingungen in
Wegfall su geraten fdeinen. Obder Menjdenliebe ift itberhaupt blog ein
jdhoneres Wort filr ein ziemlid) Hifled allgemeines Wohlivollen, eigentlid
medr ein inoffenfived Berbhalten, tvie e3 jogar gejditigte Raubtiere gegen
ihre Umgebung Haben. Bei biefer Menfdenlicbe Ionnen jedbod) Millionen.





