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I. Amerika,

Aug der Synode. Uber Miffiondarbeit im Siid-Nebrasfa-Dijtrift liegt
ung der folgende Beridht vor: ,Seit der lepten Difiriftdiynode, 1928, Hhat
die Miffionsarbeit im Staate nidht {tillgeftanden. An adt neuen Plaben
ift bie Yrbeit in Ungriff genomumen foorden; an eimnem ift die Urbeit
im Cingefen. Das ijt alfo eine Junafhme bon fieben. Wir denfen bdabei
nur an jolde Stationen, bet deren Jnangriffnahme die Miffiondfommiffion
beteiligt war. €3 find aud) fonit neue Plibe angefangen wordben, an denen
die Ghnode nidht finangiell geholfen Hat, 3. B. Burwell und Summner. Un
brei Plaben jollen mit Sottes Hilfe diefen Herbft Shulen in Gang fommen.
Rredigtamisfandidaten find berufen worden nad) Cambridge-Hendley, Obell,
Central City und Legington; ein Stubdent wird in Sumner arbeiten. Fiir
North Platte ift ein Lehramisfandidat berufen; ein Student wird in der
neuen Sdule in Qimball arbeiten. Jn dem Jeitraum von nidt gang zivei
Safren find 16 BVafangen im Predigtamt befebt fvorben, die nmeuen RKan-
bibaten fiir Ddiefen Herbjt mit eingejdhloffen. JIm Sdulamt find fieben
LBafangen bejebt tworden, die Lefrerinnen, die oft jedes Jahr wedhfeln, nidt
mit eingef@loflen. Bunahme an Cigentum in IMifjiondgemeinden ift, toie
folgt: Rirden gefauft in Palijade, Janjen, Cambridge, Lerington; Kirden
neu gebaut in Lincoln (Calvary), Wellfleet; SHulen neu gebaut in Falls
Gity; eingeridhtet in Calbary, Lincoln und Rimball; Parrhaufer ertvorben
in Fairburh, Janfen, Legington. Dasd Vaby unter unfern Mijfionsplaben
im Gitb-Nebragia-Diftrift ift die Station am obengenannten Ort. Das
Gtadtdgen bon etiva 3,000 Cinfwohnern — ed Hat in den lehten gehn Jahren
um 700 zugenommen — liegt im frudjtbaren Tale ded Platte, etwa in der
Mitte givijhen Kearney und North Plaite, bierzig WMeilen bon erfterer
©tadt und fedjzig Meilen von lebterer. Dad Tal in der Gegend ift iiber
aangig Meilen foeit, bi3 man an bas Hhoher gelegene Plateau Fonmumt.
Rradtvolle Felder, bejonders Wlfalfa, defhnen {idh, {otveit a3 Auge reidht,
aud. 3wei Bemerfungen zum SHhluf: €3 ift unsd in Regington bon den
Beamten der betreffenden Seftengemeinden verfidjert fvorden, daf in 3tveien
ber groften die Gliederzabhl bi3 zu 40 Progent aqus fritheren K[utheranern
bejteht. Dad ift traurig; bdie armen Reute fwuften fonft nidt twofin, da
toir nid)t da waren. Soll Had {o iveitergefen? Gemwif nidt. Bum anbdern:
INit diefer Rirdhe in Legington mad)t dagd nun in einem Jahre bier Seften-
firdjen, die wir gefauft Haben, um Luthersd reine LRefre aud Gottesd Wort
in ihnen zu predigen. Das ift erfreulich. Das zeigt, dap der Unionidmus
und die Gleidhgitltigeit in Glaubendfaden Vanfrott madyt, dak CYrifti
lauteres Evangelium bon der Simbder Seligfeit durd) ihn allein aber immer
nod) ein Rirdenivefen aufblithen lagt. ,9Crr, erfalte uns bdein Wort!l
Wir unterftiien augenblidli) an 34 Stattonen 37 Urbeiter in Rirche oder
Sdjule, gang oder teiliveife. Da find bdie {ieben Wrbeiter mit eingeredjnet,
pie diefen Herbft meu in bie Urbeit eintreten fwerden. Fiir bdiefe Wrbeit
Haben tuir ein bon ber Shnode bemwilligtes Jahresbubdget von $27,000 in
der Miffionsiaffe fiir die Gehalter und die laufenden Yusgaben und $3,000
fiix bie Rirchbauiaffe, aljo ufammen $30,000. Die Synode Hat beftimmt,
bafy wir im Notfall bid auf $32,000 gehen fonnen. Ym 1. Wai war der
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Raflenftand negativ, dbasd Yeilt, e3 war nihts in der Kaffe alsd $1,600 Scul-
den fitr die Miffionsfaffe und $1,500 in der RKirdgbaufaffe. Die lieben
Rajtoren und Gemeinden wollen alfo um de3 HCrrn JICfu willen dafiic
jorgen, daf die berfprodjenen Mifjiondgelder nidht nur regelmdalig gefam:=
melt, fondern aud) piinftlid) an den RKaffierer eingefdhict iverden. Bittel”

Aus der Synodalfonferens. Dem Veridit de3 ,Gemeindeblattd” bder
Wisconfinfynode entnehmen ivir folgendes: ,UAm 25. MWai verjammelten {icdh
piele taufend LQuiheraner ausd 96 Gemeinden der Synodalfonferenz in Detroit
und Umgegend, um gemeinjdaftlid) die vierhundertjdfhrige Gebddjtnidfeier
der Augsburgifdgen Konfeffion zu begehen. Borbereitet und geleitet wurde
die Feier durd ein gemeinfdaftlides Komitee, beftehend aus P. UA. Fafling,
Borfiber, W. Hagen, Sdhabmeifter, @. Claud und . Fehner aus dem
Midhigan-Diftrift der Mifjourifynode, €. Budheimer und 9. Wader aus
bem Cnglifden Dijtrift der Mifjourifynode und O. Peters, Sefretdr, unbd.
9. €. Ridter aus der Wisconfinfhnode. I3 BVerfammlungsort fiir die zabhl=
reidje Menge diente der Yusftellungsplal ded Staated IMidjigan im nord-
lidjen Teile der ©tadt mit feinem audgiebigen Gebiet und gerdumigen
Gebauden. Die Gottesdienfte wurden im Koloffeum, dasd 20,000 Perfornen
fakt, gehalten. ZIBiveimal war der grofe Raum faft gefiillt, wahrend Hun-
derte auerfhalb ded Gebdubes vermoge eleftrifdjer Schalliverfer den Gottesd-
dienften laujdten. Groke Sdaren von Gdften aus fveiterer Enifernung
in Midigan, Jndiana, Ofio und Ontario waren ebenfalld erfdienen, um
fid) der feternden BVerjammlung angujdliegen. Die grofte Wbteilung Jolder
Gafte bildeten bie Stubentenfdaft und Fafultdt des Concordia-College u
Fort Wayhne, Jnd., die tags guvor unter der Auffidit Direttor W. €. Bur-
hops per Gpegialzug i) eingeftellt Hatten und aud) regen Unteil an der
Feier nahmen, indem namentlid) der Pofaunendjor des College den Gefang
der Feftverjammlung in den Gotteddienjten begleitete und die Studenten-
{Gaft im ujammenidluf mit etiva 3,000 Sdul> und Sonntagd{dulfindern
nad) borheriger griindlider itbung im Nadymittagdgottesdienft die gange
Berfammlung im Auffagen der Augsburgifden Konfeffion anleifete. Der
Nadmittagdgotteddienit wurde aud) vermitteljt einer Berbindung mit einer
lofalen Rabdioftation, an die {id) aud) die Station zu St. Louiz, Mo., KFUO,
anfdlol, in die Wohnungen bieler im gangen Lanbde audgejandt. Gegen-
ftand ber Predigten war naturgemd die Wugsburgife Konfeffion, ifre
@ntftehung, ihre welt- und firdjengejdhidtliche Vedeutung, vbor allem aud
ihre flare Darlegung ebangelifher Lefhre und der unbeugfame BVefennermut,
mit weldem unfere Bater, Laien joiwohl ald Theologen, in fturmbeivegter
Beit daran feftgehalten Gaben, und die Mahnung zu gleihem Befennermut
und zu gleider Treue in unferm lauen, glaubendmengerifden Beitalter.
Sm Bormittagdgottesdienit predigte Der efriviirdige Prdfed ber Miffouri-
fhnode D. F. Rfotenhauer ausd Chicago in deutfder Spradje. Darauf Hielt
P. & inn pon der Gnadengemeinde bei New Yorf Cith die englijfe Pre-
bigt. Sodann wurden aud) Yndersipradjige, die in nidt geringen Jafhlen
gugegen fwaren, durd) fiirgere Unfpraden in threr Mutterfpradhe begriifst.
P. Gattelmeier redete in der polniffen, P. A Daniel in der {lomwafijgen,
P. @. Gulbberg aus Suttond Bay, Mid)., in der norivegifden und P. Erfi
Renttinen in der finnlandijen Sprade. JIm Nadymittagdgottesddienjt Hielt
D.W. H. T. Dau ausd Balparaifo, Jub., die Prebigt. Der Rindermaifendjor
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unter Lettung Lehrer €. Wunderlid)s jagte die drei Artifel desd Upoitolifden
Ghymbolums nebft deren Crflarungen auf. Darauf vereinigte jich) die gange
Feftverfammlung in lautem Befenninisd der Uugsburgifden Konfefiion nadh
der im Jubildumsprogramm enthaltenen abgeliirzten Form. Ber{dhonert
fourden beide Gottesdienjte durd) den Vorirag mehrerer Numumnern durd)
einen fiir a3 Feft gujammengeftellten Maffenchor von gegen 600 Stimmen
unter der fahigen Reitung Prof. Ed. Opfos. Vefonbdersd ftachen Herbor der
@horal ‘Lord, Keep Us Steadfast in Thy Word’ und dag ,Nizdijdhe Glau-
bengbefenniniad‘, arrangiert von . Gretdaninof, die beide in gediegener
Weife a cappella porgetragen fwurden. Crfreulid) war aud) dbas Herzhafte
Gingen de3 grofen Kinderdjors, der im Nadymittagdgottesdienit unter Lei-
tung Lefrer F. Buddenbaums 3ivei Lieder por und nad) dem Chorfpredhen
portrug. Die Kollefte ded Tages, die fiir Den Neubau der Taubjtummen-
anfjtalt beftinunt ift und dburd) Kuverte eingefammelt fourde, belief fih auf
$8,200 und wird der Hoffnung de3 Komitees gemaf nad) Cinfomumien von
Ritdftandigem auf mindejtend $10,000 zu jtehen fommen.” T. B.
Das D. Martin-Luther-College in New Whn bittet um mehr Sdiiler.
Dasd ,Gemeindeblatt” beridjtet ausd der Unjtall in New Wm: ,Die ab=
gefende Rlaffe ded Normal Department zaflte 23 Sditler. Bon diefen
erhielten alle bi3 auf fiinf einen Beruf bei der Sibung der Verteilungs-
fommiffion. Jnzwifden ift ein Beruf fitr einen der Landidaten eingelaufen,
und nad) den Mitteilungen zu urteilen, die unsd inzwifden zugegangen find,
foerben Die itbrigen bier bor Ablauf der Ferien einen Veruf an eine Scule
erhalten Haben. . .. Wir Hatten in den bergangenen Jahren f{tets iiber
Mangel an Lehrirdften zu fagen. Wir Haben den HCrrn der Crnte um
Arbeiter fiir feinen Weinberg gebeten. Er Hat unfer Gebet erfhort und
fat ung nun reidlic) Wrbeiter gegeben. Wir wollen dod) den Segen Goites
nidht berfdhiitten, jondern Gott gerade in der Weife danfen, daf fwir fiix
Griindung neuer Sdulen und fiiv die Verbefferung derver, die wir Haben,
nad) Kraften Sorge fragen. . .. €3 gilt dabher, daf wir emiig
um neue Sdhiiler und Sditlerinnen werben, damit wir in
den fommenden Jahren geniigend Rehrfrdfte unfern Gemeinden gur Ver-
fiigung ftellen fonnen.” Wir Haben uns iiber bdiefen lebten Bufab bon
Hergen gefreut. Er beugt dber Meinung bor, al3 ob e3 innerhalb der djrift-
lidgen Rirdje eine itberproduftion an recdhten Lehrern und Predigern geben
fonne. Die eingetvanderten Sad)fen gingen jdhon tm Jahre threr Cinwan-
derung (1889) an die Crridhtung eimer Hoheren RKehranjtalt, obiwohl nod
ein Vorrat von RLehrirdften vorhanden iwar (Hochitetter, Gejdhidjte ber
Miffourifynode, ©. 52). Sie dbadjten daran, daf Chriftit Wort: ,Die Erute
1jt grof, aber wenig find der Wrbeiter; darum bittet Den HErrn der Ernte,
daf er Urbeiter in feine Ernte fende” bi3 an den Jiingften Tag wahr blei-
bent twerde. €3 fann ausd perjdiedenen Urfacdjen borfoimmen, daf zu einer
beftimmten Beit de3 Jahres mehr Kanbdidaten al3 Berufe vorhanden {ind.
Gollte diefer Buftand aber permanent twerden, {o fwdre das allerdingd ein
Beiden, dDaf e3 entiveder bei Der Kirche ober bei den Urbeiternm oder bei
beiden nidht redht fteht. €3 Pat Ffirglidh) ein Screiber (auperhaldb bder
Miffourifynode) auf die Tatfacdhe Hingeiviefen, dap bei der Ddiedjahrigen
»Berteilung” der Predigtamizfandidaten in St. Louis mehr Kanbdidaten
von den Qefhranftalten prafentiert fwurden (137), ald Verufe vorlagen (125).
Sener Sdjreiber fitgte auch) nodj hingu, ofveit cr fid) erinnere, YHatten der
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Berteilungdfommiffion nod) immer nehr Berufe vorgelegen, ald Kandidaten
gur Verfiigung {tanden. Kebteresd ift nun nidht ganz ridtig. Wber in der
Regel ftand es fo, dbap {dhon bei der ,Yerteilung” die Safhl der Verufe bdie
Bafl der perfiigbaren Kandidbaten itbertraf. Wasd nun die diesjdhrige Sad)-
lage betrifft, {o ift nicht aufer BVetrad)t zu lafjen, daf jGhon im Mai Vifa-
riatdberufe in folder Angahl vorlagen, dafy fie etiva um daz Dreifadje bdie
Bafl der ,iibriggebliebenen” Predigtamtsfandidaten itbertraf. Ebenfo itber=
trafen die Gefudje um LBifariat8dienjt in der Schule die Jahl der Sdul-
amtsfandidaten. ©o fann aud) diefed Jahr bet und von einer Uberproduf-
tion pon Yrbeitern in Kirdge und Sdhule jhverlid) die NRede fein. Wir
folgen daher dem I5blichen Beifpiel on Nefw Ulnt und ermuntern zu emfiger
Werbung um neue Sdiiler fiir unjere Hoheren Lefhranftalten. F. B.

Die Mifiourifynode it nidht vergedblid) fiir die lutherifdhe Lehre ein-
getveten.  Die Ufjoziierte Prefle meldete ausd Columbus, O., unter dem
24. Suli: “Merger of 1,900 Lutheran congregations, representing 1,400
pastors and 500,000 baptized church-members, will be effected early in
August, it is announced at Lutheran headquarters [in Columbus, O.]. The
merger will be completed at a meeting in Toledo, and the merged churches
will be known as the American Lutheran Church. Comprising the merged
bodies will be the present Buffalo Synod, the Joint Synod of Ohio, and the
Iowa Synod. The membership of the body rests in 31 States, in various
provinces of Canada, in the Finschhafen and Madang districts of New
Guinea, and in the Madras Presidency of Southern British India. The
three merging bodies are in full accord, both in their confession of faith
and in their church practises. In the matter of church government, the
American Lutheran Church recognizes the supreme power as being vested
in the congregation. The new organization will be an advisory body, pos-
sessing only such powers as have been delegated to it by the congregations
comprising it.” ©p iveit der Bericht der Afjoziterten Prefje. Wenn e3
mit diefem Beridht feine vollige Ridhtigleit Hat, jo ift, wie oben gefagt, die
Mifjourifynode nidht vergeblich fiir die lutherifdje Rehre eingetreten. Dap
die driftliche Gemeinde die Jnhaberin und Trvdgerin aller geiftliden Giiter,
Rechte und Pflichten fei und {peziell aud) das Sifentliche Predigtamt durdy
den bon Gott vorgejdjriebenen Beruf geiviffen, dazu tiidhtigen Perfonen
itbertrage, fourbe frither bon der Buffalofynode fehr entidhieden ald un-
litherifd) verivorfen und fveniger entidhieden aud) von der Jowafhynode als
[utherijdje R[efre beanjtandet. €8 fehlt nod) die offentliche Verwerfung des
Jperidiedenen BVerBhaltend”, mworauf Befehrung und Seligfeit tm lepten
Grunde berufen {oll. Prafed D. Hein Hat in Kopenhagen damit einen guten
Anfang gemadyt. Jn BVereinigungsjdben, die dem groferen merger (unter
Einbegiehung {fanbdinabijder Shnoben) dienen jollen, fanbden toir aud) bereits
das ,Berantwortlidhfeitdgefithl” fiir die U nn ahm e der Gnade ausdgelafien.
Sm Wiberfprud) mit den Tatfadjen fteht nod) die Behauptung, daf die drei
merger-Shnoden “in full accord” feien “both in their confession of faith
and in their church practises”. Wir werden durd) Gotted Gnabde getroft
fortfafhren, der lutherifdjen Rehre Beugnid zu geben. F. B.

Auguitanafeier in unferer Chinamiffion. Miffionar §. A. Fijder be-
ridjtet: ,UYm Sonntag Rogate, den 25. Mai, verfammelten fih die Chriften
und Sdulfinder unferer Gemeinden in Hanfoiv zur Gedadhinisfeier der
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Tibergabe Der Augsburgifden Konfeffion. Dem RKomitee war e3 gegliidt,
fiir diefe Feier eimen duBerft paffenden Ort zu finben, was in Hanfow
purdjaus feine Reidptigfeit ift. Cin Japaner Hatte uns namlid) fein Grund-
jtit, a3 nabe bei unferm jebigen Seminargebdude liegt, giitigit zur Ber-
filgung geftellt: eine grofe, von Herrlidhen Baumen umrahmie Terraffe.
Auf der einen Geite waren unter den BVaumen Altar, Kangel und Orgel
aufgejtellt tvorden, aud) ein Bild Luiherd und ein grofes, auf Seide ge-
foirftes Bild pon Luthers Wappen. Alled war zierlid) mit Blumen ge-
jemitct, und dariiber Hiniveg erftredte fid) ein madhtiges Banner mit den
Worten: ,Jdh glaube, darum rvede id); mir glauben, darum reden foir.
Um 8.30 Hhub die Feier an mit dem Singen ded Lieded ,Nun freut eud,
liebe CYhriften g’mein’. Unfer Ebangelift Wei Tien Nien diente am Altar.
RNad) dem Singen ded Lieded ,O HCrre Gotf, dein gbttlich Wort® ftellte
Miffionar §. A. Fijder auf GSrund von Pf. 119, 46 die itbergabe der Kon-
feffion bar al3 eine Berteidigung der Schriftlehre und al3d ein unerjdrodenes
PBefenntnisd diefer Lehre. Darauf fang ein €hor, qus Studenten dHesd Semi-
nard und Profeminard und Sditlerinnen aud der Maddenfchule gebildet,
pas Lied ,Ein’ fefte Burg ift unfer Gott’. Cin Meifter hatte an dem Singen
diefesd Chor3 {don twa3 audzufeBen gehabt. Da wir aber nidht Meijter
be3 Chorgefangd find, haben iwir un3 iiber biefe Reiftung aufridhtig und
pon Herzen gefreut. ‘€3 folgte nun eine Katedefe itber die Konfeffion felber,
foobei die dlteren Sdjitler die Untworten gaben. Dieje Ratedjefe fwar natiir=
lid fdon frither eingeiibt worden. Die Feftgemeinde jang nun Hasd RKied
,&rhalt ung, HErr, bei deinem Wort’, worauf unfer Eoangelift Pi Pet YPin
auf Grund von 2 Tim. 2, 15 eine Prebdigt Hielt, die uns alle ermunterte,
aud) fernerhin bei der wafhren, gottlichen Rehre, ivie jie die Yuguftana dar-
legt, au bleiben und alle {driftividrige Refhre, wie e3 bdie RKonfejfion tut,
3u beriverfen. Der obenertvdhnte Chor trug nun da3d Lied ,Jefata3, dem
Rropheten, dad gefdal)® bor, teils mit Biolinbegleitung, teild mit BViolin-
bogendirigierung bon Miffionar Thei. Diefed RKied fwurde iibrigens be-
fonbers feierlid) gefungen und madjte einen tiefen Cindbrud. Ebangelift Wei
diente nun iwieder am Altar, und abends um fedh3 Uhr {Ghlof unjere Feier,
die fhonite, die wir bisher in Hanfotw erlebt haben. Nad) der Feier wurbden
Brote an die Leute perteilt, die mit dem iibliden Tee genoffen fwurden. Um
diefe Berfammlung mit Heigem Tee zu verforgen, mupte man natiitlid) be-
jonbere Borbereitungen treffen. Aus einem dinefijden Reftaurant war ein
Iann Perbeigeholt tworben, der dasd verftand. Eine holzerne Tonme, zivei
Fup im Durdmefjer, wird fo mit gewdhnlichem Lehm audgefiillt, baf in der
Mitte ein Feuerlod) bleibt, ringdumber dann andere Lodjer, in die langlide
Bledbiihfen hinabgelaifen werben fonnen. JIn einem jolden Apparat wurbe
pas Nationalgetrant €hinas fiir die Feier hergejtellt und galloneniveife ge-
noffen. o durften ivir in diefem fernen Lanbde, dag eben jebt wieber bon
einem ©nbde bis gum andern durd) Kriegdgefdirei und RKriegdgetiimmel be-
unrubigt fird, unfere Jubelfeier Halten. Doch ift ja bie Herrliche Augs-
burgife RKonfeffion unter dhnlicgen Umftinden bverfafgt fwordben, und bdie
Rirde der Augsburgiien Konfeffion ift aud ebenjolden unrubigen Beiten
fiegreid) Gerborgegangen. Desd tfrdften wir und; und trodem bamals in
Augsburg wofl feiner an China gedadjt Hat, {o bitten wir dennod) unfern
Bott, der die Chinefen nidht nur gejdaffen, jonbdern jie aud) durd) bas Blut
feined Gohnes erlsft Hat, dafy er {otwohl bdiefe unfere Jubelfeier al8 audy
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unfere meitere Yrbeit Hier mit feinem Segen fromen und eben badurd) aud
Gier eine grofe Sirche der ungednderten Yugsburgijden Konfefiion in3 Leben
rufen foolle, die feinem Namen allein die Ehre gibt.” F. L.

Theses Representing the Doctrinal Basis of the Proposed Amer-
ican Lutheran Conference. — The church-papers report that at its meet-
ing in Minneapolis, May 21—27, the Norwegian Lutheran Church of
America took favorable action on the question whether a federation of
Lutheran synods, embracing the Joint Synod of Ohio, the Iowa Synod, the
Buffalo Synod, the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, the Augustana
Synod, the Danish Lutheran Church of America, and the Lutheran Free
Church, should be called into being or not. Other synods of those named
have endorsed the plan recently. It seems that this body, which is to
bear the name “The American Lutheran Conference,” will become a reality.
In order that our pastors and other interested parties who may happen
to read this journal may be in a position to acquaint themselves with the
doctrinal character of the projected federation, we herewith reprint from
the Theological Monthly of April, 1927, the theses which form the doec-
trinal basig of the new body, adding the comments which we appended
at that time. The theses read as follows: —

“I. THE SCRIPTURES.

“The synods signatory to these Articles of Agreement accept without
exception all the canonical books of the Old and the New Testament, as
a whole and in all their parts, as the divinely inspired, revealed, and
inerrant Word of God and submit to this as the only infallible authority
in all matters of faith and life.

“II. THE LUTHERAN SYMBOLS.

“1. These synods also, without reservation, accept the symbolical books
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, not in so far as, but because, they
are the presentation and explanation of the pure doctrine of the Word of
God and a summary of the faith of the Lutheran Church, as this has
found expression in response to the exigencies arising from time to time.

“(The Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, in agreement with
the position of the Lutheran Church of Norway and Denmark, has officially
accepted only the three Ecumenical Creeds, the Unaltered Augsburg Con-
fession, and Luther’s Small Catechism. This position does not imply that
the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America in any way whatsoever rejects
the remaining symbolical books of the Lutheran Church, as the constant
references to them in her theological literature amply testify, but since
the other symbolical books are not known to her constituency generally,
it has not been deemed necessary to require formal subseription to the
entire Book of Concord.)

“2. Adherence to our confessions pertains only to their doctrinal con-
tents (4. e., to the doctrines declared to be the divine truth and to the rejec-
tion of opposite doctrines), but to these without exception or limitation
in all articles and parts, no matter whether a doctrine is specifically cited
as a confession or incidentally introduced for the purpose of elucidating
or proving some other doctrine. All that pertains to the form of presenta-
tion (historical comments, questions purely exegetical, ete.) is not binding.
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“III. CHURCH-FELLOWSHIP.

“1. These synods agree that true Christians are found in every denom-
ination which has so much of divine truth revealed in Holy Secripture
that children of God can be born in it; that, according to the Word of
God and our confessions, church-fellowship, that is, mutual recognition,
altar- and pulpit-fellowship, and eventually cooperation in the strictly
essential work of the Church, presupposes unanimity in the pure doctrines
of the Gospel and in the confession of the same in word and deed.

“Where the establishment and maintenance of church-fellowship ignores
present doctrinal differences or declares them a matter of indifference,
there is unionism, pretense of a union which does not exist.

“2. These synods agree that the rule ‘Lutheran pulpits for Lutheran
pastors only and Lutheran altars for Lutheran communicants only’ is not
only in full accord with, but necessarily implied in, the teachings of the
divine Word and the confessions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church.
This rule, implying the rejection of all unionism and syncretism, must be
observed as setting forth a principle elementary to sound and conservative
Lutheranism.

“IV. POINTS OF DOCTRINE.

“In 1920 all synods, with the exception of the Buffalo Synod (to which

they had not been submitted), adopted theses on —

1. The Work of Christ. 5. Justification. (See Chicago Theses.)
2. The Gospel. 6. Faith.

3. Absolution. 7. Conversion.

4. Holy Baptism. 8. Election.

“After discussion of these theses the representatives present came to
the conclusion that we are in full agreement in all essentials pertaining
to these doctrines.

“V. THE LODGE QUESTION.

1. These synods agree that all such organizations or societies, secret
or open, as are either avowedly religious or practise the forms of religion
without confessing as a matter of principle the Triune God and Jesus
Christ as the Son of God, come into the flesh, and our Savior from sin
or instead of the Gospel teach salvation by human works or morality are
antichristian and destructive of the best interests of the Church and the
individual soul and that therefore the Church of Christ and its congrega-
tions can have no fellowship with them.

“2. They agree that a Lutheran synod should not tolerate pastors who
have affiliated themselves with any antichristian society. And they ad-
monish their pastors and congregations to testify against the sin of lodgery
and to put forth earnest efforts publicly and privately to enlighten and
persuade persons who are members of antichristian societies to sever their
connection with such organizations.

“VI. RECOGNITION.

“The representatives of the synods here present agree that the synods
accepting these articles are one in doctrine and practise, recognize each
other as truly Lutheran, and may enter into pulpit- and altar-fellowship.

- “The presidents of the synods here represented are asked to present
44
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this Agreement to their respective synods for adoption.” (Now follow the
names of the clergymen who signed as the representatives of the Iowa,
Ohio, and Buffalo synods and the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America.)

The theses referred to in Section IV read as follows: —

“Theses Adopted in Chicago, March 11—13, 1919.

“1. In regard to the Work of Christ, Redemption, and Reconciliation:

“Jesus Christ, God and man, has not only for the benefit of, but in
the place of, the human race taken upon Himself the sins of the world with
the just penalties for them. In the place of the world and for its benefit
He has by His holy life fulfilled the Law and by His suffering and death,
by His blood, paid the penalty for the whole world, truly and completely
satisfied the divine justice, redeemed the world from guilt and punishment
of sin, and brought about the reconciliation of God, whose wrath had
come upon mankind on account of sin and whose justice required satisfaction.

“2. In regard to the Gospel: —

“The Gospel is not only a story, a narrative of what Jesus Christ has
done, but at the same time it offers, and gives the result of, the work of
Christ; above all, forgiveness of sin. Yea, it even, at the same time,
gives power to accept what it offers.

“3. In regard to Absolution: —

“Absolution does not essentially differ from the forgiveness of sin
offered by the Gospel. The only difference is that absolution is the direct
application of forgiveness of sin to the individual desiring the consolation
of the Gospel. Absolution is not a judgment passed by the pastor on
those being absolved, declaring that they now have forgiveness.

“4. In regard to Holy Baptism and the Gospel: —

“The Holy Ghost works regeneration of the sinner both through
Baptism and the Gospel. Both are therefore justly called the means of
regeneration.

“5. In regard to Justification: —

“Justification is not an act in man, but an act by God in heaven de-
claring the repentant and believing just or stating that he is regarded as
such on account of the imputation of the righteousness of Christ by faith.

“6. In regard to Faith: —

“Faith is not in any measure a human effort. Faith is an act of man
in so far as it is man who believes. But both the power to believe and the
act of believing are God’s work and gift in the human soul, or heart.

“7. In regard to Conversion: —

“Conversion, as the word is commonly used in our Lutheran Confes-
sions, comprises contrition and faith produced by the Law and the Gospel.
If man is not converted, the responsibility and guilt fall on him because
in spite of God’s all-sufficient grace through the call he ‘would not’ accord-
ing to the Word of Christ, Matt. 23, 37: ‘How often would I have gathered
thy children, even as a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye
would not.’

“If a man is converted, the glory belongs to God alone, whose work
of grace it is throughout. Before conversion or in conversion there is no
cooperation of man; but at the very moment man is converted, cooperation.
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Vegins through the new powers given in conversion; though this coopera-
tion is never independent of the Holy Spirit, but always ‘to such an extent
and so long as God by His Holy Spirit rules, guides, and leads him.
(Formula of Concord.)

“8, In regard to Election: —

“The causes of election to salvation are the mercy of God and the
most holy merit of Christ; nothing in us on account of which God has
elected us to eternal life.

“On the one hand, we reject all forms of synergism which in any way
would deprive God of His glory as the only Savior. On the other hand,
wo reject all forms of Calvinism which directly or indirectly would conflict
with the order of salvation and would not give to all a full and equally
great opportunity of salvation or which in any manner would violate the
Word of God, which says that God will have all men to be saved and to
come unto the knowledge of the truth. 1 Tim. 2, 4.”

The above theses will, it seems, now play a very important role,
inasmuch as on them the proposed American Lutheran Conference is to
be established.

In 1927 our comments on them ran as follows: —

“The theses given above have a Lutheran ring, as anybody who is at
all acquainted with documents of this kind will soon notice. 1) It was
with joy that we read the declaration on the Scriptures, which positively
opposes the modern view that the Bible merely contains the Word of God
or that it is a book which, in spite of a divine origin, is marred by some
minor errors and inconsistencies. 2) Our full approval was given further-
more to the paragraphs on the Lutheran symbols, where an adherence to
the Confessions gquia, and not quatenus, they teach the truth is explicitly
taught. 3) Of the theses adopted in Chicago in 1919 the one relating to
the redemption of Christ teaches very clearly the fundamental doctrine
of the vicarious atonement and of the objective justification of the sinful
world; and the paragraphs on the Gospel, Holy Baptism and the Gospel,
Justification, and Faith, while not exhaustive, present vital aspects of the
respective doctrines. 4) Concerning the statement on Conversion we are
glad to note that it rejects synergism by emphasizing that conversion is
throughout a work of God’s grace. 5) While the theses thus bear testi-
mony to important Scripture truths, there are several strictures which we
feel compelled to make. Generally speaking, the theses ought to be more
complete; several subjects on which one expects a declaration are mot
touched on. Besides, the statements could be more definite. Here and
there one feels that the language is vague and ambiguous. 6) The first
paragraph on church-fellowship is excellent, but it contains a phrase which
is vague and weakens the statement. We refer to the words ‘[cooperation]
in the strictly essential work of the Church.’ Does not the limitation
‘strictly essential’ afford the lax element in a synod adopting this para-
graph a loophole where it may introduce its unionistic practises? We fear
that this element will label its unscriptural fellowshiping with errorists as
oceurring in the sphere of the unessential work of the Church. It is quite
true that the preceding words, ‘mutual recognmition,’ ‘altar- and pulpit-
fellowship,” ought to exclude such a use of the phrase; but experience has
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taught that the advocates of unionism employ the aforementioned expres-
sion to justify their unmscriptural attitude. 7) Again, it is certainly
commendable that the lodge question is dwelt on in the Articles of Agree-
ment. What is said on that topic ought to be accepted by every Lutheran.
But does it suffice to say that a ‘Lutheran synod should not tolerate pastors
[italics ours] who have affiliated themselves with any antichristian so-
ciety’? The agreement fails to point out that lodge-membership is a sin
which must ordinarily lead to excommunication if persisted in. 8) The
last sentence of the paragraph on Absolution lacks clearness. If the word
‘pastor,” as we think the authors intend, is emphasized, then the statement
is correct. As it stands, it can easily be interpreted to deny the doctrine
of absolution as confessed by our Lutheran Church. 9) Concerning the
paragraph on Election the question suggested itself to us whether it is
not too brief. While the statements made are Secriptural and important,
they are not specific enough to exclude, for instance, the error of Huber,
who identified the decree of Redemption and the decree of Election. In this
connection a question arises with reference to the Norwegian Lutheran
Church in America. This body stands committed to the Opgjoer, which
agitated men’s minds a decade ago. Will the Opgjoer continue to represent
the official position of the Norwegian Lutheran Church when these theses
have been adopted, or will it be superseded by the declaration we are
considering? Does this agreement imply that the two objectionable features
of the Opgjoer, namely, that, on the one hand, it places the intuitu-fides
view of Election on a par with the doctrine taught in Article XI of the
Formula of Concord, and that, on the other hand, it fails to be specific
enough in its rejection of synergism, will be corrected? We, who were
among the critics of the Opgjoer, regret that these matters are not touched
upon. 10) Finally, it will strike the reader as strange that controverted
subjects like Chiliasm, the Church, and the Office of the Ministry are not
treated. It was partly on this account that we stated above that the
document, in our view, ought to be more comprehensive.”

Thus we wrote in 1927. There seems to be no reason why we should
alter our view of the theses. Our objections appear to us well founded.
May we express the hope that, when the representatives of the bodies
mentioned meet in fall to consummate the union, they will take time to
study the doctrinal basis of the new body once more and remove the
objectionable features? A.

Gin papiftijder Kommentar zur Auguitanafeier. Wir lefen in Our
Sunday Visitor, einem romifdjen Blatt, dad in Huntington, Jnd., gedrudt
fird: “We are reading considerable in the papers to-day about a celebra-
tion which Lutherans throughout the world, and more particularly the
Missouri Synod Lutherans of the United States, are observing in com-
memoration of the Augsburg Confession. It is the confession or profession
of faith prepared by Melanchthon and presented by the Lutheran princes
at the Diet of Augsburg in June, 1530. Neither the Lutherans nor other
Protestant bodies to-day have any good reason to commemorate the accep-
tance of the document known as the Augsburg Confession because most
of them do not adhere to the articles of faith and doctrine to which it gave
expression.” Der Sunday Visitor eriahnt dann nod einige Dinge, womit
bie romijden Polemifer ihre Horer und RLefer gefwohnbeitdmapig unter=
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Halten, 3. B. Meland)thonsd dmberung der Augsburgifden Konfeffion, das
Berjdiwinden der Originale, die 1530 Karl V. in die Hande gelegt fvurbden,
die Parteiungen unter den Luiheranern und Proteftanten im BVergleid) mit
der groBartigen ©inigfeit der Papitfirdhe, die geringe Grofe, aud) der
~Mifjourifynode”, im BVerhalinid zur Grohe des Papitreiched. Der Urtifel
im Sunday Visitor {@liegt mit der Verficherung: “We speak with no ill
feeling, but we are calling attention to a situation over which there can be
no special reason to rejoice”, namlid) bei den ,Rutbheranern” und ,Pro=
teftanten”. Wir fonnen unfererfeitd verfidern, dak wir gegen die Satho-
lifen nidjt in itbeltoollender Gefinnung {dreiben. €3 mup und aber erlaubt
fein, die Yufmerffamfeit auf die Qualitdt der Cinigleit zu ridten, die
jid) in ber Papitfirdje findet. Tun foir dies, jo twird leidt erfannt, daf die
romifden Polemifer gar wenig Grund Haben, fid) iiber die groke , Einigfeit”
ihrer Rirde im Vergleidh mit der Jerjplitterung de3 Protejtantidmus zu
freuen. Der romifdjen Einbeit liegt namlid) eine Entmenjdung der Menfd-
Peit gugrunde. Wasd den Menjdjen von der vernunftlofen Kreatur unter-
fdpeidet, ift Das menichliche Getiffen, das indivbiduelle menjdhliche Getviffen
bor Gott. Die romifde Kirdhe aber fordert bon allen ihren Gliedern, un=
gelehrten und gelefrten, dag sacrificium intellectus et comscientiae. a3
im- Jefuitenorden bdurd) ,Crerzitien” befondersd eingeiibt iwird, namlid) die
Berzidtleiftung auf das eigene Geiviffen und die Untermwerfung unter das
Urteil De3 Papites, da3 twird bon jedem treuen Gliede ded Vapitreid)3, bom
Meppriefter an bi3 um Kardinal, gefordert und audy geleiftet. Das ijt die
Gadlage im Papfttum: Dder treue Katholif ift bei aller Aftivitat im Ver=
ftand und Willen ,papftgebunden”, ein Automat wie im Film. Sicdherlich
“a situation over which there can be no special reason to rejoice”. ©p-
pann ift nidht auper Vetradht zu lajfen, dapy die romifde ,Einigleit” einen
grunditiirzenden F rrtum in begug auf die via salutis in fid) {hliegt. Die
offizielle Rehre ded Papjttums lautet dahin, daf der Menjd) nidht allein
durd) dad Vertrauen auf Chrifti Verdienft, fondern aud) durd) eigene Werke
geredit und felig wird. Nad) der Heiligen Srift aber jteht die Sade fo,
foie der Upoftel Paulug im Namen aller Glieder der driftlichen RKirdje Dbe-
fennt: ,Weil wir wiffen, daf der WMenid) durd) ded Gefebes Werfe nidht
geredit ipird, jondern durd) den Glauben an JCjum Chriftum, jo glauben
foir aud) an Chriftum JICum, auf daf wir gered)t fwerden durd) den Glau-
ben an @hriffum und nidht durd) ded Gefebes Werfe, denn durd) ded Ge-
febes Werfe wird fein Fleifd geredht”, Gal.2,16. Nidht im itbeltvollen,
jondern in freundlider Gefinnung laben ivir Heute nod) alle Glieder ber
Rapitfirde ein, die Sdrift st lefen und zu erivdgen, die Luiher anfangs
Sunt 1530 bon der Koburg aud an ,die gange [papiftifhe] Geiftlichfeit, zu
Augsburg berfamumelt”, ridtete. Jn diefer Sdrift decdt LQuiher den papi-
ftifhen Jrrtum pom Wege zur Seligfeit mit diefen Worten auf: ,Ihr Habt
un3 gelefjrt, daf man folle durd) unfer Werf genugtun fiir die Siinde, aud
gegen Gott. . .. Was ift nun joldger Glaube anderd denn der Tiirfen und
Heiden und Juden Glaube? fwelde allefamt aud) wollen durd) ihre Werle
genugtun. Wie ift e3 aber miglich), daf eine Seele nidht berziweifle, {o fie
feinen anbdern Troft Hat iwider die Siinde denn ifre eigenen Werfe? Dies
alleg fonnt ihr [Papiften] nid)t Yeugnen; eure Biider find borhanden.”
(&t. .XVI, 956 f.) €8 ift alfo fiir die romijdhen Polemifer wenig GSrund
gur Freubde porhanden, wenn fie auf die ziveihundert Millionen threr Kirden-
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gemeinfdaft Hiniveifen. Auf die Jafhl der Ynfhanger gefehen, twird die Papit-
firdhe pon PHeiden, Tiirfen und Juden, die denfelben Glauben Haben (Werk-
geredhtigfeit), um dbasd Bierfadje itbertroffen. Wenn e3 unter dem Papftum
durd) Goites Gnade nicht zu jeder Beit Seelen gegeben Yatte, die in Anm-
fecgtung und Todednot wider Ddie offizielle Lehre der ,RKirdge” allein auf
Chriftt Berdienjt bertrauten und vertrauen, jo fdnnte unter dem Papjttum
fein Menfd felig werden. €3 ift daher durdhausd am Plabe, dafk wir LQuife-
raner aud) jebt nod) der Papitfirdhe die ugsburgijhe KLonfefjion alsd Leltiire
empfehlen, gumal Quther primo loco der Rircdhe, in der er aufgemadien war,
scil. Der romifdjen RKirde, zum Reformator gegeben fwar und iff. Durd
Gotted Gnade fwiederfholt jidh aud) nod) big auf diefen Tag, twas der Bifd)of
pon ugsburg 1530 nad) dem Unhoren der Confessio Augustana qusrief:
,Das Borgelefene ift wafr, ift die lautere Wahrheit; ivir fonnen e nidht
leugnen.” F. 8.

Hartwick Seminary Given Temporary Quarters in Brooklyn. —
In the Lutheran Standard we read: “Hartwick Theological Seminary, the
oldest Lutheran educational institution in America, located for 133 years
near Cooperstown, N.Y., will move during the summer to New York City,
locating temporarily in the parish house of St.Luke’s Lutheran Church,
Brooklyn, Dr. Stephen M. Paulson, pastor. Dr. Paulson will serve as dean
of the institution and professor of practical theology by appointment of the
Board of Trustees, the other members of the full-time faculty being
Dr. Frank Wolford, Dr. W. H. Bruce Carney, and Dr. E. Brennecke. Addi-
tional professors and lecturers will be drafted from the ranks of Lutheran
ministers and church leaders in New York City. The Board proposes, in
addition to the school of theology, to establish a school of practical church-
work for training lay leadership.

“The United Lutheran Synod of New York convention at Rochester
accepted the plan of the trustees and invited the Pennsylvania Lutheran
Ministerium to consider a merger under joint control of Hartwick Seminary
and Mount Airy Theological Seminary. Negotiations under way for some
years for the merger of these institutions with the seminaries at Gettysburg
and Selinsgrove, Pa., while so far unsuccessful, have not been entirely
abandoned. The move is interpreted as being the first step toward the
establishment of a strong Lutheran theological institution commensurate
with the strength of the Lutheran Church in New York City and vicinity.

“Building, land, and endowments of Hartwick Seminary have been pro-
portionately allocated to the theological institution and academy, the latter
operating under a recent charter from the New York State Board of
Regents, having arranged to lease from the seminary all equipment nec-
essary for use. The total valuation of the property near Cooperstown is
approximately $500,000. The theological institution will continue under
the original charter granted more than a century ago.” A.

Gine nene Sommiffion ded Fideralfonsild, Wie der ,Friedensbote”
mitteilt, Yat dad Foderalfonzil eine neue Kommifjion gefdajfen, die bie
Aufgabe Pat, die Beziehungen mit den Kirdjen Curopasd zu pflegen, und
die amerifanifde Abteilung bdes Fortfebungdausiduijes der Stodholmer
Konferenz bildet. P. Henrh Smith Reiper ift gum Cgefutivjefretdr bdiefer
Sommiffion ernannt fwordben. P. Reiper war frither Miffionar in China,
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diente mdhrend des Weltfrieged in der Y. M. C. A. in Gibirien, war 1920
gur Beit der HYungerdnot in China eifrig fiir dag dinefijdhe Hilfsmwert tdtig
und gab die Unregung zu der jeBigen Sammlung fiir die Notleidenden in
@hina. P. Reiper ift vor furzem nad) Curopa abgereift. Dort bertritt er
das {oberalfonzil bei Der Feier Des vierhumbdertjahrigen Jubildums bder
Augsburgijden Konfeffion. In London wird er bem Internationalen Konzil
der Songregationaliften beiwohnen und als Austaufdprediger dienen. Spater
bejudit er in ber Siveiz die BVerjammlung ded Weltbundes fitr internatio-
nale Freundjdaftdarbeit der Kirden und jchlieplic) am felben Ort die Sibung
bed Gtodholmer Fortfebungdausdiduifes. — Warum fich basd bon ausgefproden
driftusfeindliden und durdh und durd) moberniftijhen RKeitern beeinflufpte
Koderalfonzil an der Yugsburger Konfeffionsfeier beteiligt, ift uns unver-
ftandlid). I, ZL IR,

Education of the Clergy in the United States. — A special study
made by Dr. C. Luther Fry on the basis of the last religious census, taken
1926, brings out the information — so says the Literary Digest — that of
twenty-one leading denominations which represent seventy-four per cent.
of the entire number of churches in the United States almost three out
of eight ministers of eighteen white denominations and more than three
out of four ministers of three large Negro bodies do not claim to be
graduates of either college or seminary. The Roman Catholic priests
generally report longer academic training than the ministers of seventeen
white Protestant bodies. Only 6.6 per cent. of the priests are non-graduates,
while of the Protestant clergy 41 per cent. must be given this classification.
Among white Protestant groups, rural-urban differences in ministerial
training are striking. In cities only one out of five of the ministers of
seventeen white Protestant denominations reports that he was neither a
college nor a seminary man, while in rural areas this proportion is more
than one out of two.

What Dr. Fry’s figures, as given in the Literary Digest, indicate as
to the meager education of the Protestant clergy does not refer to Lu-
therans, at least not to those in the Synodical Conference. Thorough
education of the clergy has been a characteristic of the Lutheran Church
throughout the ages, and we can be thankful that such is the case. At
times, it is true, the fire of unadulterated faith was kept burning in
humble homes when it had been banished from the seminaries, and far be
it from us to cast reflections, for instance, on the noble founders of the
Tennessee Synod, who educated their successors largely in log-cabin par-
sonages because there were no truly Lutheran seminaries to which the
young men could be sent. But that the education of the theological youth
under such a system must, as a rule, remain fragmentary is very evident.

A.

The Bible Still Being Translated and Spread. — Some of us may
think that the days of Bibel translation lie completely in the past and that
our age does not witness anything of it. They are somewhat in error.
In the Bible Society Record, the organ of the American Bible Society,
appears an interesting story which not only indicates the value of radio
communication for isolated missions, but also gives an account of a recent
successful effort to give to heathen people the Bible in their own language.
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“‘Send 500 Complete Gilberts Bibles Steamer Leaves Sydney
May London Mission Beru Gilbert Island.’

“What a thrill comes from these words! They formed a radio message
sent on February 27 from the far Pacific islands and received at the Bible
House, New York, the next day. Heretofore it has taken from four
months to half a year for such an order for Scriptures to travel from the
Gilbert. Islands to the Bible House. Think of the romance for these
islanders and for their missionaries, hitherto dependent for contact with
the outer world on the call of one or, at most, two ships a year, and now
in hourly communication with that outer world by radio.

“This whole matter of the Scriptures in the language of the Gilbert
Islands is full of romance. When young Hiram Bingham, Jr., son of
Hiram Bingham, pioneer missionary to the Sandwich Islands, set sail
with his wife in 1857, it took these pioneers, in a little 156-ton ship, a good
part of a year to reach their destination, and the material for a house
was unloaded, and they were left among the cannibal islanders, not a word
of whose language did they know!

“There was peril and romance in the story of the missionaries cultivat-
ing the friendship of the islanders, slowly acquiring a speaking' knowledge
of the language, patiently reducing it to written form, carefully translating
the Scriptures into it, obtaining a printing-press only to find it a puzzle,
no one knowing how to set it up, suddenly sighting a boatload of ship-
wrecked sailors arriving in the harbor after drifting and rowing weeks
and miles over the ocean in a little boat searching for land, one of the
sailors proving to be a former printer and thereupon setting up the press!

“There was romance also in the long and great work of the trans-
lation of the whole Bible by these same pioneers, who, in 1893, nearly
forty years later, completed it (Mrs. Bingham read the proof meticulously
three times and inserted 120,000 punctuation marks!) and saw it printed
at the Bible House in New York, from where this radio message now
summons a new shipment. Romance indeed!

“P. 8. Since the foregoing was put in type, a letter calling for these
Bibles has been received. It was written August 28, 1929, five months
before the wireless message was sent, but arrived three weeks after it was
received. The Bibles are alrady on their way.”

This is rightly superscribed “Another Bit of Romance.” The Word of
God is running its course in spite of all foes. Though we deplore that the
Bible Society is a unionistic organization, we rejoice over every copy of
the Scriptures or part of them that is placed in the hands of a poor
mortal through its agency. A.

A Halt to Church Unions. — In the Watchman-Examiner (June 19),
Rev. G. Laws, in his British Letter, calls a halt to church unions. He
writes: “It is astonishing what progress has been made in a few years in
uniting denominations. Canada has made the United Church of Canada
out of Presbyterian, Methodist, and Congregational bodies. Scotland has
reunited the Church of Scotland and the United Free Church (itself the
result of previous unions of Presbyterian bodies). England is about to
witness the creation of a. Methodist Church out of the Wesleyan, Primitive,
and United Methodist bodies. South India is on the verge of uniting
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Episcopal, Presbyterian, Congregational, and Methodist bodies into one
Church.

“Baptists have not been concerned in any of these mergers, but our
common Christianity compels us to watch these mutations with interest.
There is one question which persistently recurs to my mind in this con-
nection. It is this: Will these mergers be worth what they cost? Unques-
tionably they will cost something in the concessions they demand of
conviction. [Italics our own.] Will they put into their members any
compensating zeal and fire? That these great bodies, with their close organ-
ization, will afford a broader platform for display and a longer ladder for
ambition is beyond doubt. But are such considerations the be-all and
end-all of Christian endeavor? Does it not still remain to be asked
whether these unifications will be advantageous to the Gospel and whether
they will result in bringing more souls into the kingdom through the
only portal of repentance toward God and faith in our Lord Jesus Christ?

“It might be well if Christendom, or at least the evangelical part of it,
would now call a halt and give twenty years to the close and sympathetic
observation of the spiritual results of these experiments in wuniformity.
[Ttalics our own.] If the result gives us more Christians and better ones,
there will be an argument that all must heed who love the Gospel. These
unifications all assume that the chief hindrance to the success of the
Gospel is our division into regiments. This I take leave to doubt. And
these unifications also assume that their accomplishment will be accom-
panied by an accession of power for the work of the Lord. This is an
assumption which is at present without proof. It remains to be proved.
A triumphant demonstration of it would rejoice every Christian heart.
We shall see.

“The Church in the past armed herself with many secular powers
through her union with the State. This injured and corrupted her des-
perately. She is now divesting herself of those ill-fitting and compromising
attributes, and it is well. Whether the present tendency to arm herself
with great institutional and social strength will indeed increase her spir-
itual power many thoughtful Christians question.”

Incomplete and inadequate as it is, the argument against church
unions here presented nevertheless supplies food for thought to all who
have allowed themselves to be carried away by the mania for unification.
The mergers which have been effected in the past decades have certainly
cost much “in the concessions they demanded of conviction,” and herein
lies their main weakness. A Church of no or of weak convictions is
impotent, no matter how great its numerical strength may be. On the
other hand, the surprisingly weak Church of the twelve apostles and their
few adherents became astoundingly strong when it preached the powerful
message of God’s pure Word. Here lies the strength of the Christian
Church, and only here. J.T. M.

Episcopacy and Union. — A conditio sine qua non put forth by the
Episcopalians in their megotiations for union with other church-bodies is
the acceptance of the historic episcopate (Chicago-Lambeth Quadrilateral).
Their attitude in this matter is based on the idea that the episcopate is
the mainstay of unity. An article by Dr. W. A. McClenthen, published in
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the Living Church of May 10, puts it thus: “Is, then, episcopal ordination
an obstacle to church unity? The answer is no; the Holy Spirit does not
work against Himself. So far from being an obstacle, it is a preservation
of what unity there is. It is a matter of observation that those sections
of Christendom which have maintained episcopal ordination with all that
it involves have not tended to division among themselves. These sections
are by far the majority. They have.kept a coherence, difficult some-
times, we must admit, but the point of coherence has been the bishop.
Rome and Constantinople, no less than Canterbury, have had trouble in
holding their children together, but mostly they have managed it. In the
East, differences are more political than theological. Among ourselves we
may differ, sometimes most acrimoniously; but the differences are in the
family, and we still kneel before the same bishop for our ordinations and
communions. Considered in relation to each other, the majority sections
are quite obvious parts of a common whole. They believe more of the
same things; the similarity of their worship is recognizable. Such facts
hold a definite promise for some future restoration of unity among them.”

The episcopate is in no way the basis, or a basis, of Christian unity.
St. Paul, in speaking of the unity of the Spirit, Eph. 4, mentions “one Lord,
one faith, one Baptism,” but he does not mention the “bishop.” The unity
of the Church cannot be based on the Catholic, Roman-Greek-Anglo-Catholic
episcopate. For the necessity of episcopal ordination, apostolic succession,
ete., is a delusion. But the truth alone can be the basis of true unity.
And what we thus know a priors is confirmed by the actual state of affairs
existing in the Episcopalian denomination. “It is a matter of observation”
that this Church is a most incoherent body. No close observer will say
that it is a united Church. They do not have “one faith.” They say so
themselves. The Church Congress which met in Richmond, Va., in 1926
was characterized by the chairman of the local committee as “a fellowship
of uncongenial minds.” One of the speakers held that evangelical faith will
remain when its doctrinal foundation in the atonement is given up;
another one pleaded for the simplicity of the Gospel over against emphasis
on orders, ritual, and government; a third one declared that a loyal
churchman is at once high, low, and broad; a fourth one, that loyalty to
the Church is consistent with differences of faith and practise, even with
differences on the truth of the Virgin Birth and of the Resurrection; the
fifth, that the Virgin Birth and the Resurrection are essential; the sixth
was an advocate of evolution; the seventh defended religion against the
assaults of the new psychology, etc. “One faith”! (The Lutheran, April
14, 1927.) The High Church insists that episcopacy is essential to the
very existence of the Church; the Low Church denies it vehemently; the
Broad Church holds that hardly anything is essential, and the Bishop of
Central New York, Dr. Charles Fiske, is proud of a “Church which has sue-
ceeded in holding together in loyal membership High, Low, Catholic, Broad,
Evangelical, Sacramentalist, each emphasizing one part of the many-sided
truth, yet none impelled to destroy the unity of the body in order to
strengthen its own teaching, each free to hold its cherished truth and yet,
through necessary contact with other truth, saved from wholly succumbing
to the heresy of the partial and fragmentary.” (The Faith by Which We
Live, p. 234.)
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Divided, yet one! When Dr. McClenthen declared (before the Church
Congress of this year) that Rome, Constantinople, and Canterbury “are
quite obvious parts of a common whole, they believe more of the same
things,” he disavowed Art. XI (on justification) of the Articles of Religion,
for that is the article anathematized by the Synod of Trent. And those who
still adhere to the eleventh article surely find it difficult to maintain fellow-
ship with such an uncongenial mind, and vice versa. Were those Episco-
palians who accept Art. VI (on the authority of Scripture) and Prof.
Charles A. Briggs, who was suspended by the Presbyterians because of his
liberal stand on the inspiration and authority of Scripture and received by
the Episcopalians, brothers in the faith? Dr. Percy S. Grant, an extreme
liberal was forced by the vestry of his church to vacate his pulpit, but
remained to his end a member of the Episcopal clergy. He remained in
“unity” with his Church. — What is there really in the episcopate that
makes for unity? Is the clergy necessarily close to the bishop, at one
with him? Dr. Reiland last year offered his church for a joint Communion
service under the auspices of the Christian Unity League without first
consulting the bishop. The bishop forbade the action, and the rector sub-
mitted. But he still violently disagrees with his bishop. And the Prot-
estant Episcopal Church League publicly rebuked the bishop for this and
other matters. They are in disagreement on most vital matters. But “we
still kneel before the same bishop.” The Protestant Episcopal Church is
not a united body. It is a matter of observation that the episcopate has
no unifying force. Indeed, there is an outward union of incoherent parts.
But the same object could have been attained without the episcopate. Con-
gregationalism has not a trace of episcopalism in its system. And the
Congregational denomination has, if anything, outdone the Episcopalians
in keeping the most discordant elements together in peace and union.

The episcopate is not a unifying factor, not even when reenforced by
the Papacy. Roman Catholics boast of the unity their church enjoys,
and since Dr. McClenthen agks us to make the situation in the Roman
Catholic Church a matter of observation, we shall briefly examine the case.
We shall find that this body is made up of jarring, warring factions.
Luther so found it. “Just as in a company of lepers nobody is leprous,
so among these heretics none is a heretic; and they do not see, these nice
folks, that there are just about as many ways, sects, parties, among them
as heads and minds, that each one teaches and believes as he sees fit,—
& deadly disease indeed,— that they do not follow the common way of the
Christian faith, but that each one constructs his own way to heaven”
(12, 1461) ; and these various monastic orders were, as a rule, engaged in
bitter rivalry, not only in the interest of their particular methods of sal-
vation, but also for the purpose of self-aggrandizement. The history of the
Jesuit order does not speak well for the unity of Rome. The suppression
of this order by one Pope and its reinstatement by another was preceded
and followed by a most unbrotherly antagonism. Study the age-long con-
flict between Episcopalism and Curialism. The Council of Trent shrank
from deciding the matter. Was it decided in 18707 The papal infallibility
was indeed imposed by force upon the Church of Rome; but how many of
the bishops have really succeeded in honestly making the sacrificium in-
tellectusf Study the conflict between Augustinianism and Semi-Pela-
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gianism, particularly as advocated by the Jesuits. And even though Semi-
Pelagianism won out, there is no agreement on Semi-Pelagianism itself.
The Jesuits teach that salvation is by good works alone; Trent ascribes
salvation to the merit of good works and of Christ. The age-long conflict
between the Scotists and the Thomists on original sin, as to whether it is
the lack of original righteousness or also something positive, consisting
essentially in concupiscence, was not settled by the Council of Trent. It
refused to settle it. (See Klotsche, Ohr. Symbolics, p. 78.) For ages the
Franciscans (Scotists) have been denouncing the Dominicans (Thomists)
as heretics for denying the immaculate conception of Mary, then the
Jesuits entered the conflict on the side of the Franciscans against the
Jansenists, and when in 1854 the Pope, without assembling a council to
determine the question, declared, presumably ex cathedra, — for certainly
the ex-cathedra law of 1870 must be retroactive,— that all who should
think otherwise in their hearts must have made shipwreck concerning the
faith and fallen away from the unity of the Church, he stamped as
heretics Anselm, Bernard, Bonaventura, Aquinas, and with Aquinas the
body of Dominican teachers down to recent times. (Fisher, Hist. of Ohr.
Doct., p. 539.) On what specific Roman doctrine is there agreement in
Rome? Is Christ really immolated in the Mass? Then how? One cannot
follow the intricacies of the discussion. There cannot be agreement among
men on any man-made doctrine. Why, there is disagreement in Rome on
even such a simple matter as the authority of the Pope. The most
emphatic declarations of the Pope are flaunted, —and the peace is not
disturbed. Ex-Governor Alfred Smith declared: “In my public life I have
exemplified that complete separation of Church from State which is the
faith of American Catholics to-day.” Pope Leo XIII declared, presumably
ex cathedra (but there is no agreement among Roman theologians on what
makes a pontificial statement of ex-cathedra force), that “it is not lawful
for the State, any more than for the individual, either to disregard all
religious duties or to hold in equal favor different kinds of religion.” But
Mr. Smith and his religious adviser and his fellow-believers have not been
excommunicated. That proves the contention of Dr. MeClenthen? Well, it
proves that, given the right kind of bishop or Pope, opposing factions can
be kept together in some sort of external partnership for gain. But the
whole story also shows that, where the authority of Secripture and the
doctrine of justification by faith are rejected, there can be no real unity,
the unity of faith. E.
The Presbyterians and Church Union.— Of the nine Presbyterian
bodies in our country the Presbyterian Church in the United States of
America (Northern Convention), the Presbyterian Church in the United
States (Southern Convention), and the United Presbyterian Church of
North America (Middle-Western) are the largest and most prominent. To
the student of denominational movements it is of interest to note what
attitude these three bodies took toward church union. Of the three groups
the smallest, the United Presbyterian Church, was the most eager. Its
objective was a union with the Southern Presbyterians for the avowed
reason that, as reported by Time, “if the Southern and United Presbyterians
joined now, they could dictate terms of merger with the Northern Presby-
terians.” However the Southern Presbyterians, at their convention in
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Charlottesville, Va., emphatically declared themselves against any imme-
diate merger with other Preshyterians. This declaration was directed espe-
ctally against the Northern Convention of Presbyterians because of their
open toleration of liberalists of every kind. The Northern Presbyterians,
meeting in Cincinnati, O., chose for their Moderator Rev. Dr. Kerr, of Pitts-
burgh, who is a “middle-of-the-roader” and hence can be claimed neither
by the conservatives nor by the liberalists. At their convention the merger
overture received little attention, the major objective being the enforce-
ment of Prohibition. Judging from the outcome of the three conventions,
in general, it seems as though the merger movement has now been indefi-
nitely postponed. J.T. M.

A Biblical Difficulty. — There are difficulties in the Bible, and the
Modernists make much of them. But the Modernists are confronted with
a difficulty of their own making, and it is interesting to note their attempts
to solve the insoluble. The difficulty is: If the Bible is the Word of God,
how can it contain errors and worse? This difficulty does mot confront
the outright infidel. He looks upon the Bible as a2 human and consequently
fallible product. But the Modernist insists that the Bible is the Word of
CGod. But how can God err? Dr. 8. Parkes Cadman was asked this most
embarrassing question, and in his book Answers to Every-dey Questions
he discusses it in the chapter “Biblical Difficulties.” “Question: Why do
ecclesiastics ask us to accept the Bible as the Word of God and then tell
us that the account of creation is not historic or Jonah’s experiences
a ‘fish story’ or the Virgin Birth contrary to nature and therefore un-
believable and the other New Testament miracles the outcome of imagina-
tion? How can you blame men if they conclude that the Book is full of
errors and that consequently its author or authors are fallible and the
entire Volume therefore to be discredited?” Dr. Cadman attempts to solve
the problem how the Bible, if it contains errors, can honestly be called the
Word of God in this wise: “Answer: I know few ecclesiastics who make
the strange pronouncement you attribute to them.” The questioner will
not know what to make of this, seeing that Dr. Cadman proceeds to make
this very pronouncement: “If they do, since when were their ediets your
sole reason for accepting or rejecting the Bible as the ‘Word of God’?”
That is very good advice and should be followed. “No one can confidently
pronounce on the issue unless he has made an intelligent study of the
Book itself. Even a casual acquaintance with it shows that its revelations
were necessarily colored by their earthly channels and that the draperies
of Holy Scripture in no way affect its essence.” Answer the question!
How can a fallible book be called God’s Word? “The author of the
Epistle to the Hebrews assures us that the God who spoke at ‘sundry
times and in divers manners’ through the prophets afterward unveiled
Himself in His only-begotten Son Jesus Christ. Here widely different
sources of revelation are recognized, which apparently bafle you because
of your prepossession that all parts of the Bible are equally authoritative.”
Answer the question! If God spoke through the prophets, how could
they err? How can God err? ‘“Moreover, we have to distinguish between
factual truth and moral or religious truth. To say that the Bible is true
does not imply that everything it states is fact. It conveys many of its
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sublimest truths by fiction, poetry, rhapsody, and dream. If you dispute
the assertion, read the parables of Jesus, the Psalms, the Prophets, and the
Genesis document.” This is unworthy of a teacher of morals. The question
is not. whether the Bible contains, besides history, poetry and parables, but
how, if the Bible errs in the statement of facts, whether the statement
be made in the form of narrative or poetry or parable, it can be honestly
called God’s Word. This question must be answered. “Not everything re-
lated in Holy Scripture actually happened; nevertheless, actual or imag-
inative, all was enlisted for the service of its spiritual ideals. Hence,
to conclude that Genesis, Jonah, and Daniel have no merit at all, if every-
thing they contain is not literally and factually true, is as absurd as to
question the beatitudes of St. Matthew or the discourses of St. John because
of intellectual difficulties about some of the miracles these evangelists
record.” Dr. Cadman has set himself down as an ecclesiastic who makes
the strange pronouncement puzzling the inquirer, but he has not answered
the question. — “Question: Do you really believe that God approved the
order of Moses to put to death all the captive Midianitish women who
were not virgins and all the captive male children of that people? Amnswer:
I do not. . . .” On another occasion, giving advice to a woman “soon to
enter the Valley of the Shadow in order to bring my own child into the
world” and inquiring about the truth of religion, of the Bible, he makes
this pronouncement: ‘. . . There are other matters in it you are not
required to believe. Some of the ancient forms in which its ideas are
cast and the draperies of its allegories or poetical recitals are not intended
for your implicit acceptance as historic facts. But wherever it commands
the approval of your conscience and the assent of your heart, it is un-
deniable.” Dr. Cadman certainly does make the strange pronouncement
that God’s Word is fallible. Certain statements in the Bible must not be
accepted at their face value. And while he mever, it seems, calls the Bible
the Word of God, he does use the term “Sacred Oracles” (p.254), speaks
of “their divine authority,” and repeatedly quotes the Biblical statement
that God “spoke through the prophets.” So he has involved himself in
a. hopeless difficulty. The solution he offers — that only certain portions
of the “Sacred Oracles” are divine, divinely authoritative — only involves
him in further difficulties. He will have to explain how a man inspired
of God (the term being used in the modernistic sense— filled with the
Spirit of God) could say that God spoke through the prophets when he
really meant that at times God did not speak through them. He will have
to explain how Jesus, the Supreme Teacher, could make the false statement
that “the Scripture cannot be broken” (John 10, 35). He will also have
to explain in a later radio talk or in a subsequent issue of the Herald-
Tribune the strange pronouncement that the “Sacred Oracles” become
authoritative through “the approval of your conscience and the assent of
your heart,” that the seat of divine authority is in man, that man is placed
beside God, that man is put over God. Besides, he will have to give account
on the Day of Judgment for having destroyed the reliance of men on the
sure word of Scripture, of God, and advising those about to enter “the
Valley of the Shadow” to rely upon “the approval of their consciences
and the assent of their hearts.” E.
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Coolidge on Religion.—In a special message to the Christian Herald,
on the occasion of the 1900th anniversary of Pentecost, June 8, the former
President of our country declared that ‘“the whole fabric of society rests
upon religion.” As the Literary Digest quotes his statements, he said:
“I do not see any method of improving our social and economic relations
except through the teachings of religion. In fact, it is my belief that we
have gone as far as we can in progress and reform until we have a more
general acceptance of the truths of religion. If these are permitted to slip
away from us, the progress and reform which we have already accom-
plished will vanish with them. It is for these reasons that I hope your
efforts will meet with success.” To this it must be added that the Mod-
ernistic religion of our time is not the type of religion which can save or
improve our social and economic relations. Infidelity is destructive because
it is atheistic. The only religion that can improve our social and economic
relations is the religion of Jesus Christ as it is presented in the creeds
of the ancient Christian Church. J.T. M.

Are There Different Kinds of Lutherans? — Dr. G. L. Kieffer says
there are not. Dr.H.K. Carroll says there are. In an article with the
heading, “We Have No Comment,” published in the Lutheran Standard
of May 24, Dr. Kieffer states that in writing to Dr. Carroll on statistical
matters regarding the United Lutheran Church, he mentioned that “we
have mnever agreed” on the classification of the various Lutheran bodies
as “Single Denominations” — “the different Lutheran general bodies all
belong to one denomination, or Church; they are not denominations in
the sense of other so-called church organizations.” From the reply of
Dr. Carroll we quote the pertinent paragraph: “I note your statement that
in your view the Lutherans are not single denominations, as I classify
them, but all belong to one denomination, or Church. I am sorry we can-
not agree on this point, for there are certainly Lutheran organizations
which do not even belong, at least not actually, to your ‘National Council,’
which are put in one group (1), and the Synodical Conference, which is
put in another group (2), and the independent congregations, which are
numbered (3), and, as I understand it, are not associated with any synod-
ical body or organization. My aim has been, from the first, to treat all
according to the facts as they seemed to me.” We, too, have no comment,
seeing that Dr. Carroll is right in his contention, though it might have
been brought out more clearly, and Dr. Kieffer is right also, in a gen-
eral way. E.

II. Ausland.

Gine riditige Charafterifierung der Angdburgifden Konfeffion findet fich
im Reipgiger ,Theologijdjen Literaturblait” in der Unzeige von BVollraths
(Grlangen) Sdrift ,Das Yugsburgifge Befenninid und feine Vebeutung
filx die Gegenivart”. €3 Peifst dort: ,Die Yuguftana ift nidht ein Produkt
theologijdjen, auf die Bildung einesd liidenlos zufammenhingenden Syjtems
ausgehenden Nadjdenfens, {onbern ein objeftiver Yusdbrud des reformatori=
fdhen Glaubensbetvuptieins, hinter bem man den Herzidhlag der glaubigen
Gemeinde fithlt und in dem nidht eine theologifhe Ridhtung, jondern der
jdriftgemaie evangelijhe Gemeinglaube der ,ecclesiae nostrae’ jid) ,magno
consensu’ quafpridht und in Harmonifem Jujammentlang confitetur, fwirf-
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ligbefennt. Wenn die Urficde algd fampfende Miffionstirde ein ,Shm=
bolum’, eine tessera militaris, bie zur Herridaft gelangte fatholifhe RKirche
,canones ac decreta‘ fatte, zu Denen Der eingelne feine professio abzugeben
Hatte, fo befit unfere lutherijde Kirdje eine confessio, eine confessio, nidht
piele confessiones ivie die reformierte Rirche. Der VWerfaffer betont nady-
oritdlid) und viederfholt den feelforgerlichen Charafter der Yutheri-
jden Rirdge und bder Auguftana, die imumer vieder die Riitdficht auf bdie
,conscientiae piae ac pavidae’ pder ,perterrefactae’ ferborfebt und biefe
zur Heildgeivigheit und zum Frieden und gur Freibeit ded Glaubens bon
falfgen gefeslichen Bindungen fithren will. . . . Die Yugujtana ift {ozu-
fagen automatij) D a3 Befenninid ded gefamten Luthertumsd auf Crden
geforden und geblieben, fo Daf ,eine Gemeinde mit dem Yugenblid, wo fie
pa3d Uugsburger Vefenninid aufgibt, aufhoct, lutherifd) zu fein’.” Gott Hhat
RQuther, den Reformator der Kirde, {idh) dadurd) Herangebildet, dak er ifhn
perterrefactam conscientiam und banac) den Troft des Cvangeliums bon
der BVergebung der Simbden ofjne De3 Gefebes Werfe erfafhren lief. Jn der
Augzburgifdjen Konfeffion Haben fvir das perfonliche Befenninid berer, bdie
per Heilige Geift auf Grund der Sdrift durd) die Crfahrung von Siinde
und Gnade zu Sdjitlern Luthers gemadjt Hatte. T. B.

Cin Urteil der ,Freifivde” iiber Harnad., ,Der Berliner Profefjor
Adolf von Harnad ift Hirglid auf einer Reife in Heidelberg tm Alter bon
neunundiiebzig Jahren geftorben. Yus diefem Unlaf ift fein Name in den
Tagesgeitungen vieder viel genannt worden. €Er iwird ald eine Leudjte der
Wiffenfdaft und ald der griohte Theologe Deutjhlands gepriefen. Sogar
Bildgeitidriften, die jidh) {onft wenig um Rirde und ITYeologie FHimmern,
bringen fein Bild. Da mup dod) um der Walhrheit fillen barauf Hin-
gefpiefen iverden, dap diefer Mann ein Feind ded Ebangeliums gefwefen ift,
per durd) feine Relhridtigfeit und durd) feine Sdjriften, befonders durdh das
Bud) ,Da3 Wefen desd Chriftentums’, der Kircdhe CYrifti qropen Sdaden
getan Hat. Er Hat die walfjre eiwige Gottheit unferd Heilandes und fein
BVerfohnungdopfer geleugnet und dad Eoangeliwm verfaliht. Dasd beiveiit
fgon Der eine @aB qud dem genannten VBude (S. 91): ,Nidt der Solhn,
fondern allein der Vater gehort in dad Evangelium, vie e3 JEjus vertiin-
digt hat, hinein.” E3 ift ein trauriged Jeidjen der Jeit und eine Urfadje
gottlicher ®erichte, dafy einem {oldjen Rdfterer bon feiten der Uniberfitdis-
theologen nidht mit mehr Crnft und Naddrud entgegengetreten worden ift.”

F. B.

Gin Adolf Harnad in Sdweden. Wir lefen in der A €. L K.7: ,Jun
Sdjiveden rebet man bon einer neuen ,Reformation’, die zum Heil der Rirche
die alte NReformation und den alten biblijden Glauben aufldfen will. Der
Fithrer ift nad) dem Aufwartd” (5. Juni) Prof. €. Linderholm in Upfala.
& geht von ber Beobadjtung aus, daf alle Religion geitgebunden ijt. Der
RKatholizidmus fwar die Ausprdgung des religivfen Bebdiirfnified einer ganz
beftimumten Beit. RLuther, Calvin und die andern ,Reformatoren® erfannten,
daf feine in Den Handen der Priefter erftarrte Form den Penfden ihrer
Beit nicht mehr geniigte. Dafer die befannten Mikjtdinde gegen Enbe Hes
Mittelalters. QHeute jind afhnliche Beobadjtungen zu madjen. Wieber mwen=
Den {ich groe Maijfen bon der Rirdje ab, tweil fie den Widerfprud) zivijdhen
ijren Glaubensjaben und Dogmen und der mwiffenfdaftliden EGrfenninis
unferer Zeit fithlen. Dasd Biel de3d ,NReligitfen Reformberbandes Sdhive-
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bens’ ift alfo, da3 CYhriftentum mif ber modernen Kultur zu bereinigem.
®elingt da3 nidt, bann ift nad) Linderholm unfere fHeutige Religion und
unfere gange Heutige Sultur dem Untergange geiveiht; denn feine Religion
fann fid) Palten, bdie die mwiffenfidafilich feftitehenden Tatjadjen nidht an-
erfennt und ftatt dejfen aberglaubijde oder poetijdge Regenden ald gibttlidje
Walhrheit ausdgibt. RLinderholm zieht fid) auf bie {dlichte, aber dod) fo un=
enblid) tiefe Sittenlehre zurii. Ales, wad iibereifrige Priefter feit Dden
erjten Jahrhunderten der driftfichen Kirde Hingugetan Haben, (Gkt er fallen.
RNiemald, {agt er, Habe Chriftus behauptet, bak er Gotted eigener Sohn fei,
niemal8d Yabe er die gittlidge Dreieinigleit gelehrt, und dad gange Rettungs=
foerf burd) Den Sfreugediod, wodurch) der Menfdheit zur eivigen Seligleit
perholfenn werden follte, fet €hrifto fremd gefvefen.” Sdyweden vird unter
ber Fithrung feined Crzbifdhofs Nathan Soderblom {dtwerlic) ernftlich) gegen
Brof. Linberholm fampfen Ionmnen. . 8.
Hugujtanafeier in Genf. Nad) einer Mitteilung tm ,Luth. Herold”
aus ,D. € D.” baten die vier deutfdhipredenden Gemeinden dber Calvinftadt
Prof. D. A, Koberle-Bafel zu einer uguftanafeier am 26. Mat. €3 twird
beridgtet: ,Eingefithrt bom Pajtor der beutfden l[utherifen Kirche, der
einige gefdichtliche Bemerfungen madte, fprad) der BVortragenbe iiber ,Die
reformatorifdje Botfdaft in ber Yuguitana ald Jeugnis an die Gegenivart’.
Geine Ausfithrungen febten bdie Renninid de3 IMelandthon-Vefenniniffes
[sic!] voraud; e3 lag thm baran, nadzutveifen, dap ihre unsd Heute, fvie er
fagte, oft gu {Garfgefdliffenen, dbogmatijd) anmutenden Sabe gerade unferer
gegenipartigen Yebenderfahrung und geiftigen Cinftellung gut entfpreden.
Cr wied bied nad) an Artifel 2 und 18, denn allgemeines Simbdenbetwvuft-
fein, dag zum perjinlicgen Sduldbeivufitfein twird, ift uns Heute felbftver-
ftandlicger, al3 e3 noch vor furger Jeit jdien, und an Wrtifel 8 itber Perfon
und Wert IEfu, deffen wunderboll und unbefiimmert nebeneinandergeftelite
s3twei Naturen’ eben doch biblifdger und edhter Fromumigleit entfpreden, deffen
SOpfer’ allein imftande ift, zur Redifertiqung’ zu fithren. Den Uriifel 4
Der Confessio {hilderte er dbann alg Pittelpunitt und Lidhtzentrum ded gangen
Befenniniffes, der mit ber frofhlichen ,Heildgeivifeit’ nidt allein die diiftere
Simbenlehre iiberivinde, jonbern gerabe unferer Heutigen, tief erfdhittterten
Frommigleit eine notiwvendige und fvertvolle, ftarfende Bot{daft ift. €8 war
fidger ein Ereignis, diefe ausd innerfler Kenninid und Anteilnahme gebornen
Auafithrungen in Genf gu Gehor zu bringen.” I.Z M.
Prof. Adolf Schlatter Emeritus. — After having served as theo-
logical teacher for half a century, Prof. A. Schlatter of Tuebingen, one of
the prominent New Testament scholars of the present day, has resigned
his position and gone into retirement. He is seventy-eight years old.
Being a Swiss by birth, he first served as pastor of a congregation in
Switzerland, then he taught successively at the universities of Berne,
Greifswald, Berlin, and Tuebingen. Although “positive’” in his teaching,
he is not willing to place himself squarely on the Scriptures and trust them
in all their statements, but declares that they are fallible. Dr. Schlatter
has been a voluminous writer, some of the titles of his books being, The
Rtory of the Christ (Die Geschichte des Christus), The Theology of the
Apostles, The History of Israel from Alexander the GQreat to the Time of
Hadrian, Faith as Treated in the New Testament, The Christian Dogma,
Ohristian Hthies. A.

45
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Subilinm der Kropper Unftalten. Cinem Beridht von D. Harbeland,
Reftor ded Diafoniffenhaufed zu Bethanien in Kropp, im ,Lutherifden
Herold” entnehmen fvir dasd Folgende: ,Die Kropper Unjtalten, jebt ein-
Beitlicg als Mildbe Stiftung im Sinne des Biirgerlichen Gefebbuches an-
erfannt, Haben im Oftober borigen Jafhres auf eine finfzigjahrige Wrbeit
guriidbliden fonnen. Borbem befagen die Unjtalten und dag Diafonifjen-
Haus Vethanien ein jedes fiir i) feine befondere Organifation, jebt ift ber
einfeitlidje Name ,Evangelijd-Luiherifhges Diafoniffenhaus Bethanien zu
Kropp bei SPledvig’. Daz Diafoniffenhaus ift eine der jingften Grin-
bungen desd im Jahre 1916 berftorbenen Paftord [ohanned Paulfen, der
die famtlidjen Hiefigen Unftalten gegriindet Hat. €r YHatte jeinerzeit zu viele
Aufgaben fich) geffellt, und nidht alles, wa3 er in Ungriff genommen, ift ihm
gegliidt; dad eine und anbdere Ddeflen, wasd er fier ingd Reben gerufen, Hat
foieder aufgegeben fverden miiffen. Aber auf zwei Gebieten Hhat fih das
von ihm Begonnene ald lebensdfahig eriviefen und ift zu einer Bliite gelangt,
die bann in ein gewiffes Critaunen verfeBen fann, wenn man bedenft, dbaf
alled, wad Yier in Kropp an gefegneter Arbeit geleijtet ift, sunddit bas Wert
eined Manned gevefen ijt.” {ber dad Predigerfeminar in Kropp be=
ridtet D. Hardeland: ,Dasd Predigerfeminar in Kropp bildet junge Manner
fiic den Pfarrdienft in Nordamerifa aqud. €3 ftehit unter eigenem BVor-
ftande. Geit dem Vejtehen der Anjtalt find etiva 450 Prediger iiber ba3
Meer gegangen, die fHier ifhre theologijdhe Ausbildbung empfangen Haben.”
Nadfrage nad) Kroppiden Wbiturienten ift dedivegen in Nordamerifa bor-
Handen, fveil biele Shnoden bereitd aufgehort Haben, ziweifpradjig zu feinm,
und fo ifren Predigerbedarf fiir deut{he Gemeinden bon bdritben beziehen
mitffen. RIS

Obevammergauer Paffionsdipiele. Jn diefem Jahre gibt e3 ivieder
Oberammergauer Pafiionsipiele, und Taufende ftellen {ich) dazu ein. Die
Raffionsdipiele find fatholifhen Urfprungs, Haben im groBen und gangen
aud) ein ¥atholijded Geprdage. Yufgefithrt von Dden Cinivohnern Ober-
ammergaus, enthalten jie jo mande Cigentitmlichfeiten, die Dem proteftan=
tijgen Befuder auffallen, ja fwiderlicd) find. o fommt zum Beifpiel der
Marienfultus, fwenn aud) in etwad verhiillter Weife, zum Yusdrud. ECin
efrlider Englander Hat feine Cindriide iiber diefe Paffionsjpiele in einer
englifden Beitung versffentlidht, und fie {ind von dem Hiefigen Wodjenblatt
The Literary Digest teiliveife abgebrucdt orden. Der Beridhterjtatter be-
merft, daf ihn die Yuffiihrungen nidgt gerithrt Haben, felbjt nicht die Dder
freugigung Chrifti. Aud) tadelt er an den Spielen, daf fie nidht erhebend,
fondern efer ermiidend auf den Juihauer einfvirfen. Yud) den gejdhafis-
magigen Geift, womit Befudjer angelodt fverden, findet er feinesiveqsd im
Cinflang mit der Wiirbe de3 erfhabenen egenftandesd, den Ddiefe Auffith-
rungen fpiedergeben. Der Mann mag redh)t Haben. Yud) Hierzulande find
per{diedene Filme gegzeigt iwordem, die dasd Reben und Leiden JEju bar-
ftellten. &ie {ind im allgemeinen von den Chrijten wenig gejdhabt worden,
und auf die Weltfinder Haben fie feinen gewinnenden Eindrud gemadyt.
JCfu Reben und Taten laffen fid) nidht dramatifd) fwiedergeben. Der Menid
perhungt nur, wenn er e3 perfudit das felbjt in feinen tiefjten Reiden fo er-
Habene Reben bes gottliden Heilandesd in dramatifder Handlung ivieder-
gugeben. ,Prediget dbas Evangelium!“ ,Sudjet in dber Sdrift!” YHat uns
der Heiland geboten. Wenn wir Gotted Wort Horen oder lefen, fvird der
Heilige Geift e3 und am beften ind Herz {hreiben. 3. M.
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Gin (utherijfer Theolog an eine veformierte Fakultit., Der ,Lutherijde
Derold” beridhtet, dbaf Dr. Udolf Koberle, bidher LKehrer am Miffionsd{eminar
ber Tutherifdjen Reipziger Miffion, ald auferordentlidher Profefjor an bie
theologifde Fafultat in Bafel, Shiveiz, berufen worden ijt. Jn der ,NRefor-
mierten Sdtoeigergeitung” wird dariiber Klage gefithrt. Dasd Blatt {hreibt:
»Dem Klagenden wird darin gugeftimmt, daf e3 ein wunderlided Ding fei,
eien Qutferaner mit bem Unterricht in der Dogmatif (Kirdenlehre) fiir
reformierte Studenten zu betrauen und zu duldben, daf der Iutherifhe Lefhrer
fic) einer andern Rirche anfdliefst ald ber RQandesfirdje, der er bdienen foll,
fodfrend, gum Veifpiel in Gottingen und Crlangen, niemand Mitglied der
Fatultat fein fann, ber nidht der lutherijfen RKirde angehort.” Dennod
ill fid) die ,NReformierte Sdhiveizerzeitung” iiber die VBerufung freuen,
toeil it ein aus der Sdrift lebender Lutheraner lieber ift al3 ein jogenann=
ter Reformierter, ,Der ing BVlaue YHinein philojophiert”. Sie betont: ,AL3
Reformierte bedbauern ivir tief, baf nad) Bafel fein reformierter Dogmatifer
berufen fverden fonnte. Und foiederum algd Reformierte freuen fwir uns,
wenn nad) BVajel in Koberle ein Hervorragender Refhrer berufen fourde, der
Gottes Wort riidhaltslos ald UYutoritat anerfennt.” Cofwolhl die Tatfade
der Berufung einesd Luiheraners ald Profeffor der reformierten Theologie
foie aud) die Freude daritber, daf diefer Profeffor fid) dodh zu Gottes Wort
al3d Grund der Rebre befennt, laffen uns tief bliden in die Juftdande, die
{ofoofl die Neformierten iwie aud) die Luifheraner in Deut{dhland bulden.
Die Klage der ,Sdiveizergeitung” ift beredhtigt. Was foll ein lutherifcher
Rehrer an einer reformierten Unftalt, an ber er die reformierte Refre zu
lefren Hhat? o iveit fommt ed in Der Kirdje, wo man fidh) dem Unionis-
mus ergibt. R A

Cin Staatdbeamter tritt ind Pfarramt zuritd, Groge3 Yuffehen
erregte e3, ald neulid) der frithere Hollandifge Urbeitdminifter Prof. D.Slote=
mafer de Bruine ingd Pfarramt uriidfehrie und Hilfdpajtor in Waflenaar
fourde. Dad ,Ebangelifche Deutjdhland”, ein deutichlandifdges Blatt, {hreibt
dariiber: ,D. ©lotemafer fwar befanntlid) lange Beit Profefjor der Theologie
in Utred)t und fwurde auf Grund feiner YHerborragenden fozialen Stubdien
in die Reitung ded Yollandijdhen Arbeitdminifteriums berufen. . . . €3 biirfte
ein eingig Daftehender Fall fein, daf ein fritherer Minifter eine Pfarrjtelle
{tbernimmt.” Gar zu fehr vermundern fvir unsd nicht itber diefen Sdritt.
Quiher {dreibt itber bas Prebdigtamt: ,Went: dad Predigtamt aufgelegt
foird, Dem fwird dad Hhodjte Amt aufgelegt in Der Chriftenfeit.” (X, 1549.)
Gein Urteil begriindet Quiher, wie folgt: ,Und zum erften ift's fwohl fwalhr,
bafy die fweltliche Obrigfeit oder Amt gar in feinem Weg zu vergleichen ift
dem geiftlicgen Predigtamt, fvie e3 St. Paulugd nennt. Denn e3 ift nidt
fo teuer und Hod) erarnt [erworben] durd) das Blut und Sterben Hes3 Sohnes
Gottes fwie dasd Predigtamt; o fann’s aud) nidt folde groge Wumbder und
Werfe tun, wie dad Predbigtami. Denn alle Werfe diefed Standesd gefen
und gehoren allein in died geitlidge, bergdanglidhe Reben, zu erBalten Reib,
Weib, &ind, Haus, Gut und Ehre, und wad zu diejed Lebensd Notdurft ge=
Hort. ©p biel nun dad eivige Leben iibertrifft dies zeitliche Reben, fo tveit
und Hod) geht aud) bas Predigtamt itber dad fweltlidhe Wmit; das ijt, gleid)=
foie ein ©djatten gegen den Korper felbit.” (X, 489.) Natiiclid) Hat Luiher
Dierbei im Sinn bas Predigtamt, das aud) wirflih) Gotted Wort in aller
Reinbeit verfiindigt, nidht ettva dad Amt der faliden Propheten, die Men-
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fdentvort in Gottes Wort mengen. Das Predigen bon Men{dentvif nennt
RQuther ,liigen und triigen bei Gottesd Namen”, und diefe Siinbe begeidhnet ex
mit Redt ald die allerfdhredlidhite, die ein Menfdh begehen fann. J. T. M.

Die Aadjener Heiligtumsfahrt im Jahre 1930. Die ,Lutherijde
Rirdengeitung” beridhtet: ,Wie alle fieben Jahre, {o wird aud) Heuer die
vielangegriffene Peiligtumsfahrt nad) Waden zu den bier fogenannten
,&rofen QHeiligtitmern’, dem Kleid der Mutter Gottes, in dem fie JIEfum
gebar, den Winbeln ded JE{usfindes, dem LRendentud) Chrifti am Kreus,
und der RLeintvand, in die Johannesd der Taufer nad) dber Enthauptung ge-
legt tourde, jtattfinden. Ein Nadjiveis, daf diefe fogenannten Reliquien
edht feien, fann nidt geliefert fwerden, ivie aud) ,Das Neue Reich)* bom
15. Januar 1930 zugibt. Won Dder rdmifden RKirdje fwird diefe Wallfahrt
aber gleidhwohl nid)t nur gedbuldet, jomdern gefdrdert. Bei ber Yehten
Heiligtumafafhrt, 1923, waren zwanzig Pralaten und Bijdhofe zugegen, und
Der Papit lieg durd) den Kardinal pon Koln den Pilgern bei der Sdhluf-
feier Den papftlidhen Segen erteilen. Die genannte Wodjen{drift bemerkt
Pierzu getvify ridtig: ,Damit ift die Stellung der Rirdje zur Yadener Hei-
ligtumafafrt geniigend gefenngeidhnet.” — Reliquien befdreibt das Firzlid
er{djienene New Catholic Dictionary, fvie folgt: “An object connected
with a saint. It may be the whole or a part of the saint’s body or some-
thing the saint has touched, e. g., a garment.” Oann Yeift ed meiter:
“Such objects are venerated with the approbation of the Church (Council
of Trent, Sess. XXV).” S n bem genannten Pafjus feift ed: ,Der Yeilige
Rirdjentat gebietet allen Bifchofen, . . . dak fie . . . die Glaubigen vor allem
itber die Fiirbitte und Unrufung der Heiligen, die Lerehrung der Reliquien
und ben redjtmdhigen Gebraud) der Bilder forgfdltig unterridhten follen.”
Die Reliquien fwerden nad) fvie vbor treu perehrt. OO die Reliquien edt find
oder nicht, barauf fommt es {lieplid) nicht an, weil ja der Wert des Glau-
bendafted auf der redjten Jntention des BVerehrenden beruht. ©o leiftet die
jefuitifjhe Kafuiftif der Kirdje ireffliche Dienite. J. XL M.

Catechism Controversy in Sweden.— On this subject the Lutheran
Church Herald writes editorially: “The difficulties arising from the State’s
controlling the Church have been quite apparent for some years in Sweden,
when a Socialist government in 1919 reduced the number of lessons in
religious instruction from six to two lessons a week and decided that
Luther’s Catechism was to be discarded as a text-book and placed in
museums as a relic and to be treasured as a historical monument of the
past ages. But the church people of Sweden were not satisfied with this
action, and in 1927 more than 350,000 men and women, in an address to
the king, demanded the restoration of the Catechism.

“The small country parish of Bolstad in West Sweden refused to
acknowledge the new regulations, and, without being interfered with, held
to the old course of instruction until 1927. But during 1928 and 1929
the educational authorities withdrew the annual state subsidy of 11,000
crowns. A complaint of the parish was rejected. It was fined 24,000 for
having kept faithfully to the Catechism. Thereupon a committee was
formed, representing the whole country, to help the threatened parish
under their brave leader, Propst Engstrém, by contributions and to collect
funds to pay the fine, and any surplus obtained was to be used as a fund
for future needs in this struggle. The increasing agitation among the
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faithful Lutheran circles of Sweden induced the conservative government,
lately gone out of power, after long hesitation, to make the concession
to the friends of the Catechism that a small number of passages from the
Catechism should be learned literally if the parishes so desired. Even
this small concession has raised a storm of indignation in the liberal press.
The former Socialist deputy Ryden, in the first days of the riksdag, brought
in a motion for reestablishing his old curriculum of 1919; but, fortunately,
this motion was rejected on the 14th of May. Since then the conservative
government in Sweden has been overthrown for a different reason. What
the new government, which seems to rest on a broader basis, will do in
the matter is still uncertain.

“It appears that the Socialists did not realize that the ‘gun was
loaded,” and it is hoped that the new government will have sense enough
not to try to rob the Swedish church people of their religious freedom.
The Swedish nation is too cultured and too proud of its liberty to be
treated like Russians. They will rise in their might and defy any one
tampering with their inalienable rights.”

One here thinks of the Catechism Controversy in Hanover (Katechis-
musstreit) in the sixties of the past century, although at that time not
Luther’s Catechism, but an explanatory compend formed the object of
dispute. Owing to a strange misapprehension, the conservative populace
at that time resisted the introduction of a conservative school-text designed
to displace a rationalistic product. It was an instance where conservatism
was blind, defeating its own aims.— The issue in Sweden is of a different
nature. While we deplore the unscriptural union of Church and State
in Sweden, we hope that the Lutherans of that country will not be robbed
of that priceless gem, Luther’s Small Catechism. A,

Bilferfriepen und Abriiftungsfonferenzen. SDie ,U. €. L K.“ jdreibt:
~Dte Farce mit Volferfrieden und Ubriiftungsfonferengen toird faft zur
®rotesfe angefidhtsd ber wadjenden Riiftungen der Eniente, die den {Heu=
lidften aller Kriege, den Gasdfrieg, mit groBen RQuftilotten vorbereiten; e3
Joll fiinftig auch) die Bivilbevolferung nidgt gefdont fverden. Die unter
fithrender {ogialdemofratijjer Mitwirfung oangenommenen franzbiijden
Mobilifierungsgejebe fehen bdie Herangiehung bder gefamten Bebslferung
ofne Ritdficht auf Ylter und Gefdled)t zum aftiven Kriegsdienft bor und
Heben Damit die linterfdheidbung ziwifhen Kampfenden und Nihtfampfenden
in einem fommenden Srieg auf. Die feimlihen und offenen BVorbereitungen
fiix ben RQuftz und Gasfrieq gehen iveiter — alles, obwohl eine Der Lor=
bereitenben Ybriijtungsfonferengen 1929 ein Verbot Hed Ruftgasirieges aus=
fprad), in bem bie BVeriragspariner {id) gegenfeitig ,den Gebraud) gejundleits-
fadlicger, giftiger ober abnlicher Gafe im Rrieg, eben bdie Berivendung
derartiger Fliiffigleiten, Stoffe ober Kampfesiveifen’ und ,den Gebraud) von
Batterien alsd Lampfmittel’ unterjagten.” 3.2 M.

Konfordat und Bibelverfauf. Das ,CEvangelifde Deutjdhland” bringt
bie folgende Mitteilung: ,Der AbJPHIuf Ded Konfordatd zwifdhen Vatifan
und italienifem Staat, der aud) ftarf einjdrinfende Beftimmungen fiix
alle nichtfatholifdhe religitfe Urbeit bradhte, Hat szu einem iiberrajdenden
Riidgang der Bibelverbreitung gefithrt. Die religitfe Undulbfamiett richiete
i, namentlid) in den Provingen, aud) gegen die BVibelfolporteure und ihre
Fdtigleit. Wie ftarf diefe Vewegung fwar, geigen die Bahlen desd BVerfaufs.
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Wahrend der Gefamiverfauf von Bibeln und Bibelteilen im Jahre 1927
221,982 betrug und im Jafhre 1928 auf 319,884 itieg, ging er im Kon=
forbatgjahr 1929 auf 209,206 zuriid. JIngwifden {ind aber bie Bejhiver-
den ber Bibelgefellj§aft bei ben StaatZbehirden zu ihren Gunften ent-
fchieden tworden, und aud) auf fatholifder Seite {ieht man ein, baf ber
Gturmlauf gegen die Bibel ein jdhtverer Fehler mwar. €3 ift begeidhnend,
bap jebt atvei einflureidhe fatholijde Organifationen eine neue liberfebung
der Bibel ing Jtalienifhe durdhfithren und daB man offen eingefteht, bdie
Haltung der romifden Rirdje gegeniiber bder Bibelverbreitung miiffe ge-
anbdert werden, um die Shmad) zu befeitigen, ,dafy diefe Yufgabe dben Pro=
teftanten allein itberlaflen fwird".“ — Mit der BVerbreitung ber Bibel unter
pem Bolf Iatholijdjerfeitd gibt die romifde RKirde ihren Standpunit, bak
die WBibel nidht in die Hdnde der Laien gehort, dburdjaus nidt auf. ,Die
Haltung der romifden Kirde gegeniiber der Bibelverbreitung” ivird fidh nie
dnbdern. Wber die rdmifde Prarid ent{deidet {fharf zivifden dem, was fidh
gebhort, und dem, twasd fid) unter Umiftdnden dulben lafgt. Die Bibelver-
breitung fatholijderfeitsd wicd nur gedulbdet. 3. Z. .

Die (utherifhe RKirdje in Oftafrifa. Die ,AUg. Cv.-Luth. Kirden-
gettung” {djreibt iiber die Neuordnung dber Iutherifden Miffionsfirde in
Oftafrifa bas Folgende: ,Nad) monatelangen BVorberettungen und por allem
nad) Anhoren der Miffionare und der eingebornen Gemeinbdevertreter ver-
abfdjiedete Das eriveiterte Rollegium der Leipziger Miffion in feiner lebten
Marzfibung die erfte Qirdjenverfafjung fiir die evangelifdh-Tutherijde RKirche
in Oftafrifa. Yuf Srund diefer BVerfaffung wird bas gefamte Rirdengebiet
in bier Rirdjentreife eingeteilt, deren Vertreter jich jahrlich einmmal gu einem
Rreisfivdentag verjamuneln, wahrend alle ziwei Jahre ein Kirdentag ftatt=
finben foll. Diefer tagt unter dem BVorfis des Miffionsfeniord und wird
die Gefamtheit Der auf dem Miffionsgebiete itigen weiBen und {Gvarzen
Miffionsarbeiter zu Veratungen und Befdliiffen vereinigen. €3 darf fwohl
gelofft twerden, dafy fidh) Diefe erfte Rirdjenverfaffung fitr dasd aufblithenbde
Reben unferer oftafrifanifden Gemeinden, denen {idh) allein im vergangenen
Safhre nidht tweniger ald 3,000 Heiden durd) die Taufe angefdhloffen Haben,
nidt ald eine Qenunung, fondern ald fegensreidhe Forderung ausivirfen
foird.” €3 find ganz jwunbderbare Erfolge, die die Miffion in Ufrifa an fo
mandjen Orten geitigt. Jn diefem dunfelften aller Rénber ift e3 fiirwahr
lidgt getvorden, feitdem dasd Ebangelium borthin gefomumen ift. . T. M.

Modernism Repudiated by Hindu Christians. — At least not all
Hindu Christians are satisfied with the modernistic type of missionary,
who carries infidelity to them under the name of Christian missions. The
Sunday-school Times writes: “The export of tainted theology to India is
not altogether relished by Hindu Christians. A year or more ago pastors
and leaders of Hindu Christian churches of Madras met in conference to
protest against the unbelief that is being injected into the churches from
abroad. They passed resolutions against the coming to India of mission-
aries who deny miracles, the miraculous birth of the Son of God, and His
expiatory death, also against teachers who hold unsound views and are
imparting them to children in mission-schools. They requested the Chris-
tian Literature Society of India not to print books and pamphlets in which
such views are embodied, but, in their stead, literature containing the
fundamental teachings of the great believers in Scripture from the begin-
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ning of Christianity. They urged ‘that candidates who have lost their
heritage of the ancient faith by studying in the present-day theological
seminaries should not be admitted to the ministry and that clergymen and
others who are steadfast in the ancient faith should establish Bible classes
in every congregation and train children and young men in the belief of the
Holy Scriptures.’ This was signed by Mr. S. Balasingam Satya, M. A.,
B. L., chairman, and ten other Hindu laymen and ministers.” J.T.M.
Die Verbreitung der Suahelifprade in Afrifa. Wir lefen in einer
Angeige ded bon der Wiirttembergifhen Bibelanftalt Herausdgegebenen RNeuen
Teftaments in der Suabelifpracie u. a. folgended: ,Die deutfdhen evan-
gelifgen Miffionen Oftafrifasd Haben i) unter Fithrung der Berliner Miffion
au einer Tat fiir Yfrifa ujammengejdhloffen, die zu dem Wertvolljten ge-
bort, toad ir alten UYfrifaner fiic unfer Ufrifa itberhaupt tun Idnnen:
man Hat fid) vereinigt, ein {don bor bem SKriege begonnenes Werf zum
Abjhlufy u bringen, namlic) eine neue iiberfebung bdes Feuen Teftaments
in der Guabelifprade Herausdzugeben, fwobei wir verfud)t Haben den Afri-
fanern ein Ufrifaner zu fverden. Diefe itberfebung ift dedivegen fo iiber-
aug fidtig, weil das Sualeli fid) mit elementarer, unaufhaltfamer Gemwalt
bas gange tropifde Ufrifa zu erobern im Vegriffe ift. €3 vbollzieht jich) Hier
por unfern jtaunenden Yugen ein Spradjentvunder, ivie die Gefdjichte nod
feins gefefen Hat. Guabeli, nod) bor dreifig Jahren ben grogen Lolfern
Snnerafrifad faft unbefannt, fwird Peute in der englifhen RKenha-Kolonie
und Uganda, in unferm alten Deutjdh-Ojtafrifa, dem Heutigen Tanganyika
Territory, in dem portugiefijfen Mofambif, im britij@en Jentralafrifa nebit
Nyaffaland und in dem gangen Weften bde3 belgijhen Kongo gefprochen.
Heute {don Hat e aud) dben mittleren SKongo erobert; in abfehbarer Jeit
foird e aud) an der Miindung ded Kongo an den Kiiften desd Utlantifden
Ozgeansd gefprodjen fwerden. Nac) vorfidhtiger Schdbung betrdgt YHeute die
Bahl Der des Guabheli madptigen Ufrifaner ettwa zwanzig Millionen, und
man fann {agen, daf fie nod) taglid) auf unabfehbare Zeit Hinaus mwadhit.
Bei diefer Lage der Dinge ift aud) nod) dasd zu bedenfen, daf YHeute dHas
gedrudte Wort aud) in Afrifa unendlid) viel weiter reidht ald das gefprodjene.
Ufrifa jungert nad) afrifanijden Jeitfdriften und Biidern. . . . Desiwegen
Batten fid) die deutfdjen ebangelifden Mifftonen Oftafrifas jhon bor dem
Rfriege vor die Nottwenbdigleit gejtellt gefehen, eine neue Sualeli-iiberfebung
foenigftend de3d Neuen Teftamentsd zu jdaffen, und den Berliner Miffionar
Klamrot) in Dar e3 Salaam mit diefer Urbeit betraut. Klamroth) fonnte
biefe Urbeit im Kriege nod) vollenden, aber, weil ein Bufammenarbeiten
mit anbern unmdglid) twar, nidt abjdlieken, da er felbft bann aud) nod)
ein Opfer bed Krieges getworden ift. Durd) befonbers giitige Fiigungen Hat
unfer @ott die Urbeit Klamroth3 bor dem Untergang in dben Wirren des
Sfrieged betvafhrt. AIS ir fie 1925 druden laffen wollten, ftellte fid) jedoch
bie Nottwenbdigleit einer nodymaligen DBearbeitung in Oftafrifa ald un=
umgdanglid) Yerausd. Dediegen fandte mid) die Verliner Miffion im Friih=-
jahr 1926 zu bdiefem Jwede nad) Oftafrifa hinaus. Meine erfte Aufgabe
fwar e3, mir an der Riifte fvie bor allem im Jnland geeignete Mitarbeiter
moglidhft unter den gefdrderten Eingebornen zu fuden. Dap Gott jie uns
gefdjentt Hat, dafitr Ionnen fwir gar nidt danfbar genug fein, zumal e3
aqudnahmslod Manner tparen, die, jeder in feiner Art, driftlihe Charattere
find. &ie haben in allen firittigen Fragen ftet3 das ent{dheidende Wort
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zu {prechen gehabt, und da3 war nidht felten der Fall; denn e3 gab einen
farten Lampf mit einigen dlteren Mifjionaren, die an dad alte arabijde
Guafeli {id) gewohnt Hatten und moglidhft viel davon in die neue itberfebung
Piniiberretten fvollten, wdhrend ich radifal mit den alten arabifd-islamiti-
jden Begeidhnungen fiir ausgefprodjen driftliche Gebanfen bredjen iwollte,
alfo das Biel verfolgte, bad Guabeli durdh) die Entarabifierung gefvifjer=
maRen ieder zu afrifanifieren. Die mitarbeitenden Eingebornen Haben fich
famtlid) auf die Seite der Gegner ded alten arabijen Suaheli geftellt, und
ifrer berjtandigen und fleiigen Mitarbeit Haben iwir ed3 nadjt Sott zu
Ddanfen, baf aus all bem Yeigen Ringen eine itberfebung YHervorgegangen ift,
durd) die nidht mehr der die Wahrheit vberfalfdhende i8lamitifdhe Geift, fon=
pern ber Geift unferd HCrrn iveht, der alled neu macht. it e3 aud) nidht
in jedem eingelnen Falle gelungen, die arabifden Worte durd) edht afrifa-
nifde zu erfeBen, fo ift Do) Der eingefhlagene Weg, den {hon Klamroth,
fenn aud) ettwad zaghaft, betreten Hatte, fidger der ridjtige; denn er erlsft
unfer afrifanij@ed Chriftenvolf aus der unheilvollen Gebundenheit an bdie
i8lamitijde Gebanfenivelt. ©p erflarte mir der {Givarze P. Martin Ganifha
in Dar e3 Salaam nad) dem Refen der neuen iiberfeBung ded NRomerbriefs:
,3est erft fange i) an gu verftefen, was Paulud uns zu fagen Hhat.* So
hat wohl der Berliner Profefjor Weftermann redjt, fwenn er in diefer i1ber-
febung einen twefentlichen Fort{dritt unfers Dienfted an Afrifa fieht. Geht
bie iberfebung tm eingelnen aud) fveit itber Klamrot]) Hinaus, jo weidt fie
bod) nirgends von dem bon ihm geiviefenen Wege ab und Hhat fo dad Klam-
rothjdhe Crbe, wenn es duberlid) aud) eine mefentlid) berdnbderte Geftalt
erhalten hat, mur fitr die neue Beit, die in Yfrifa angebrodjen ift, nupbar
und frudtbringend gemacht.” F. 8.
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Biblia Hebraica, adjuvantibus A. Alf, G. Beer, J. A. Bewer, F. Buhl,
J. Hempel, F. Horst, M. Loehr, O. Procksch, G. Quell, W. Rudolph,
cooperante A. Sperber, edidit Rud. Kittel. Textum Masoreticum
curavit P. Kahle. nSnn 18D, Liber Psalmorum, praeparavit F. Buhl.
Editio tertia, denuo elaborata. rivilegierte Wiirttembergifche Bibel-
anftalt, Stuttgart. 1930. 127 Seiten 61, X9%.

Died ift nun {hon ein weitered Heft in der vorzitglihen Wusgabe der ebrii-
fdhen Bibel von Kittel. Wir TWnnen nur wiederholen, wasd wir in diefer Jeithrift
in ber Mainummer, &. 392, {don gefagt haben. €8 ift die {dhdnfte und befte
hebriifde Bibel, die auf dem Mart ijt, und obivohl der BVegriinder und Keiter
bes Unternehmens, Prof. Dr. Rud. Kittel, am 20. Oftober 1929 geftorben ift (fiehe
Februarnummer diefer Jeit{drift, . 153), {o wird dod) die Wrbeit ohne Storung
und unndtigen Wufenthalt borwdrtsgehen. Kittel hatte die Drudlequng bdiefes
Heftes 18 jur Hdlfte durdhgefithrt; fiir den Rejt bes Heftes hat ALt die Gefchifte
De8 Herausgebersd itbernmommen. Der Bearbeiter diefes Teils ber Pfalmen ift der
befannte Hebraift F. Bubl, frither in Leipzig, jebt in Kopenhagen, der Herausdgeber
der neueren Yusgaben de§ hebrdifhen Worterbuds von Gefenius. Man mup die
SHefte genau anfehen und gebraudhen, um eine BVorftellung von der eraften Klein-
atbeit, die eben bei einer Bebrdifhen Bibel nidtig und unvermeidlidh ift, ju be=
fommen. L Firbringer.





