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lute and flute, Luther also composed original tunes, some of which,
gsuch as the vigorous, fervid melody of “A Mighty Fortress,” have
become immortal.

The new, yet old faith which Luther preached, salvation through
the mediation of Christ, the only Savior, was the source, the fountain-
head, of the new bymnody. ILuther’s hymns are objective. They
proclaim the free, unmerited grace of (God. They are a spontaneous
outpouring of praise for the newly found truths of Holy Writ, a joyous
testimony of the restored favor of God. (Of. Hymn 150, stanze 14:
“My heart for very joy doth leap.”) They are not couched in dry,
didactic terms, but in choice words of childlike simplicity and dig-
nified devotional earnestness. They possess a wuniversal appeal
Luther was exceptionally felicitous in voicing the religious emotions
‘of a people recently freed from the bondage of fear. As mouthpiece
of the Church his hymns express the joyous certainty, the power of
faith, the confidence of triumphant vietory. (Cf. Hymn 162, stanza 4:
“Let hell and Satan rage and chafe, God is our Brother.”) They
are lyrical supplieations for succor, for strength, for perseverance.

Truly, a priceless treasure of Christian song! How fortunate
for our Church that it had as its founder not only a great reformer,
a mighty preacher of righteousness, an unexcelled translator of Holy
‘Writ, but also a supreme writer of classic hymns, who by his own
example and by inspiring hundreds to follow in his footsteps (47 Lu-
theran hymnals before Luther’s death, thousands of hymns since
Luther), has made our Lutheran Church in truth “the singing
Chureh.” L. BLANKENBUEHLER,

Member of Synodical Committee on Hymnology and Liturgics.

o
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I. Auerika,

Aus der Shnobe, Unjer Lutheron School Journal teilt mit: ,Sdon
fonge foar e3 Wunfd und Wille unferer Miffionare in China, Quibers
Sleinen Katedidmus in Hinefifder Sprade zu druden, da er bis jebt nur
teiltveife und aqud) nur in fogenanntem Mimeographorud borHanden max.
Uber wegen der politifden Unrufen tm Jahre 1927 fourde bad Druden bers
jdoben. Jedod, nun ift bag Druden der ecfien 5,000 Eremplare ant 25. No-
pember borigen Jabres, Gott fei Dand, vollendet worden. ,Dad ar fiiv
und alle eine grofe Freube', jdreibt einer der Miffionare, amd dbarum fourde
Hler in Hantotn aud) ein redytesd Freudbenfeft gefeiert. Simtilidge Chriften ausd
allen unjern Rapellen waren eingeladen worden, zu der griften Kapelle u
forumen. Bivei unferer Evangeliften BHielten die Feftreben, Herr Wei Tien
En und Herr Sen Sao RKat.*

S Dad nidht su viel? Eine &1, Loutifer deutfde Rettung meldel ouf
Grund eined Beridtd bder ,Afiogiterten Preffe”, datiert SKoburg, den
29. Marg: Die tm elften Jahrhundert erbaute Burg Koburg diirfte in der
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Beit von April bis Otober Bejudjer und Reifende aud bielen Lindern, bes
jonders aud joldjen, tvo die Quiberaner einen grohen Progentjnh der BVe-
vilferung bilben, in gqroBerer Babl anloden, ald Noburg jemald in einem
gangen Jabrachnt gefefen Yat. Bierbundert Jabre {ind feit jener BJeit
verfloffen, dba Rutbher, dex vom Papft mit bem Bann belegt und von dem
allgetoaltigen Kaifer Karl V. in die At ex¥lirt tworden mar, in jener Burg
foohrte und bon dott aus bie groke proteftantijde Bufommentunft leitete,
weldje die Angsburgiihe Ronfeffion Gervorbradte, m nun ein viexhunberts
j@hriges Grinnerungsfeft an jene Jeiten su begehen, in denen Luther damals
auf fener Burg feinen Wohnplah Yaite, wird von jener Siadt Koburg eine
groke Yusfteliung geplant, mit der Auffithrungen und Kongerte verbunben
fein werden. Die Griffnung findet am 15. April fatt, an weldem Tage
eine Luther-Yusftellung in der grofen Fefthalle auf ber Fefte Koburg thren
Unfang nehmen ivird. Jn der Luther-Bibliothel tverden gegen 200 erfte
Ausdgaben von Lutherds MWerken ausgejtelll fein foivie perfinlidhe Namensd-
unfergeihmungen Hed grofen Reformatord und eine Bilderfhauftellung dex
fibergabe ber Yugsburgifhen Ronfeffion, bdie Dbefannilidh eine geordumete
fohriftliche Daritellung ded gangen Syftems der Glaubenslehren der luthe-
tijdgen Reformation in erjdbpfender Form enthalt. Wm Ubend des 15. pril
toith eine Yuffiihrung ded von Hand Jobit gedidieten Bijtorijden Dramasd
2Die Propheten tm Landestheater veranitaltet, und drei Kage pdter mird
bie Yuffithrung vbon Wagners Parzifal’ ftatifinden. [{] Beidbe Yunffiih-
rungen toerden lvabrend der gangen Dauer der viele Monate wdhrenden
Kettlichleiten in beftimunten Bivifdenrdumen iwiederholt fwerden. Einer der
Hihepuntie diefer Feftlidhleiten wird der am 18. Mai gefeierte ,Buiher-Tag’
bilben, an deffen Borabend ein Fadelgug fatifinben fwird.” — it da nidt
eine grofie ®efabr vorbanden, bag burd) bie {o geftaliete Relffeier der un-
gebeure Ernft, der die Belenner von Yugdburg befeelte, in ben Hinter-
grund gedrdngt fvixb? NWuf die, dle dad Meben bei ber Feier au bejorgen
Baben, fallf eine groke BVeranitvortlidifeit. %. L.
The American Lutheran Conference. —The church-papers during
the last weeks have been reporting the formation of a confederation of
Lutheran synods which appears to be of momentous significance for the
future of the Lutheran Church of America. The bodies involved are the
Joint Synod of Ohio, the Jowa Synod, the Buffalo Synod, the Norwegian
Lutheran Church of Ameriea, the Augustana Synod, the United Danish
Church, and the Lutheran Free Church (s Norwegian body). According
to the Lutheran Standard of March 1 these seven bodies “participated in
the meetings out of which has come a definite plan, crystallized in a. con-
stitution for the organization and operation of the American Lutheran
Conference”; for this is the name which has been proposed for the con-
templated federation. Of the strength of the new organization the Lutheren
Stendard says: “We can give only approximate statistics covering these
bodies, because the latest Lutheran World Almanac is not yet in our hands,
In round numbers the seven bodies include 4,000 pastors, upwards of
7,000 congregations, well over 900,000 confirmed members, and about
1,400,000 baptized members. The American Lutheran Church (Ohio, Towa,
and Buffalo) will constitute about one-third of the American Lutheran
Conference.” The Stenderd next points out that it cannot be said as yet
that the founding of the proposed American Lutheran Conference is assured.
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The seven synods mentioned will have to approve the plans that have been
drawn up. It is hoped by the committee that their synods will take
favorable action and that in October of this year, when the four-hundredth
anniversary of the Augsburg Confession will be observed with special
festivities, the American Lutheran Conference will become a reality. To
inform our readers on the origin of the contemplated federation, it will
be best if we reprint that part of the article in the Lutheran 8tendard in
which the various steps taken are briefly narrated. The article says: —

“After the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America and the Joint
Synod of Ohio had established pulpit- and altar-fellowship on the basis of
what are now known as the Minneapolis Theses, the Joint SBynod, at ita
eonvention in 1928, passed the following resolution: ‘That a committes of
three be appointed for the purpose of conferring with a similar committee
of the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America to discuss ways and means
by which this church-fellowship may find expression.' (Joint Synod
Minutes, 1928, p.223, B.2.c.) The General President, Dr. C. C. Hein,
appointed as this committee the Rev. L. H. Schuh, D.D., Toledo, O.; the
Rev. ¥, B. Hax, D.D., Massillon, O.; and the Rev. H. W. Krull, Platte-
ville, Wis.

“Our committee met with the committee of the Norwegian Lutheran
Church in Chicago, February 28, 1929, Representatives of the Buffalo
Synod and the Iowsa Synod had also been invited to this meeting. It was
evident that there was such harmony in faith and practise among us that
cooperation in certain lines of endeavor was both feasible and practicable.
As the discussion progressed, it became evident that this movement should
be carried further and that other Lutheran groups should be invited to
participate. This invitation was to be extended to certain groups by
President J. A, Aasgaard of the Norwegian Lutheran Church and to others
by President C. C. Hein of the Joint Synod.

“October 7, 1929, the Joint Synod Committee held a colloquy with
a commitiee of the Aungustana Synod. Again the Minneapelis Theses
formed the basis. The two committees found themselves in harmony and
passed & resolution to recommend to their respective synods the establish-
ment of pulpit- and altar-fellowship.

“The following day representatives of the Augustana Synod, the Lu-
theran Free Church, the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, the Iowa
Bynod, and a committee of the Joint Synod conferred. In the course of
the discussion it became apparent that the Lord was pointing the way for
a closer relation of all these groups, After & two-day discussion a com-
mittee, consisting of the General Presidents of the participating synods,
was appointed to draft a constitution and submit their work to a future
meeting of the delegates.

“At a meeting held in Chicago, December 18 and 18, 1928, represen-
tatives of the Augustana Synod, the Buffalo Symod, the United Danish
Church, the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, the Lutheran Free
Church, and the Joint Synod of Ohio were present. Interest was evidently
growing. There were providential leadings apparent. The presidents of
the participating synods made a report to their delegates, submitting for
their diseussion the draft of a constitution for a federation of these
Lutheran bodies. The discussion was fraternal and earnest. When the
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work was ended, the committee resolved that this constitution be sub-
mitted to all the participating synods for adoption at their mext regular
meeting. If favorable action is taken by the respective synods, they are
requested to appoint delegates to meet in October, 1930, for the purpose of
organizing ‘The American Lutheran Conference’ under the constitution as
adopted by the committee and published in this issue of the Lutheran
Btandard.

“Thus, in the providence of God, a mustard-seed has been cast into
the earth. May it grow to become a blessing to the whole Lutheran
Church of America!

“This report is made to the constituents of Joint Synod by the del-
egates who represented them in this work. The Committee: L. H. Schuh,
F. B. Hax, H. W. Krull, C. C. Hein,”

Very little is to be added. The Minneapolis Theses referred to were
the outcome of & conference held in Mimmeapolis in 1925, at which the
Ohio Synod, the Iowa Synod, the Buffale Synod, and the Norwegian
Lutheran Church of America were represented. These theses, with some
strictures of ours, were reprinted in the Theological Monthly, April, 1927
{(Vol. VII, p. 112). The Lutheran Standerd of March 1 presents the draft
of the conmstitution and by-laws of the new organization. We reprint
Article II, containing the confession of faith, Article III, mentioning the
object of the federation, and Article IV, defining its power. Article II
reads: “The American Lutheran Conference accepts the canonical books
of the Old and the New Testament as the inspired Word of God and the
only infallible authority in all matters of faith and life and the symbolical
books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church as the true presentation of the
purs doctrine of the Word of God and a summary of the faith,” Article III
reads: “This organization is founded for the purpose of giving testimony
to the unity in the faith of the participating church-bodies and to this end
has as its objeets: 1) mutual counsel concerning the faith, life, and work
of the Church; 2) cooperation in matters of common interest and respon-

- gibility, such as: A. allocation of work in Home Mission fields; B. elemen-
tary and higher Christian education; (. Inner Mission work (Christian social
service) ; D. student service in state schools and universities; E. special
missionary activities; F. joint publication of Christian literature;
G. periodic exchange of theological professors at the theological sem-
inaries, ete.” Article IV reads: “This organization shall have such powers
only as may be specifically delegated to it by the constituent bodies.
Otherwise its province shall be limited to counsel and advice in matters
of common interest and those in which its advice may be sought.” A fur-
ther discussion of the projected church-body we reserve for a future issue.

A,

“American Lutheran Church.” About the name which the new
Lutheran body, established by the merger of the Synods of Ohio, Iowa, and
Buffalo, will bear, the Lutheran Herald of the Iowa Synod writes edi-
torially: “We like three features about this name. In the first place, it
delivers us from the word ‘synod,” which is so rarely ‘understood,’” and,
instead, gives us the beautiful appellation ‘Church. It, secondly, has no
geographical limitation, such as Iowa, Ohio, Buffalo, Missouri, and the like.
It compels us, thirdly, to be mindful of the fact that we are in Americs,
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that as a Church we have our primary duty to perform in this country,
that we must do our part in ennobling and enriching the religious life
of America. But the name, even if the definite article ‘the’ is absent, will
be an absurdity, an empty boast, unless we are, every one of us, filled with
the urgent desire to do our very best to bring about what properly may
be called ‘The American Lutheran Church)’ Considered from this view-
point, the name becomes a prophecy. May God speed the day of its
fulfilment!™

The membership of the new body is rated by the Lutheran Herald at
about one half million, or, to be exzact, 496,385 souls (official figures of
1926). Almost exactly 25 per cent. of the churches are located in urban
territory (cities having more than 2,500 inhabitants), and 75 per cent. are
rural. The States showing the largest membership in the A, L.C. are:
Ohio, 98,807; Wisconsin, 58,527; Iowa, 49,168; Texas, 44,495; Illinois,
31,6068; Minnesota, 31,259; Michigan, 30,676; North Dakota, 19,819;
Pennsylvania, 18,067; Nebraska, 17,836; South Dakota, 13,385; Indiana,
11,754,

The Lutheran Church Herald comments on the name of the new body
as follows: “The new Church will be known as the American Lutheran
Church. We see no particular reason why the definite article cannot be
included in the name. We like this name, which happened to be our choice
for our own Church at the time when a new name was being discussed.
We have names like The Lutheran, Der Lutheraner, Lutheraneren, which
does mot, necessarily mean that any one of them claims to be the only and
outstanding Lutheran paper in the country. The United Church is a union
of churches, but does not include all.”

The Lutheran Standard of the Ohio Synod remarks among other
things: “The year 1930 is one of outstanding anniversaries. America will
recall the coming of the Puritans to our shores three hundred years ago.
Christendom will commemorate the nineteen-hundredth anniversary of
Pentecost. The Lutheran Church, all over the world, will take special
note of the quadricentennial of the Augsburg Confession. Our own Joint
Synod of Ohio will observe the centennial of the founding of our theological
seminary. Then, for the members of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod of
Iowa, the Lutheran Synod of Buffalo, and the Joint Synod of Ohio and
Other States this year 1930 will mark, under God, the consummation of
the merger and the launching of the American Lutheran Church.”

With regard to the merger the Lutheran Church Hercld adds: “It is.
true that the Lutheran Church is not ready and willing to join anything
that happens to come along. It did not join the Interchurch Movement,
which cost some of the Protestant churches several million and brought
some of them on the verge of bankruptecy. Nor has it joined the Federal
Couneil of Churches, which inherited the residue of the Interchurch Move-
ment, with its laxity of confession and disregard for all creedal statements.
The Lutheran Church has followed the principle that church union must
 be preceded by confessional agreement. It is easy to understand how even
this correct principle may be overemphasized by insisting on subscription
to scholastic intricacies and definitions carried to the extremes of subtile
analysis, which even Einstein himself would not be able to unravel. But
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the principle is nevertheless correct when given a reasomable application
by being confined to the plain, uninterpreted, or Bible-interpreted, state-
ments of the Scriptures. It is because of this insistence on doetrinal unity,
which, by a great portion of the Reformed churches has been discarded as
futile and unnecessary, that the Lutheran Church is looked upon as
hopelessly non-cooperative and isolated from the rest of the Protestant
Church.” J.T. M
The Breaking Down of Christian Consciousness. — Signs are
multiplying which indicate that the laxer church-bodies in the United
States are not merely losing the last remnant of confessional consciousness,
but that the very boundaries of Christianity are being removed by feats
of syncretism which would have been considered shocking but two short
decades ago. In a clipping which has just reached our desk we are told
that a Congregational church in a small city of the Middle West recently
opened its pulpit to — a Jewish Rabbi. Of course, the Rabbi chose a theme
which would be general enough not to touch upon even the most faintly
controverted points. His topic was “Divine Revelation for To-day,” which
might have meant something if presented aecording to Scriptures. But
the report of the service indicates that nothing of this kind was attempted.
We are told: “In a preliminary remark he said that the meeting in itself,
one of Jews and Christians sitting together in concord, with a commen
aim and purpose [?7], may well be regarded as a divine revelation of
to-day. Those who heard him felt that, carrying his thought one step
farther, his address in its beauty and simplicity may be considered in the
same light as a divine revelation of to-day. Dr.Cronbach stressed the
thought that God reveals Himself to the lovers of truth to-day and always.
In the beauty abounding all about us, in the ambition for helpfulness to
others, in the sympathy for those who suffer, and in constant eagerness to
relieve suffering, God is revealed to the world to-day. At the conclusion
of the address the people who heard it went to the speaker and thanked
him for it, assuring him that they were deeply moved by the charming
spirituality of his message.” — The Congregational pastor and hiz con-
gregation may have been ignorant of the transgression of God’s clear words
in the maiter of such flagrant syncretism; but this is no excuse in view
of the clear command of God. The Bible tells us that there is no salvation
in any other, neither is there any other name under heaven given among
men whereby they must be saved except the one name Jesus Christ. Un-
less the Jews, orthodox and reformed, withdraw their blasphemous denial
of the one Savior of mankind, all specious prating about new revelations
and universal love will avail them nothing. K.
How Does the Church Get Its Ministry? — An editorial reprinted
in the Living Church of January 4 from the London Church Times attempts
to prove the Apostolic Buccession “by showing the consequences which fol-
low if the Apostolic Succession is not true.” (The positive way of proving
it, “by producing the evidence in its behalf, the grounds in Scripture on
which the doctrine is based, ete.,” is not employed in this article, but only
the negative way.) “The doctrine of Apostolic Succession is that the
authority to minister, which wags conferred upen the apostles by Christ
Himself, is transmitted down the centuries through episcopal ordination.
. . « What, then, if this Apostolic Succession is a dream? In that case the
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apostolie ministry became extinet. Tt dled with the death of §f. John.
Then the ministry which derived its authority direct from Christ came
to an end. In that case it was left to the Church to decide what should
happen. The Church had to determine whether there should be any official
ministry at all and if that problemn was decided in the affirmative, what
form the new ministry should take. There could be no divine obligation
to reproduce the same ministerial constitution everywhere. It was a case
for local option. No church could bind its successors. Each generation
was free to revise or reverse the methods of its predecessors. There was
no compelling reason why any particular form of ministry should be
permanent, since God fulfils Himself in many ways, lest one good custom
should corrupt the world. It has been argued by an eminent Non-con-
formist, and, guite logically, on the assumption that the Apostolic Succes-
sion is false, that the very fact that onme particular form of ministry has
continued for centuries is in itself abundant reason why we ought to have
a change. Ultraconservatism can have no place in a progressive com-
munity, A chief duty of a Church is to adapt itself {o the requirements
of the age.”

The Living Church ought to know that there is a Church which rejects
the doctrine of the Apostolic Succession and still escapes the dangers de-
picted as consequent upon the absence of episcopal ordination. Before pro-
posing the dilemma: either Apostolic Succession or chaocs and change, it
would do well to glance at the system of the Lutheran Church (which,
we insist, is the Scriptural system)}. How does the Church get its ministry?
Augsburg Confession, Art. XIV: “Of ecclesiastical order they teach that
no one should publicly teach in the Church or administer the Sacraments
unless he be regularly called.” And it is the individual congregation that
is divinely authorized to call the proper persons into the ministry. Smal-
cald Articles: “The churches are in duty bound before God, according to
divine law, to ordain for themselves pastors and ministers.,” “Wherever
there is a true church, the right to elect and ordain ministers necessarily
exists,” “Christ indicates to whom He has given the keys, namely, to the
Church: Where two or three are gathered together in My name. Like-
wise Christ gives supreme and final jurisdiction to the Church, when he
says: Tell it unto the Church” (Trigl, 525, § 72; 523, § 67; 511, § 24.)
And this method of calling the ministers through the congregations is not
an ecclesiastical ordinance, subject to revision and change through Chris-
tian liberty or by the variable whims of the successive ages, but it is
a divine institution. Apelogy: “The Church has the command to appoint
ministers.” (Trigl, 811, §12.) Smalcald Articles: “The Gospel assigns
to those who preside over churches the command to teach the Gospel,” ete.
In fact, the ministry of to-day is the continuation of the divinely instituted
apostolic ministry. Augsburg Confession: “For with this commandment
Christ sends forth His apostles: Preach the Gospel to every coreature.”
(85, §5.) ASmalcald Articles: “The office of the ministry proceeds from
the general call of the apostles.” (507, § 10.} There is no apostolic sue-
cession by episcopal ordination, and still there is no room “for lecal
option.” There is no telling what might bappen if any group of Christians
at any place were at liberty to devise new forms according fo its un-
wisdom. “Episcopal ordination” would be a safeguard. But God has not



Theologieal Observer. — Rirdyticy- Jeitgefehidyttiches. 381

chosen to institute it. ¥e has ordered the churches to set apart, call,
fit men for the purpose of shepherding the flocks, and no Christian body
has the right to discuss the question whether “we cught to have a change.”
The article then proceeds to tell why a ministry procured through the
call of the congregation is not acceptable. “Moreover, if all spiritual
authority is vested in the congregation, it follows that the congregation
has the power to ordain.” (Change “ordain” into “call,” and we shall
accept this as a correct presentation of the Lutheran position.) “What,
then, does ordination mean?! Opinion is here divided. Some say it
means that the Church is authorizing a man to be its minister.” (Taking
ordination for the confirmation of the call, we have here again the Lutheran
position.) “Others lay all the stress on the man’s assurance that he has
received & call from heaven. This call from heaven is restricted to no one
form of organization. That does not sound exactly conducive to unity.
But if the call has come from heaven, it is not within the right of officials
to forbid it. Congregational leaders insist that this call from heaven dis-
regards all official lines and comes to some Christian men as it came to
Amos. Amos was no prophet nor the Son of a prophet. He belonged to
no priestly or clerical family. But although he belonged to no privileged
caste and was not qualified by any official initiation, yet he was divinely
commissioned to deliver the message of the Eternal. What was true of
the ancient prophet, it is suggested, is also true of the prophet in Christian
times.” The Lutheran Church refuses to get its ministry in this way, by
way of the immediate call evidenced to the subject of the call by what he
terms the inner call, because the Lord bhas chosen to issue His call through
the congregation. But why does the Living Church refuse to accept not
only the ministry originating in the “inner call,” but also the ministry
given to the Church through the call of the congregation? This is the
argument: “That is to say, the Christian ministry is prophetic, not
priestly. . . . If the minister is a preacher and nothing else, it is per-
feetly consistent to maintain that ordination is simply recognition by the
congregation that a man possesses the religious qualities and prophetic
gifts suited for a minister and that as such he is set apart for the service
of the Church. . . . But if the minister is not a priest, there is no con-
secration of the eucharistic elements, and his ordination is to a prophetic
function and not to a priestly.” The argument based on the priestly
character of the minister will carry weight with the Catholics, Roman and
Episcopalian Catholics, but none at all with the Lutherans and other
Protestants. There is no priestly character to base anything on.~— Be-
sides, the whole line of argument is obscure. If ministers were priests,
we cannot see why the congregational call could not invest them with the
priestly character as well as the episcopal ordination. E.

‘Why the Local Church Fails in Mission-Support. — In an address
delivered by Dr. F. A, Agar at the Foreign Missions Conference held at
Atlantic City some of the reasons were pointed out why the local church
faila in support of missions. He holds that the “one great first cause is
an undisciplined, untaught, easy-going, compromising church-membership.”
Other causes worth considering are: “1) expensive new edifices, which
entail increased overhead; 2} disintegration of the unity of the local
church, since segments of the loecal church tend to become self-sufficient
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and unbalanced in their collection and distribution of moneys; 3} dis-
loyalty of local members to the denominatiomal program; 4) cowardice
in dealing with incoming members; 5} fear of present members; 6) un-
trained, unenlisted lay leadership, due often to an unprepared, self-seeking
clergy; 7) failure to realize a relationship between the center and the
extremity of the body of Christ (a man may die at the center simply from
an injury to an extremity); 8) easy-going rather than a cross-bearing
discipleship; 9) & divisive educational program, much of which is harmful
because directly related to money production; 10) men are too often
charged with the sole care of the loeal church finances, and consequently
the local church gets its money at the expense of missions; 11) a fair
amount of mission-money is constantly misappropriated by church officers
for local church expenses; 12) the individual of more than ordinary
possibilities has often been neglected and “protected” against personal
solicitation. Many well-fo-do people will not give all they have to dis-
tribute through local church channels; here then lies a large field for
personal cultivation. 13) Too often high-pressure methods are used, which
ultimately tend to lose both the person and his money. 14) The present
beggar is more obvious than the far-away unsaved. 15) We have gone
after money instead of after the person. 16) A plea based on needs and
vigion alone is unsound and defeats itself in the end, since obedience and
love are basic and essential to Christianity. 17) Emetional preduction
or the sob story, which often leads to regret and anger, while it does not
basically build character.”

Other causes are mentioned which in the opinion of the writer do not
concern our own circles. Those mentioned above may help to point out
to us some of the “weak spots” in our system of mission-support, account-
ing for our failure to meet the demands of a mission-budget which is by
no means extravagant.

The Watchmon-Examiner, from which we have quoted this item, re-
marks: “The seat of most of our diffieulties lies in the life of our local
churches and in the places whence comes their leadership.” Is that true
also of our Church? JT.M

The Sad Situation in the Methodist Church. — Some time ago the
Ohristian Advocate had raised the question, What is wrong with Method-
ism? Replying to this question, Dr. Harold Paul Sloan, editor of the
Bssentiolist, in this paper draws a picture of conditions in the Methodist
Church which is simply appalling. We quote some of his sentences {(and
it must be remembered that Dr. Sloan himself is a Methodist): “Bishop
Berry said some years ago in the Christion Advocste that the Modernist
group in Methodism were placing representatives of their point of view
in every conspicuous pulpit, college presidency, and General Conference
office that became vacant. This statement of the bishop is substantially
correct and has been correct over a period of more than a decade and
a half. . . . The deity of Christ in the sense of His eternal personal pre-
existence, His incarnation by the Holy Ghost of the Virgin Mary, His
bodily resurrection in the sense that His sepulcher was left open and empty
on Easter morning, are all being denied and their evidences undermined
in the outstanding colleges, universities, and seminaries of the Church. ...
At one of our recent annual conferences a local Hebrew Rabbi was brought
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in for s paid lecture. He repudiated historic Christianity in no uncertain
terms. He scouted everything miraculous in connection with Jesus. .

Notwithstanding Dr. Fosdick’s negative views and his pantheistic tenden-
cies he is invited to write in the young people’s journals of the Methodist
Church and is allowed to characterize the very cemtral affirmations of
Christian faith as mythological. When criticized, he is defended by the
church press almost unanimously, and those who criticized him are denied
the opportunity of stating their position. . .. The Sabbath-school litera-
ture and other religious educational literature of the Methodist Church is
honeycombed with antichristian teaching, and has beenm for more than
a decade. . . . With this condition, so strongly developed in the Chureh,
‘the chief leaders of the Church seem to be wholly unconcerned. Year after
year they give recognition to unbelieving or to theologically colorless men
and seem to have no more definite policy than to suppress freedom of
discussion and avoid the joining of & doctrinal issue within the Church.”
The Methodists sowed the wind through laxity in doctrine, and now they
are reaping the whirlwind. May the Lutheran Church here learn & lesson!

A.
IL. ZAusland.

Jhmeld wud die Angsburgifde Konfeffion., Nber die BVierhundertjahr-
feler ber Yugsburgifdjen Konfeffion adukert i) aud) D.Jhmeld in der
A€ R &Y Ung intereffiert vor allem bder lebte Paragraph, in dem fidh
ber fadiijde Landesbifdiof itber ben BVefenninidwert der Yugsburgifdhen Kon-
fefjion ausipricht, €r {dreibt: ,Der Tag von Augsburg ift der Geburidtag
unferer Kirdje. Imbem i) aber bie evbangelifhen Stinbe um dad gemein-
fame Belenninid jammelien, bedeutete dasd gugleich Abfage gegen die anbern
Rebriveifen, Jn bem Sinn diirfen aud) fuir nidt an dem BVertwerfungdurieil
voriiber, baf bad Befenninis gegenitber der .Gegenlehre’ ausfpridt. Un ber
Weife, twie dad Velenninis das Verwerfungurteil audipridt, exheben fid
Dann freilid Fragen, die Hier nidht exdriert werden finnen. Biveierlei aber
it deutlidh. CEinmal die Unmsglichleif, Theiis und Wniithefid zugleidh zu
bejafen. Das Velfenuinid fordert big s eingelne Hinein ein Ja oder Rein.
Diefe im Grund triviale Exlenntnis will aber um o ernfler betont fein, ald
it — dad ift bas anbere — im Hidften Ernft dbafiir veranttvorilid jind,
bah bon bem neuen Verftdndnisd bed Cvangeliums, dad Gott in der Refor-
mation der Rirdje fdentte, nichts verlorengeht. Wir find bafilr dem H&rm
ber Sirde verantwortlid), aber aud feiner Gemeinde — und aud) denen, die
Heute und widerfpreden. Geivif, fvieder nidt in dem Sinne, ald glaubten
foir, baB mit bem Belenninid unferer Hirche die Entwidlung abge{dloffen
fei. WBielmehr warten wir in grohem Ernft barauf, bak ber HErr audy fHir
unfere Beit {eine BVerbeiBung einlife, dak Gotted Geift die Seinen in alle
Wahrheit Teiten folle. HRur daf aller Forlidritt inmerhaldb der Kirdhe Der
Reformation aud ber Erfenninid eriwadie, die Goit feiner Kirde neu
jdhendte.” — Diefen lepten Gedbanfen von einer nod Yommenden ,Rebhr-
vertiefung” twicd der IutBerifhe €hrift gang ent{dieden ablehnen miiffen,
il ex swoirflidh gu dem Hugsburgifdhen BVelenuinid boll und gang ja fagen;
penn folange er ,uit grohem Emit darauf wartet”, bag nod) einmal etivasd
~Tiefered” fommi, ol3 wad die Hugsburgifde RKonfeffion auf Grund besd
Evangeliums belennt, nuf feine Stellung gu diefem Belenninid {Htoaniend
bleibent. Die irrige Meinung von einer nod) beborftehenden ,Lehrentivid-

fung® ober ,Rehrfortbilbung” it ein HKt gefdbelidied weddosr. T,
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Theologieftudierende in Dentidland. ,Dasd Cv. Dentidhland* bellagt
ben groBen ¥Undrang der dewtjden Jugend zum afademifhen Studium und
bemertt: ,Obivofl bie meiften alademifden Berufe jHon jebt iiberfitllt
find, Baben bod) faft alle Fatulidten boppelt fo biel Stubierenbde ald bvor
bem Siriegq. Wie follen Ddiefe vielen jungen Wiabemifer in dem bervarmten
Deutidland zu Amt und Brot fommen?”  Jm Sommerhalbinhr 1929 be-
trug bie Gefamizalbl der Stubdierenden in DeutiGland gegen 123,000. Dad
Blatt jdreibt ferner: ,Diefer Undramg ift bedngftigend. Erfreulidy ift
baran nur die Tatjadje, bak aud) das iheologifdie Studium an ber Stei-
gerung Anieil Gat. 1911 gab e3 an ben evangelijd)-theologiiden Falul-
taten Deutfdhlands 2,728 Stublevende; 1925 waren e nur 1,800, 1928
aber bereitd 3,328 und 1929 fogar 4,311. Die Jabl ber jungen Theologen
hat iy alfe im Deutiden Reid) feit 1925 melhr ald verdoppelt. [m vorigen
Kabr ift die Borlriegszall der Theologen itberfdritten fworben. Man darf
eriarten, dah in vier HiB fedd Jahren den meiften evangelifhen Landes-
Hirdjen ivieder geniigend Predigtamislandidbaten gur BVerfiigung fleben fver-
ben, um bdie vorbandenen Litden audgufiillen. Die Wertidhdpung der ein-
gelnen ifeologiiden [afulldlen Hat fid gegen frither nidht univefentlid
gemandelt, Die Fiifring fat im Sommer Tiibingen, im Winter Berlin.
Litbingen geigt cine Blilte, twie fie nod uie cine {heologifdhe Falulial exfebt
Bat. Bei ben meiften Falultdten Hat fid) gegenitber ber WorlriegBaeit die
Befuderzabl ftarf permehrt, bei vielen fogar verdoppelt (Tiibingen, Berlin,
Marburg, Crlangen, Gittingen, Greifswald, Kinigdberg, Roftod). Halle
Bat feinen fritheren ©Stand iwieber erreidht. Reipgig aber bleibi Hinter bem
Stand bon 1911 nod) um ein volled Drittel uriic.” X T.M.

. Der ModberniBmusd in Hamburg. Wie in der Hamburger Vollslirde
in ber UbbentSgeit gepredigt tuird, zeigt die ,Ev.-Luth. Freilivdje”, die dars
iiber beriditet (mur feiliveife zitiert): ,Wm giveiten Abdventdjonntag twohute
idy einem Ubendgotieddienft in einer der Hauptlivden Hamburgs bei. Jd
wollte midy perfonlidy davon {ibergeugen, wad Bier in ber Adbenisgeit bem
Bol¥ pectindet wird, Der Pajior predigte iiber bad Epangelium deg Sonn-
tag3, bas vom Ende der Welt Handelt; das Yeikt, er lnd das Evangelium
por, gebredigt Pat er bad gerabe Gegenteil. Er rebete bon der {Honen
Adventszeit, die von alterd Her bad Verlangen nad) bem Hinunelreid in ben
Hergen der Gldubigen getvedt habe. Jejoiad Habe bon dem Udbent gerebet
und gefagt: ,Und ift ein Kind geboren, ein Sohn ift und gegeben® ufiv,
Und als Chriftus gefommen fei, ba Habe ihm bad BVolf gugejoudyst und ers
twartet, dal dag Himmelreid nun fame. Ehriftus fei bon ihnen gegangen,
und Beute nodj {douten bdie Reute aud nady ihm und erivarteten, bafy er
forume ie ein Dieb in ber Nadit, daf durd) eine grofe KLatajivophe Himmel
“und Erde twerde untergeben und dak da iwerdbe fein ein neuer Gimmel und
eine neue Crbe. Die Ubvenisgeldidite fei aber eine fehr tragiide Ge-
{didgte; fie fei ein Geridit iiber alle, die auf eine Wieberfunft Chrifit und
ein Gubgeridit warteten. Seit Jabrhunberten Hitten bie Chriften darauf
getvartet, bof bad Himmelreid anbredie, daf der HErr wicherlonune und
die Erbe mit grofem Sradien bergele. Uber auf died alled anifvorte bdie
Gejdjidhte mit einem grofen Nein. Die Ehrlidleit forbere, dbafk man die
Wahrheit belenne. Eine folde Nataftrophe tverbe nidit Hereinbredjen, bie
ejdjidite babe bdiefen Traum gerftort. Aud) EYhriftus falle unter Hied Ge-
ridt. Der Tag fei nidt gefommen tvie ein Dieb in der Nadt. Er Habe
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gefagt: ,Dies Gefdledt wird nidt bergehen, HiB bak died alled gefdhede’,
und dad Gefdledit fei dod vergangen. Und Chrijtud YHabe getvdumi.
Darum fei e3 nottwendig, bah wir ausd dem Troum in bie Wicklidleit ver-
jet tolitben. Der HErr habe gefagt, er fei gefommen, ein Feuer anzu-
giinden auf ©rben. Dad fei basd Feuer der Riebe, dad fei ettvad gang
Reues, wovon man bidher nidhis gewult habe. Dasd fei die Yufgabe der
GYriften, Liebe in die Hiufer der Menjdhen gu bringen, dasd forbere Ydvent
von ipnen.” Die ,Freilivdhe” bemer¥t Bierzu: ,Yrmes, betrogened Bolf,
pa3 folden Unglauben anhbren mup, dem Chriftus, die ecwige Wahrheit,
als Trdumer Hingeftellt twicd, den dad Ucteil ireffe, er Babe fih getdufdt,
er Babe getviumt! Wrmed Volf, dem alle Chriftenfoffnung geraubt twird
und das in duieren Liebeswerfen da3 Wefen ded Elriftentums fudgen jolll”
Aber warum gebraudit bdiefer moberniftije Hamburger Paftor itberhaupt
nod) Chrifti Wort, fvenn Chriftud nidhtd andered ald ein Trdumer und
jein Wort nidhtd anbderes als bie reinfie Univafrheit getvefen ift? Ein
fiarker Bewweis filr bie Wabrheit und Gottlidleit ber Sdhrift legt gerabe
batin, baf die Wobderniften nidit obne fie fertig werben Hnnen. K T M.
»Der Reidgdverband dentidier evangelifder Sdnlgemeinden” jagte eine
Bexfammlung fitr den 5. 6ig 7. April 1930 an. Jn der Ginladbung Heiht e3 in
ber ,Deutiden Rehrexgeitung” u. a.: ,Soll unfer deutihed Vol in biefer Jeit
inmerer und dugerer Not nidt zugnunde gehen, jo mup €3 guritdfebren zu
ben Quellen feiner alten Rraft: Gottesdfurdt und BVaterlandsliebe. Die
reine Quelle wahrer Gottedfurdit ift aber die Offenbarimg Sotted in jeinem
eingebornen ©olfine, unferm hohgelobten H&rrn und Heiland JEus Chriftus,
pem ¥Unfinger und BVollender unferd Glaubens, in dem alfein dad Heil fiic
jebe Menjdienieele und aud) fiir die BVoler der Erde zu finben ift. AUn bem
gottmenigliden Crlbfer, bem gegeben ift alle Gewall im Himmel und auf
Erben, entidetdet 1ih aud) dad endlide Sdidial unjers armen, geplagten,
tief gedemiitigten beutiden Volfes. Soll aber drifilidier Glaube und drijt-
lidge &itte unferm deutidien Bolle erBalten bleiben, fo mup vor allen
Dingen nad) Moglidleit filr wahrhaft Hrifilide Jugendergichung in Haus
unt Sdule Sorge getragen verden. Dad ift Biel und Aufgabe aller, die
ibren HErrn und Heifand und unjer Boll liebhaben. Dasd betradien ivir
al3 die bornehmite Miffion unferer evangelijden SHhulgemeindebeivegung. ...
Hagefeured Glend, Not und Siinde it iiber Vol und Baterland Bereinge-
brodien. Der Unglaube erbhebt fhamlod fein Haupt. Der Lampf zivifden
Ridgt und Finfternid, bem Evangelium bon JEfud Chriftud und der widexr-
drijtliden mobernen BWeltaniGauung, wird ganz befonderd auf dem Sdul-
gebiet burdgelimpft ferden miiffen. Getreu dem Erbe unjerer Bader Hat
per Reidhsverband deutider evangeliffer Sdulgemeinben bdad Banner bed
Sreuged aufgepflangt und fampft im Geijte bed biblifd-reformoatorijden
Chriftentums nad) MWabgabe feiner Keaft und Ectenninid um ,die Sdule mit
ber Bibel’ filr unfer Vol Jn feiner jebigen Geftaltung begeht er in diefem
Xafre fein gehntes Jabresfeit. In den Stiirmen der Revolution mit all thren
tiefgreifenben Ummdlgungen beffand bie allergrbhte Gefabr, dal unferm
Bolfe die drifilide Sdule genomunen fourbe; fie gu bannen, fwurben in
fait allen Teilen unferd BVaterfonded, gunddit in Rbeinland und Wefitfalen,
ebangelij@e Sdulgemeinben pon ber Efternidaft im Bunde mit der gleid-
gefinnten RQefreridaft ind Leben gerufen, Diefe Shulgemeinden {dloften fidh
ant 4. Februar 1920 gum BVerbanbe ebangelijder Shulgemeinden und Elterns
25
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bereintgungen ufamumen. Yus bdiefem Verbande it dann in der Hirgen
Beit von gebn Jabren im Rahmen ded alten Haupiverbanbded deutfdher evan-
gelifder Sdulgemeinden und Elernvereinigungen, Sehrer- und Lehrerinnen-
vereine unfer groBer Meiddberband evangeliiher Sculgemeinden mit vielen
SHunderten von Ortdgruppen und Unterverbinben entftanden, der nun in den
Fagen pom 5. big gum 7. April eine madhivolle Bundgebung fitr bie Sdhule mit
Der Bibel an bem Ort feiner Gritndung zu veranftalien gebentt. . . . Evan-
gelijde €hriften, evangelifde Rebrer, evangelifde Biter und Mittler, begeugt
eure Qiebe gur Jugend und gu dem Erbe der Vater im Kampf fiic de wabr-
baft drifilidhe Sdule, inbem ibr eud) an der Jubildumstagung ded Reidhs-
perbanbes beut{der evbangelifdher Sdulgemeinden zahlreid) beteiligt! &3 foll
alled gefdjelen, eud den Yufeuthall in der neuen Stadt Wuppertal ducdy
Gaftfreundidaft zu erleidfern und lebrreid) und angenehm zu geftalien.
Der HErr, unfer Gott, aber gebe aud) gu diefer Tagung feinen Segen, ur
Ehre feines grofen Namens, gum Heile unferer Jugend, unferer Sdhule und
Sirde, unfers Bolled und Baterlandesd!” — BVorftehenbes ift fidgerlig gut
gemeint uwnd wird aud) manden Eltern zu einer PMahnung verben, ihre
Rinber nidht ohne Unterridht in Gotted Wort und drifilide Budt aufivadien
au Iaffen. Aber Dad angejivebie Jiel, ,bie wafhrhaft driftlide Sdule”, wird
erft bann erreidht fverben, twemn bie driftliden ,Sdulgemeinben” fidg au
driftlichen Oridgemeinben entivideln, die bereit find, in freificdhlidher Vers
binbung, wie filv bie Ausbildbung von wahrhaft driftliden Pajtoren, fo aud)
filr die Yusbildung bon ebenjo befdafferen [elhrern zu forgen. Aud bet
fooflmeinenden Griftlficgen Lehrern find die Vegriffe {iber die Geftaltung bed
driftliden Shulunterridis vielfad) nod) ungefldrt. Bu derfelben Nummer
ber ,Deutfdien Lehrergeitung” {dreibt jfemand: ,Da3 Deutjdtum tvich im
Mittelpuntt der Crziehung zu fehen Yaben, deutidhe RKulturgiiter toich {ie
dent @dhitlern in erfter Rinie zu geben Haben, damit deutfde Jiinglinge und
beutidje Madden Herangebilbet iverden.” Dad lieke fidh redht bverjtehen.
@ine Jugenbdergiehung, die nidt audy die nationale Gefinnmung pileat, ift
ein BWergehen gegen gottlide und menjdlide Ordbnung. Wber dber Redaffeur
ber ,Deutfdien Refrerzeitung” fihlt fid) dodh mit Redt veranlaht, in einer
Fufnote bie Vemerfung Yingugufitgen: . Jn unfern evangelijden Belenninis=
fdhulen mup felbjftverftindlid) bad Evangelium die Bentralionne fein;
badburd) toird die wabrhaft beutfde Erzichung nur vertieft und gefdrbert
tecden.” Dad trifft oud in begug auf unfere amerifanifden SdHulverhilt-
niffe a1, Wir twerden nur dann ,wahrhaft amerifanifde Ninglinge und
Mabden” ergiehen, fvenn foir bel der Ergiehung ,.bad Evangelium die
Bentralfonme” fein laffen. Wir behaupten daber mit Redht, dak unfere rijt-
lidhen Gemeindejchulen nidht nur fitr die Fivdge, fondbern aud fiir dben Siaat
ein Segen find. #. 8.
Recent Calumny Against Luther. —In a copyrighted article the
Protestent writes the following about a “new calumny against Luther”:
“The hatred of Martin Luther which has rankled four hundred years in
the hearts of the Popes and their enthroned hierarchy has expressed itself
not only in deeds of persecution and massacre of his followers, but in
enough libels to load many freight-trains. The favorite defamatory in-
vention peddled by the Church of Rome against the Reformer in recent
years has been the assertion that he broke awsy from papal authority
because he wished to marry. That a man would not be permitted, without
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leaving the Roman Church, to do that which the Papacy says Jesus Christ
made a sacrament is certainly no credit to that Church.

“But now comes the Tablet, diocesan organ of the Roman archbishop
enthroned in Brooklyn, with an explanation of Luther’s incentive for
washing his hands of popery which is entirely new. It abandons the libel
that has recently been so overworked and substitutes the declaration that
it was jealousy because the local archbishop of Rome had chosen Johann
Tetzel instead of Luther to sell indulgences in Germany. The harshness
of the language in which that averment is expressed contrasts strangely
with the ceaseless Roman Catholic prating about toleration. Answering
a question as to why Luther left the Church of Rome, the Brooklyn paper
said on January 11: “The reason commonly advanced by historians for
his defeetion from the Church and his terrible tirade against her was the
fact that Archbishop Albert of Brandenburg had selected Tetzel, a Domin-
ican, rather than him, to spread the doctrine of indulgences in Germany on
the occasion of the building of the great St.Peter’s at Rome. His anger
was so intense, his envy so fierce, that he immediately began to attack the
nature and doctrine of indulgences and later on practically everything that
was near and dear to the heart of every Catholic.’

“That members and agents of an institution which thus tramples on
well-authenticated facts are permitted to occupy history chairs in many
of our colleges and universities is tragic. . . . When the venality then
gathering the wealth of the world into the papal coffers resorted to the
device of selling indulgences to commit monstrous sins, Luther was appalled
at the brazen performance. To say that he sought, or would have accepted,
anthority to engage in that ungodly traffic is impudently false. There is
nowhere a shred of evidence in support of that wanton libel. On the other
hand, in his eapacity as a priest he received Roman Catholics in the con-
fessional who boldly declined to express penitence for their sins. On his
refusal to absolve them, they produced their indulgences, which they re-
garded as removing the necessity of absolution. . .. It was this nefarious
traffic and his personal observations in Rome that shook the honest and
heroie Luther and drove him to face in open revolt the ecclesiastical
despotism that had burmed John Huss and Jerome of Prague at the stake
at the Council of Constance for such revolt. It does not lie in the mouth
of Roman prelates and their diocesan organs now to malign the memory
of Luther, who escaped their vengeance only by the quick and adreit action
of friends who ssized and hid him in Wartburg Castle. Unarmed and
helpless except for the divine protection, he concluded his defense before
the Diet of Worms in the words, ‘Here I stand. I cannot do otherwise.
God help me)’

“He was there as the exponent of Christian liberty. The most powerful
and brutal autocracy in the history of the world was thirsting for his
blood. His achievement brought also civil liberty, He laid the foundation
of the demoeratic institutions that now cover most of the earth. He is one
of the foremost heroes and benefactors of all the centuries. No papal
calumny, not all of them together, can sully his fame or dim the luster
of his unique contribution to human welfare. Out of the Reformation
have arisen the ethics and law, the liberty and justice, the schools and
governments, the ideals and aspirations, of the modern world. It marks
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the parting of the ways. It terminated the dark centuries of papal and
imperial oppression. It turned men from popery to God. Its effects were
carried across the Atlantic and swept into the New World. They measure
the contrast of the United States with Latin America. No man since the
Apostolic Age has so stirred and blessed mankind as Martin Luther.
Time has not diminished his stature. In character and intellect and
courage he towers immeasurably above all the Popes of Rome. He is an
outstanding figure in the landscape of history.” J.T. M.

o die grofie Not Dentfdilands fiegt, Wir lefen in der ,Deutiden
Refrergettung”: ,Ofne Bioeifel liegen in der Jnduftrialifierung der Waffen
{dtvere fittlide Gefabren; bdie Urfaden unferer religidfen Bolldnot abexr
fefen fvir in bem @Einfluffe ded vom modbernen Menfdengeift beherridten
theologifdien Liberalidmus, der dem Bolle Steine jiuit Brot reidhgt. Wo
@otte3 Wort Yauter und rein verfiindet tvirh, da Detveift ed jidh aud) Heute
nod) al8 eine Gottedbeaft, die da felig madt alle, die baran glaubern.” Dad
ift ein vollig guireffended Urteil. Den ,theologifden Riberalizmus” pflegen
aber nidit nur die gewdfnlid) {o genarmten ,liberalen Theologen”, jonbern
aud) bie unter Nutherifdiem Namen gehenden Theologen, bie die unfehibare
gbttliche ntoritat der Sdjrift Deftreiten und bes Menfdien Belehrung und
Seligleit nidt allein auf Gotted Guade, jonbern aud) auf bas menfdlide
Wobhloerhalten grinden. {tberhaupt Hat {id in unferer [eit ein irrefithren
ber theologijder Spradigebraud) Gerausgebilbet. Wir untferideiden zwifdhen
»liberalen” und ,pofitiven” Theologen in bem Sinne, dak wir die ,liberal”
nennen, fveldhe audgefprodjenermagen aud ber dirifilichen Religion ein Pro-
buft der menjdlien Bernmunft maden twollen, wihrend tir jolden Theo-
fogen, bie nod) Teile der drifilidhen Religion fejthalten twollen, dasd Pradifat
#Dofitib” beilegen. Uber bdied Pradifat Yfommi, genau gerebet, nur denen
au, die in allen Stiiden bei bem bleiben, wad ein fiir allemal in der Sdhrift
gefet ift, Wer {id) Ubzlige babon exlaubt, freibt nid)t mehr ,pofitive”,
fonbern negative Theologie. Dasdfelbe gilt von dem Yusdrud ,fon-
feffionelle Theologie”. Ronfeffionell-Tutherij® find nur die Theologen, bie
i ifrer theologifhen Erlenninis fo weit gefSrdert find, daf fie die Rehre
bes Tutberiiden Befenniniffed ald jdrifigemdf erfannt Baben und ifatiddlid
au lebren tmftanbe fiud, F. 8.

Wollen Tein Witletb und Feine Unterithibung vom Ansland, Jn der
# € R RY lefen wic folgendes itber ben ,Heiligen Synod” der ruffifch-
griedifhen Rivde: ,Der ,Peilige Synod® profeftiert gegen dad Einireten
auslinbdifdier Chriften filr die verfolgten Chriften in Rubland. Die WMit-
glieber Bed @ynod unter bem Borfil bed Stellberireterd ded Vatriarden, bed
Petropoliten Sergius, lehnen grundfablidy und in auBerovbentlidh fdarfer
Form alle Berjude ab, SHup- oder Hilfsaltionen anberdgliubiger Kirdjen-
fithrer gu dulben, und werfen defen — mit bem Papite an der Spike — vor,
bag fte meniger den Sdju unterdriidter Ehriften ald politijdie Biele, nimlid)
die Yufreigung gu Jniervention und Krieg gegen den Sofpjetftaat, beabe
fidtigen. Jm iibrigen ftellt bie Qunbgebung feft, ,bah die jebtigen Fithrer
per ruffijden Rirde die eingige Moglidhleit su eiterer Hrdlider Arbeit in
pollauf loyaler €inftellung zum jepigen Staate feben, baf in Ruiland
Briefter und GlGubige nidyt wegen religibfer (bergeugungen verfolgt mwerben,
o Reprefialien borkimen, handle e3 fid) um ftaatdfeindlide Haltung ein-
gelner Briefter, die ja bei der jabrelangen offenen Feindidaft der Rirdge
aeqent ben neuen Staat feineSweas fellen fei. Jnnerbald der beftehenben
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Gefepe [ebe Ddie Rirdhe ungehinbert. Ricdenjdliehungen erfolgten nidt
aud ber Jnitiative der Regierung, fondern auf Wunjd der Vevdlferung.
Der Priefternadivudd werbe inbividuell audgebilbet, da WMittel fiir eine
Ntabemie feblen; aber im gangen feien die IMittel ber Gemeinden ausd=
reidgend, die Rixde ofne auslindijde Unterfilipung zu unterhalien. Die
Sirde fet natitlid) durd bad rafde Anivadfen ded Atheidmusd beunrubigt,
fet aber Ded feften Glaubens, bak basd gittlidhe Lidht nidt berfdhvinden, fon-
Pern feft in den Hergen turgeln ferde’” — Wahrend fvir bied {dretben,
melbet eine Depefdie ausd RuBland, bak der Metvopolitan Sergiugd fvegen
feiner Stellungnalime fiir die Sotvjetregierung in einer Kirdje tatlidh ange-
griffen und befdimpft worben ift. €3 diirften neue Shredensfzenen foIgen,
toennt die Nadridht auf Wahrheit beruht. %. B.
BWichereinfithrung ded Muttervedhts. Jm ,Friebensboten” icﬁwﬁt
Dr. Dennert: ,Wiebereinfithrung des3 Mutterredid empfehlen bie Frans
zofen M. €hodion, €. be Girarbin, Adam foivie der Sdiveizer Forel, Veiber
jtebt €8 ja {o, dahy Heutzutage ,freie Liebe’ und Ehejdeidbungen immer melr
und mehr zur Uufldjung der Familie ald ber Grundlage bded Staates
fithren. Da foll nun eine Reform der Familie felfen, namlid ein Suriid-
gehen auf bad Putterredyt ber Urgeit, bei bem die Mutter bad Oberhaupt
ber Familie war. Dadburd) twird ber Vater befeitigh, cbenio der Under-
{died givifdien ebelidien und uneheliden Ninbern, denn dadburd) wird die
unehelidge PMutlerfdaft chrenivert. €3 wich behauptet, bak jene Urgeit
durd bag Mutterredht eine Beit bed Friedend und Woklfiandes war [2];
und fo erBoffen bie genannten Manner badfelbe audy Beute nod) bon der
Wiederetnfithrung bed Mutterredits. RNatiirlidy find bied HOHH gefidhrlidie
Uiopien. DHelfen fann nur eine ethiff-religitie Wiebergeburt und be-
fougted Chrijtentum.” Dexr lebten, gang widtigen Bemerfung fonnte nody
Bingugefiigt mwerben, dbal e3 niemald ein ,Pluttervecht ber Mrazeit” gegeben
Bat. RNad) dem mofaifden SHopfungsberidht wurbe dad ,Batervedht” gleidy
am Yufang dber Menidengefdidhte etabliert. Das ,Wuttercedt” itrat erft
fpéter als Folge der Siinde auf und fanbd {idh nur unter vereingelten Bolfs-
jtammen, aber tnmumer ald Perberjion der ur{priingliden gottliden Ordnung.
Bur Berbreitung bder Bibel, Hieritber beridhlet dag ,Rirdenblatt”,
gitiert in ber ,Ruih). Kirdhengeitung”, wie folgt: ,Ule, die Gottes Reidh in
per Deibeniwelt und in der Peimat bauen midien, inteveffiert geivif die
sunebmende Berbreitung ber Bibel. BVon ber Britifhen und Auslinbijhen
Bibelgefelfaft ift im Yebten Jabhre die Bibel fwieder in fiinfzehn neuen
@pradien Berausgegeben fworben. FNeun bdiefer berfebungen fallen auf
Ufrife, givet auf bie Siidfecinfeln und bier auf Europa. Unter den lebteren
it qud) die Bibel in platidentider Sprade. Wie man oft gang wunbderbar
fiic bie iiberfepte Bibel Vertwenbung findet, betweift ba3 Folgenbe: Bor
vielen Yabren war von einem Ruffen, dber in feiner Arbeit von George Borrow
unterftibt tourbe, eine {iberfebung bed8 Meuen Teftements in WMandiuriid
angefertigt imd von ber Vritijdien Bibelgefelidhaft gedbrudt worben. @eorge
Borrotw und feine Freunde Hatien gebofft, da die Mandidus, falld fie
Chriften toiirdent, gang CPina fiir bas Chrifterhum getvinnen roficden. Hber
Tein eingiges Cremplar diefer {tberfebung ivurbe abgefepf. et fat ein
China-Inland-Miffionar in Jentralafien eine Rolonie von 40,000 Manb-
jhus gefunbden und bitlel um jeded Teftament in diefer Sprade, bad die
Gefellidaft befibt. o mar die Arbeit dodj nidht vergebens.” [ T M.
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Australian and New Zealand Yutheran Periodicals. — The Aus-
tralian Lutheran calls attention to two Lutheran papers which, in spite
of their humble and modest appearance, nevertheless proclaim and defend
Luther’s doctrine in important fields. It writes: “Our brethren in New
Zealand have commenced the publication of a church-paper in the interest
of their work., It bears the title Defender of the Faith. Pastor H. Bruhn
is the editor. The paper is printed in pamphlet form and is artistically
got up. Its contents are principally o defense of the Bible against Mod-
ernism.” — Of the second paper it says: “Few of our readers will know
that there is & newspaper bearing this name [Kristerinjo Welanbarinjoka
. Pepa] published in South Australis, or, to be more exact, in the Northern
Territory. It is the first Lutheran periodical to be published for the
Australian aboriginals. Pastor Albrecht, of the Hermannsburg mission-
station in Central Australia, is the editor and the printer, the ‘printing’
being done on a duplicator.” J.T. M.

The Chinese Bible Society.— In spite of the turmoils of war and
the confusion of political unrest, Christians in China found time fo or-
ganize a Chinese Bible Society. The Sundey-school Times reports: “In
the spring of 1927, during the dark days of the Communist uprising, when
the land was racked from end to end, a number of Chinese met and or-
ganized a Chinese Bible Society. They had a good precedent, for it was
in the dark times of the Napoleonic wars that the British and Foreign
Bible Bociety was founded. Their immediate purpose was to direct and
extend colportage of the Beriptures in the two Xwang provinces, Kwang-
tung and Kwangsi, and to stimulate Chinege Christians to more active
support of the Bible work. This South China Bible Society has enrolled
five hundred sustaining members and is stirring the churches to the ob-
servation of Bible Sunday. On October 20, 1928, the first annual Bible
Society meeting was held in Canton. It is a little plantling from the
point of view of finance, but it is planted, and that is the thing of first
importance.” J.T. M.

Rivdengemeinfdaften in Siidbafrifs. Nad einer Mitteilhing im ,Ch.-
2uth. Gemeinbeblatt” fourden, twie der lebte Benjud nadiveift, in Sithafrila
aud einer Bevilerung von 1,519,488 nur 3,208 Perjonen borgefunden,
melde erflavien, dak fie feiner Kirdje angefirten. lnter den in Siidafrila
pertretenen Kirdengemeinidaften weifen die adit grokien folgende Glieder-
3abl auf: Holldndifde RirdGen: 383,982; Epiffopale: 294,026; Methodiften:
102,771 ; Preghyterianer: 74,999 ; Katholilen: 61,246; [uiberaner: 19,098;
Baptiften: 15,414 ; Kongregationaliften: 10,598, Demmnad) jiehen die Lutbes
theraner in Siibafrifa, nad) numerifder Stacke gevedinet, an fedjter Stelle,

Bermifdtes und seitgeididytlidhe Notizen.

Beenbigung eined Stretied ohne UnioniBmus. Hieriiber Dberidjtete
PBriafed H. U. Preus von der RNorivegifden Synobe in ecinem Jahresberidt,
ber tm meunten Jabrgang bon ,Refre unb Wehre” (1863) in beutjdher
fiberfebung mitgeteilt iff. Da Deibt 3 S.276: ,Nidt iveniger grof ift die
BarmBergigleit, welge Gott unferer Gemeinifaft grade in bdiefen Streits






