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Das war eine Selbitverfertliung Gotted. Denn vor Gott erbat
fic§ Dantel diefe Kraft in tdglihem Gebet und Flehen, B. 11, fvie ex
ja aud jonjt die Ehre allein Gott gab. BVgl. Kap. 2, 27.28; 4, 21, 22;
5, 17 Ulles, wad im Leben eined Chriften rithmensivert ift, Hat ex
feinem Gott allein 3u verbanten, dex nod) feute jich durd) bie Befehrung,
Heiligung und Erhaltung feiner Chriften verherrlicht. Epdh.1,19. 20,
9,7—10; 1 Petr., 1, 5. 0

Gott Takt e 3u, dbap Daniel in die Lowengrube getworfen tvivd.
@ Dedectt ihn nidht mit Finjternis, nod) {hlagt ex die Feindbe mit Blind-
Beit, bafy fie ihn niht finden fnnen. Jm Gegenteil: V. 11—17. Uber
todhrend bie Feinbe jubeln, fwdhrend dber Kibnig eine jhlaflofe Nadht zu-
bringt, gefdieht basd Wunbexr, B. 19—28. Ja nodh groper erfdeint die
Maht Gottesd, die Daniel befchilbte, BV, 24.

®oited Hand ijt nod) nidht verfilegt. Wohl lakt er dbie Seinen in
allerlet Not und Triibfal gevaten, aber nur 3u dem Bived, {idh an ihnen
3u verBerrlichen. Ried 357, 2. 5. @ lakt fie woh! finfen, aber nidht ex=
trinfen. Hiod 5, 19; 1 Kor. 10, 18; Jef. 54, 7. 8.  But feiner Beit wird
er Hertlid) mit feiner Hilfe exfdjeinen, bafy ivir, ervettet, gang frohlich
rithmen fonnen feine Gnade und Madt, die fvir exfahren Haben, Jhm
allein die Ehrel - L T, 8.

b
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L Amerika. _

Ans der Synohe. Iiber die Revolution in Brafilien und unfere Yn=
ftalt in Porto Wlegre teilt der Direftor der Unijtalt, Dr. Fahn, im ,Kirden=
blatt” vom 15, Oftober v. . folgended mit: ,Um Ubend des 8. Oftober
fiindete und bdad Gefnatter von Mafdinengemwehren an, daf die evivartete
Grhebung de3 Bolfed gegen die bisherige Bundesregierung in unferer Stabt
begonnen Habe, Bald jHlugen aud) eingelne Kugeln, die ihr Biel berfehlt
Batten oder abfidhtlid) in bie Hiohe gefdhoflen fvorden mwarven, bet unsd ein.
Nadbarn, die aud der Stadt nad) Haufe geeilt fvaren, beftdtigten unjere
Bermutungen, daf der Yufjtand nun gur Tat getvorden war. Ym nadjten
Morgen exfubren ivir, dak der Uufitand in unferer Stabt {Hon fiegreich
su Enbde gefiihrt fei, und die Beitungen Dberidjteten am folgenden Tage,
baf die Mevolution in unferm gangen ©taate ivie aud) in bielen anbdern
Gtaaten, fvo fie gleidhzeitig ftattfand, olhne viel Blutvergiehen gefieat Habe.
Die Testen Nadridhten Dbefagen aber, daf bdie BVunbdedregierung .gefonnen
fet, Wiberftand gu leiften, und baf ein Heer, das fidh) beftandig mehrt, auf
pem Buge nad) dbem Norden begriffen fei, um bdie Regierung abzufesen.
€3 ift bafer nod) nidht vorausdzufehen, wad bie nddften Wodhen unsg bringen
werden. Gott betvalhre basd Land und {dente thm bald den Frieben tvieber!
Da mandje der Eltern unfever Shiiler vielleidh)t in Sorge um diefe leben,
fei Bier mitgeteilt, Dol atwar ztwangig unferer Shiiler Referviften obder
Ranbibaten fiix das Refervifteneramen fjind und dafer bald zum Dienfte
herangezogen iverdben founen, daf fie aber vorlaufig filr den Wadhtdienft
coinunferer Stabt beftimmt find.”
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Winfden and eine Fortbildung ded Luthertmms., AYud) bie pro-
teftantijdjen Geltentivdlen bon St. Louis, fofveit fie in der Metropolitan
Church Federation of St. Louis pertreten find, forderten zu einer befon-
deren Neformationsfeier am 2. November b. . auf. [Jn dem Lofalblait
The Church at Work Diefy ed: “Reformation Day this year takes on
a special significance in view of the fact that this is the four-hundredth
anniversary of the issuing of the Augsburg Confession. That confegsion
embodied the consensus of opinion of those who had discovered the sig-
nificance of Martin Luther’s entrance upon the freer domain of obedience
to the Scriptures under the guidance of the Holy Spirit. What thus
happened four hundred year ago has become momentous in the history
of the world, has profoundly affected all the generations since that day,
and has left its mark indelibly upon human institutions.” uf bdiefe3
allgemein gefaltene Qob der NReformation ber Nirde durdh) Luitbherd Dienft
folgte nun aber bdiefer Scdjlufparagraph, fworin auf eine mwimjdensiverte
Fortbilbung besd LQuthertums Yingeiviefen foird: “It is appropriate that,
with the spiritual meaning of such occurrences in our minds, we should
observe this day this year with particular thankfulness and with a re-
newal of devotion to the ideals, perhaps not fully seen then by Luther
and his associates, which come clogser to the mind and heart of Jesus
Christ, our Lord.” ®a3g ift zart audgedriidt. Eingelheiten tverden nidht
genannt. - Dagegen Haben einige Glieder der amerifanifd)-Tutherifhen Kirdhe
in What Is Lutheranism? dag ,Buritd zu Luther und zum lutherifhen Be-
fenninig|” fiiv gang unmdglidg erfldrt, und zmwar unter Ungabe eingelner
RQelren, die zu unfever Jeit nid)t mefr feftgehalten werden tbonnten. Ste
nenmen die Jrrtumslofigfeit der Heiligen ©drift, die glinglihe Verberbi-
Yeit der menfdligen Natuv, die WMitteilung der gottliden Gigenfdhaften
an die menfdlidhe Natur Chrifti, aud) die Mutherifde Lehre vom Ubendmafl.
Die BVelege {ind mitgeteilt im MonrHLY, im Novemberheft b. J., S. 866 ff.
Wenn wir und nidt irven, war e3 der ,lutherifde Herold”, dad offizielle
peutfhe Organ der U. L. C., bag dem Wunfde Yusdrud gab, What Is Lu-
theranism? modte gar nidt exjdienen fein. Wir {ind HinfiGtlid) diefes
Runitesd anderer MPeinung. Laffen fvir es bdllig Har unter unsd iverden,
wie e8 innerfald der amerifanifd-lutferifden Kirde in bezug auf das
Fefthalten an ber fdriftgemndien lutherifhen Rehre fteht. Das fann und
foll die Weranlaffung fverben, durd) fave Velehrung und Crmahnung ben
Sdjaden zu Heilen. F. L.

The Oversupply of Ministers. — The Lutheran of October 9, 1930,
after investigating the situation which gave currency to the report that
there will be an oversupply of ministerial candidates in the United Lu-
theran Church, characterizes that report as a ‘“disgraceful rumor.” It
writes editorially: “We recently met a young man who will be graduated
from one of our theological seminaries in 1931. He knew that the num-
ber of students now in training for pastorates in the United Lutheran
Church is larger than ever in the past, and he had heard the rumor that
there are too few vacancies to provide them with places of labor. Where
this :rumor originated he did not tell us, but that it has reached young
men now studying theology, the conversation cited above makes evident.
The Lutheran has sought to run down the report and hereby transmits
the information received. . .. It can also be declared without fear of con-
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tradiction that the U.L.C. would lack 'men right now if its program of
expansion were in operation instead of on paper in the minutes of its
boards. There has been a distinct slowing down in the rate of starting
missions both at home and abroad during the past two bienniums, The
Board of American Missions reports new missions, but it just about bal-
ances these with ‘congregations that have become self-supporting.’ The
Board of Foreign Missions makes an equivalent confession when it indi-
cates only replacements instead of entrance into new fields. The problem
of student-pastors in non-Lutheran colleges and universities is no mearer
solution now than it was two years or four years ago. Inner Mission
calls for ordained men are not given in the clarion tomes the ministry
of mercy deserves. Yet when every thoughtful Christian realizes that
a kind of crisis confronts the Church and when there is evidence that
the supply of men available for sending is encouraging, the report gets
currency that these young men may not be needed. We can tell you
where this disgraceful rumor got its start. It eame, not from lack of
opportunities to use ministers, but from the Church’s failure to finance
a program of expansion. How can the Board of Foreign Missions com-
mission missionaries when its receipts are insufficient to extend the work
under its care? How can the Board of American Missions realize on its
opportunities when its financial resources are absorbed by a fixed number
of pastors’ salaries and its church extension capital is liquid only to the
degree that loans are vepaid? Instead of being faced with an oversupply
of ministers, we are in the midst of an underconviction of the opportunity
to extend the kingdom of God. Let the churches meet their apportion-
ments this year, and there will be plenty of places for all the graduates
in 1931 and in 1932, We ‘feel’ that that is how the situation will he met.
We have too much confidence in the faith of the membership of the United
Lutheran Church to believe that those willing and able to be its pastors
will lack parishes and pulpits.”

Every thoughtful Christian in our Synod, too, realizes that a crisis
confronts us. Are we ready, while supporting the other minor and major
activities of the Church, to restrict the one great activity of the Church,
the spreading of the Gospel by means of preparing and placing ministers
of the Gospel? B.

A Presbyterian on Dr. Ferm’s Symposium in “What Is Lu-
theranism’”’ — While there have been some Lutherans who have found
nothing to criticize in the collection of essays made by Dr. Ferm except
a few goundly and distinctively Lutheran statements made by some of the
contributors, there is a Presbyterian who discerns the chaff among the
wheat and does not hesitate to draw attention to it. It is Dr. Samuel G.
Craig, editor of Christianity To-dey. Our readers will be interested in
the following paragraph from his review on “What Is Lutheranism?”
“The least satisfactory of all is the foreword and conclusion by the editor
of the book, Dr. Ferm, who, by the way, is the professor of philosophy in
Wooster College, a fact that is not fitted to add to the reputation of that
institution as a sound Presbyterian institution. The contributions by
Drs. Evjen and Wendell are of doubtful value, while that by Dr. Weigle
(who is no longer a Lutheran) is slight and not very significant. Those,
however, by Dra. Offerman, Wentz, Reu, Hefelhower, Scherer, Haas, Dau,
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and Rohne, while not of equal value, are all of high value and breathe

a spirit of genuine Lutheran culture and scholarship. It is regrettable,
it seems to us, that such worthy articles should have been published under
the auspices of one occupying not merely so un-Lutheran, but so unchris-
tian a position as that of Dr.Ferm. Dr, Ferm has done what he could
(unwittingly, of course) to destroy the value of this volume; but despite
his efforts it has great worth and is to be commended to the attention of
all those interested in learning about contemporary Lutheranism.” Will
the unionists in the Lutheran Church of America please take notice and
agk themselves whether it is in keeping with the principles of Holy Scrip-
ture if men of negative views, like Dr. Ferm, are received as brethren by
those who 'squarely stand on the Secriptures and the Lutheran Con-
fessiona? A,
Gine Wnveifurg sunt weifeit Gebrand) Hes Nadivd lefen wir im ,Ge-
meindeblatt” der Wisconjinfynode. &3 Heift bda in Dder Rummer bom
80. Movember . J.: ,Wlle Crfindbungen in diefer Well, geftern fvie aud
Heute, Die Der Werbreitung von Gedanfen dienen und diefe zu anbern hins
audiragen, fverden bon zivei gefwaltigen Padten, die in diefer Well Herr-
{den, bald nadpem bdie Erfindung gemadht wurde, in ihren Dienft gejtellt.
Die eine diefer Madyte, die erfte und allerhddite, ift unjer Gott; bie anbere
ift ber Teufel. DVeide, wie {Hon gefagl, ergreifen, jobald ecine der Ver=
brettung bon Gedanfen dienende Erfindung gemadyt tworden ift, bon ihr
Befis, um durd) fie ihre Gebanfen in alle Welt Hinausdzutragen. Gottes
@ebanfen {ind immer gut, vollformmen, Heilfam und ORYY, denn f{ie find
auf unfer Qeil gervidhtet; twenn dafer eine Erfindbung von Eoit in feinen
Dienft geftellt ift, {o wird fie den Menfden Zum Cegen. De3 Teufels
@edanten {ind inuner bofe, erlogen, denn er ift ein Rilgner von Unfang;
bed Teufeld Gedanfen find immer nur bdavauf geridhtet, die Siinde zu
wehren und damit die Verdammnis. Wenn nun der Teufel eine Er-
finbung in feine Hand nimmt, fo toird jie ben WMenjden gum Flud. Wie
metlen wir dad dod) an einer der fvunberbarften Erfindbungen unferer Reil,
bem Radbio! Gott Hat e3 in feinen Dienft geftellt und lapt dadurd fein
feligmadended Gvangelium iiber die gange Well Jin exjdallen. Da ift
Dag Rabdio ein Segen. Uber ber Teufel braudit e aud) und iiberjdivernmt
oamit die Well mit feinem Gift, bas die Seele titet. Was follen wir da
tun? Das Radbio abfdaffen? Gewif nidt. Damit itrden wir ja wolhl
verhitten, daf da8 Nadio ung und den Unfrigen [Habe, zugleidh) aber aud
ben Segen, der von Gott ausgeht und iiber bagd Radio in unfer Haus
fommt, bon ung fernhalten. Wir brauden dag Radio nidt abzujdaffen,
fondern nur abzuftellen, jobald ir merfen, dbaf das, wasd basdfelbe mit-
teilt, arg ift und vom FTeufel ausdgefandt ift; ebenfo brauden fwir nur
anzujtellen, fvenn @ott iiber bad Nadio zu ung redet. Wer dasd fut, braudit
fein Radio vedit; und biefe o wertvolle, Yeute faft unentbehrlide Er-
finbung fird und nidgt gum Flud), fonbdern zum GSegen gereidjen.”

Die Jmngiran Maria gegen die ,Miffourier” 1 Hilfe gernjen, Wir
Tefen im ,Rivdenblatt” von Porto Alegre, bem Organ unfers Brafiliani=
fdhen Diftriits, folgendes: ,Die lebte Nummer der ,Monatdmeinung’, einesd
fatholifden Blaitdens ber Didzefe Porto Alegre, mwidbmet fid) befonders bder
Abivelhr proteftantifer Miffionen in Yatholifden Qanbern. Bu biefen Fatho-
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lifdgen Qéanbdern redinet bad Blatt aud) Brafilien und beflagt e3, daf jo biele
novdamerifanijde RKirdengemeinjdaften Hier Miffion fretben. Bu bdiefen
30461t ber ©Schreiber auch unjere Kivde. €Er ermafnt die Lefer: ,Sorgen
tpir nur dafitt, daf unfern Pfarreien der rveligitie Eifer erhalten bleibe;
pann toerden bie Amerifaner und aud) die deutfden Miffourianer {idh nidht
Hineinivagen. Wenn aber je einer es verfuden follte, auf unfern Weigen=
ader Unfraut zu faen, legen mwir iYm Dad Handmwert mit. aller Energie,
ohne jedodh mit Den Gefebeswdadtern in Sireit zu gevaten.” Die RKatho-
Tifen fcheinen alfo in groRer Gefabr zu ftehen, den Sprud) zu vergeffen:
,Die Waffen unferer Ritterjdaft find nidht fleifdhlich’, 2 Sor. 10, 4, denn
jonft Hatte der Sdjreiber fie wohl niht gewarnt por der Yntvendung jolder
Mittel, die jie mit der Polizet in Konflitt bradten. Dasd fatholijche Blatt
fragt foeiter: ,Wie follen fwir nun gegen diefe religitfe Gefahr anfampfen?’
Antiwort: ,Junddhft mit den Waffen des Gebetes, aber behartlichen Gebetes,
Godann miiffen toir in Brafilien die Anbdadht zu Maria, der Befiegerin der
Srelehren, nidgt nur exlalten, fondern nod) mehr berbreiten und vertiefen.
Wollte Gott, die Natholifen iwitrden den Jhrigen nidht eine Marienanbdbadt
empfehlen, fondern ihnen CYhrifti Erlofungsiverf berfiinbigen! Wber bder
Papit ift ja der Antidhrift. RKein Wunbder, dafy jeine Anhanger die Heiligen
antufen, um dad Evangelium bon iYnen fernzuhalten.” F. L.
Apostolic Succession. —How firmnly the believers in the Apostolic
Succession believe in the reality of an apostolic succession and what great
blessings they believe it confers on the Church that possesses it, is brought
out in the sermon preached by Bishop W. T. Manning at the consecration
of his suffragan bishop. “There has just now been much discussion as to
the origin of episcopacy. In the light of all this discussion the report
presented to the Lambeth Conference by the Committee on the Unity of
the Church says: ‘Without entering into the discussion of theories which
divide scholars, we may affirm shortly that we see no reason to doubt
the statement made in the preface to our ordinal that from the apostles’
time there have been these orders of ministers in Christ’s Church — bishops,
priests, and deacons”’ ‘What we uphold,’ this report states, ‘is the epis-
copate maintained in successive generations by continuity of succession
and consecration as it has been throughout the history of the Church from
the earliest times.’ In common with all the ancient Catholic communions,
which include to-day three-fourths of all Christendom, the Episcopal
Church believes that, when our Lord founded His Church in this world,
He Himself appointed a ministry and that this ministry has come down
to the present time through the succession of the bishops. . . . The Epis-
copal Church holds the Catholic doctrine of the priesthood. No one who
reads and understands her Prayer-book can be in doubt as to this. It is
this which constitutes the difference between the ministry of the Epis-
copal Church and that of the Protestant churches; not that one is a real
ministry and the other is not.— the Episcopal Church holds no such
view, —but that one is a ministerial priesthood and the other does mnot
8o regard itself and definitely rejects the doctrine of the priesthood. This
explains the fact that a priest of the: Roman Catholic Church or of the
Holy Orthodox Eastern Church or of any Catholic communion who comes
into the ministry of the Anglican communion is not reordained, whereas
a minister of any Protestant communion . . . must be ordained to the priest-
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hood through the laying on of hands by a bishop. . . . The report pre-
sented to the recent Lambeth Conference says: ‘We hold the ecatholic faith
in its entirety, that is to say, the truth of Christ contained in Holy Serip-
ture stated in the Apostles’ and Nicene creeds, and safeguarded by the
‘historic threefold order of the ministry.’ ... The unbroken succession of
the episcopate, coming down to us from apostolic times, is the visible,
living witness of God’s coming into this world in the Incarnation; for
the episcopate is the successor of the apostolate, and the apostolate was
the direct representative of the risen and ascended Christ.”” (The Living
Church, November 8, 1930.)

The story is continued in Time (November 17, 1930): “Several days
were necessary for this high view to spread. Then, last week, the brick-
bats began twirling. . . . The Protestant Episcopal Church League ordered
its secretary to demounce ‘amazing lack of scholarship. . . . The simple
fact is that, in defiance of every scrap of historical evidence, about which,
in reality, there is not the slightest ambiguity, he [Bishop Manning]
faithfully follows a tradition which took its origin, not from Jesus or
His apostles, but from Greek thinkers of the second and following cen-
turies. It is not a matter of doubt that the early Church was neither
Baptist, Presbyterian, Congregational, nor LEpiscopalian; it was a free
brotherhood of the Spirit, where its members were all of oue heart and
mind. Obviously some simple organization soon became necessary in view
of the growing number of converts, This assumed different forms in
different centers, as, for instance, presbyterian [elders] at Rome, cpis-
copalian [overseers, supervisors] in some parts of Asia, and congrega-
tional in other localities. It is also a matter of history that, as the
centuries rolled on, the episcopalian form of government ultimately
superseded all others until the Reformation. A building can be no stronger
than its foundation. There is no evidence to show that Jesus instituted .
the episcopalian form of government or any particular from of govern-
ment.” . . .”

To conclude the story, it is necessary to point out that, while Jesus
certainly did not institute the episcopal form of government nor any
apostolic succession, He certainly did institute the office of the ministry.
It was not so much in view of the growing number of converts that some
simple organization became necessary as it was by order of the Head of
the Church, given through the apostles, that the Christians of any par-
ticular locality formed communitics and called pastors to minister to
them, a form of “organization” maintained in the Lutheran Church to
the present day. Paul and Barnabas “ordained them elders in every
church,” Acts 14, 23, And Paul gave these orders to Titus: “For this
cause left I thee in Crete, that thou shouldest set in order the things
that are wanting and ordain elders [v.7: “bishops”] in every city, as I had
appointed thee,” Titus 1, 5. L.

Marriage and Divorce. — The Presbyterian, criticizing a recent
marriage-and-divorce plan suggested by Dean Inge, offers timely comment
on the important question of marriage. We read: —

“Gloomy Dean Inge has come forth again, this time on the subject
of marriage. His plan is that marriages by the state shall be easily dis-
solved, but msarriages by the Church should be indissoluble. That has
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the distinction of being new. A considerable company of the clergy seem
bound to make over God’s plan to suit the whims and lusts of men. Mar-
viage is very irksome to a certain type of people, and it often happens
that they want release. It is not now very difficult to secure freedom if
people have the price. But high-minded people have-been quite unani-
mous in the opinion that easy and frequent divorce works badly from
every point of view. There is a Christian ground for divorce, and we
to-day put no stigma upon the innocent party and very little on the guilty
party. It often happens that there is no innocent party, both having
violated the promise to keep self only for the other, ‘so long as you both
shall live’ We are not going to solve the difficulty by catering to human
caprice. A majority of couples have a period when continuing true to
each other is a hard and serious task, but a great majority of that ma-
jority endure the strain and grow into a true unity. To be sure, some
women are tied to very trying men, and men also have, in some instances,
wives who are far from perfect; but they entered into marriage of their
own volition and by God’s help can live together until death shall part
them. It happens so frequently that one who secures one divorce desires
very much to secure another. It is a deep question with many perplexities
when we follow human reason or human desires. The best and safest
way for family and society is to find God’'s ideal and stick to it. That
there have heen tragic blunders no one will deny; but we believe in every
case it will be found that they are due to too much haste, too little
listening to wise and loving counselors, too little prayer to God for
guidance before the event, and mno prayer at all together after.

“Dean Inge opens a way for sheer lust to have state sanction. Like
that far less able American Ben Lindsay he is pandering to the lower
rather than the higher in man. What it amounts to in both cases is
that young people will gain a standing for the selfish desires, which are
at times very strong. No, we cannot degrade our God-ordained institu-
tion of marriage by any device. Once in it, we are to stay in spite of all
the friction, burden, trial, that sometimes come, until death intervenes.
Hard, you say? Yes, in some instances, very hard; but it is always hard
to be fine, righteous, and noble. Shall we reduce the standard because
it is hard? It is too bad that so many church leaders try so persistently
to let unholy cravings have approval. Let the standards alome. One man,
one woman, joined in the most noble union until earthly life for one or the
other is finished. Dean Inge is interesting, but very, very wrong.”

J.T. M.

A Noted Biblical Scholar. —To all who are acquainted with the
excellent work which Prof. Dr. R. D. Wilson, first at Princeton and then
at Westminster Seminary, did to expose the fallacies and lies of destruc-
tive higher critics, the notice of his death came as a severe shock. The
Sunday-school Times accords to him the following words of rare praise
and appreciation: —

“Biblical scholarship has had in the past thirty years no self-sacri-
ficing devotee, no competent leader more distinguished or more learned
than Robert Dick Wilson. Thousands of students and thousands outside
seminary classrooms have heen blessedly strengthened in the faith by the
findings of that tireless scholar, whose amazing linguistic knowledge,
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whole-hearted consecration, and mastery of factual evidence in support
of the Biblical text have givenm him preeminence in the defense of the
Scriptures. And now, in his seventy-fifth year, Dr. Wilson has been called
to be with Christ, whom he so devotedly loved and so nobly served. He
died after a brief illness in the Presbyterian Hospital, Philadelphia, on
October 11. Two of his most significant books were published by the
Sunday-school Times Company: Is the Higher Oriticism Scholarly? and
A Scientific Investigation of the Old Testament. Dr. Wilson resigned from
the faculty of Princeton Theological Seminary in 1929, where he had served
for thirty years, and was one of the leaders in organizing the new West-
minster Seminary in Philadelphia, where he was Professor of Semitic
Philology and Old Testament Criticism. He wags widely known as a lec-
turer here and abroad. What he was to his associates, how he did his
‘really prodigious work of linguistic research, and an appraisal of his place
among the foremost Biblical scholars of our time will be told in an early
issue of the Sunday-school Times by Prof. Oswald T. Allis, his coworker
for many years in his chosen field.” J.T. M.

The American Anti-Bible Society. — The Sunday-school Times
(September 13) reports: “The American Bible Society is in the old Bible
House on Tourth Avenue in New York City. Not far away, on East
Fourteenth Street, is the Ainerican Anti-Bible Society. ‘If it’s against
the Bible, we have it,’ is the announcement of this ‘headquarters for anti-
Biblical literature.’ ‘Catalog free on request.’ The legal representative
of the Soviet government in the United States sought incorporation for
this society. The spirit of Moscow is seen in the announced purposes of
the society: ‘to bar the Bible from the public school; to dislodge it from
the guest-room in hotels; to discourage its use at gubernmatorial and
presidential -inaugurations; to remove it from the witness stand; to
check and ultimately stop its unsolicited distribution among soldiers,
seamen, patients, and prisoners; to counteract the work of societies cir-
culating it as the Word of God.’ ‘The American Anti-Bible Socicty,’ we
are told, ‘offers a broad platform upon which Modernists, higher critics,
Unitarians, evolutionists, rationalists, freethinkers, agnostics, and atheists
may unite to diseredit the Bible as an infallible book, . . . Liberals of
every shade are eligible for membership.”

“These people ‘desire the names and addresses of students preparing
for the ministry. Copies of current catalogs of preacher factories will be
gladly received.” This is obviously a move to break down or remove the
future leadership of the Church. They continue: ‘Most denominational
schools are hotbeds of heresy as it is impossible for an educational insti-
tution to maintain any degree of dignity without teaching evolution.
Higher coriticism produces skeptics. Whoever accepts evolution should
stop preaching Christianity. The descendants of apes don’t need a Savior.
Christmas is more and more being celebrated without reference to Jesus.’
The call is sounded to establish forums wherever possible (wherever
atheism can be popularized). It is noticeable that among the vice-presi-
dents of the Freethinkers of America are Prof. Ellen Hayes of Wellesley
and Prof. H. E. Barnes of Smith. Both colleges were founded by Chris-
tians with specifically Christian purpose.” J.T. M.
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" Modernism and Prayer.— Some time ago the Christian Century
Magazine conducted a symposium in which prominent American clergy-
men were asked to express their views on the efficacy of prayer for rain,
The replies which were made showed the great cleavage between positive
Chrigtian faith ‘and modernistic agnosticism. As the Presbyterian re-
ports, Dr. Mary Matthews of Seattle and Dr. James D. Gray of Chicago
were among the minority in the symposium, declaring that God made
the weather and could change it. Dr. H. L. Fosdick of New York said:
“No imaginable connection exists between man’s inward spiritual atti-
tude and a rain-storm.” Dr.W. P. Lemon of Minneapolis called praying
for rain an attempt to “involve God in a cooperative scheme to maintain
present American living standards.” The Presbyterian comments on this:
“Any utterance which leads men to think that any part of life can be
gafely divorced from God is very harmful. We would have been in the
minority in the gathering referred to.”

We can well understand why modernistic preachers should affirm
the futility of prayers for rain. Modernism denies both the creative
and the sustaining providence of God. Its supreme god is either fate
or chance, and neither leaves any room for prayer, just as it allows no
trust in a gracious divine providence. Wherever Modernism reigns,
there is place only for the Egyptian darkness of utter despair.

J.T. M.

A Blessing of the Tercentenary Celebration.—There are certain
facts in the history which are being stubbornly overlooked; one of these
pertaing to our hoasted liberty of conscience or religion, which certain
school-text-book writers present as having existed even in the earliest
New England colonies. The Watchmaen-BHwaminer, among others, explodes
this myth in an editorial on the recent Bay State Tercentenary Celebra-
tion. We read: “The Bay State Tercentenary Celebration reached its
climax on September 17. On that day, three hundred years ago, Boston
received its name. Over in Lancashire, England, there is another Boston,
so aged that our Boston seems but a child. It was from that Lancashire
Boston that our Boston received its name. . . . The intensive study of
New England’s history during the past year will prove a blessing to the
multitudes who have been engaged in this study. The Puritans came
here to escape persecution and then became persecutors themselves. John
Cotton in old Boston could not stand interference. John Cotton in new
Boston became an intolerant fanatic. . . . The Puritans believed so pro-
foundly in their interpretation of Christianity that they tried to force
everybody else to accept that interpretation.” It is well for us to keep
this fact in mind, for it proved itself a potent factor in shaping many
subsequent events. The intolerant spirit of the spiritual descendants
of those early settlers, which to-day crops out in Sunday-enforcement
laws and insistence on political and economic reforms in the name of re-
ligion, is a heritage of those early Colonial days.

Yet there is another fact which must not be ignored. After all,
no one can blame the Puritans for believing so profoundly in their re-
ligious tenets that they whole-heartedly vejected all opposite views. True
conviction never compromises with what it believes to he error. The con-
fessional and missionary spirit of the New England colonists in itself
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cannot be condemned, Earnest Christians have always tried to win others
to their beliefs, But the great fault of those early settlers lay in their
mingling of Church and State, so that recourse was had to the police
power of the government to enforce religious submisgion. It is this faunlt
that explains the religious persecutions of those early times; for wher-
ever Church and State cooperate in the maintenance of certain religious
tenets, persecution mneeds must follow. To-day the mistaken ideas of
those early settlers still prevail in the minds of our sectarian church-
men, who, like their fathers, mingle Church and State and in this way
create confusion and cause antagonism to the Church. We certainly hope
that the intensive study of New England’s history will prove a blessing
to those engaged in this study. J.T. M.

The Characteristics of Baptist Churches. —In an article entitled
“Needed: A Harmony Church,” published in the Churchman (Septem-
ber 13), Gerald Cunningham discusses the characteristies of several de-
nominations, particularly the Roman Catholics, the Methodists, the Bap-
tists, the Presbyterians, and the Episcopalians. The Watchman-Ezaminer,
taking issue with the writer’s “farcical and untrue” description of these
churches, charges him with “culpable ignorance” of the Baptist churches
and criticizes especially the following paragraph: —

“If the Methodist and Baptist churches had not found the lignor
traffic ready to hand, they would have to invent some other ‘social prob-
lem.” Indeed, they are now begimning to turn to sex hygiene, not too
frankly treated, of course, as the mnext reform program. The skilled
mechanic who has begun to graduate into the shopkeeper and smaller
business-ntan group is great on ethies. He has not the cultural back-
ground to grasp beauty or symbolism without a very practical basis
(which may be to his credit, for all we know). His doctrinal approach
is the Ten Commandments and morality. His delight is in numbers; his
thrill is to slogans and crusades; his ritual is found in a secret order,
but his religion is in reform.”

We are not partial to the liberalistic, agnostic, and frivolous Church-
man; but in spite of the Waichman-Ezaminer’s protests it seems to us
as if Mr. Cunningham’s description of present-day sectarianism contains
more than a modicum of truth. The interest of modern sectarian churches
in “social problems,” their emphagis on ethics and morality, their delight
in numbers, slogans, and crusades, their toleration of, and often even
attachment to, secret orders, and their mania for social reforms are too
conspicuous to be denied. J.T. M.

The American Lutheran Conference and the U.L.C.— When
writing about the American Lutheran Conference, the editor of the Lu-
theran Companion makes a reference to the United Lutheran Church in
America which ought not to pass unnoticed. It seems to us that it re-
quires an explanation. The editor writes: “When we stop to consider
~ that ‘the new federation will devote its energies toward elimination of
overlapping of work of the various bodies which will compose it, treating
the problems of the churches as a whole, without in any way encroaching
upon individual prerogatives or independence,’ there is one Lutheran body
which, in our opinion, should be a part of this American Lutheran Con-

5
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ference, namely, the United Lutheran Church in America. There should
be no desire on the part of the new conference to see any part of the
Tutheran Church in America isolated from the rest when the cause of the
whole Church is the object for which we are striving, The U.L.C. does
not desire, we believe, to stand alone, and in our mind there is no danger
that its coming into the conference will in any way affect the comity that
we expect to see ruling in the organization. What we all desire is the
growth of American Lutheranism and the extension of God’s kingdom
on earth and the fulfilment of that wish will depend, not only on the
rank and file of the Lutheran Church, but also and primarily on Lutheran
church leaders. If we cannot as yet expect the Synodical Conference to
join in a larger Lutheran confederation, we can prevent that there shall
be three instead of two large Lutheran groups.”

We are at a loss what to think of the declaration contained in the
above remarks in which the editor of the Lutheran Companion favors
the reception of the U. L. C. into the American Lutheran Conference. The
American Lutheran Conference, if the recommendations of the committee
originating it are followed, will have a definite doctrinal platform. Would
the U.IL. C. and all its members be willing to place themselves on that
platform? Would they, for instance, subscribe to its paragraphs on the
inerrancy of the Scriptures and the opposition to membership in lodges?
These are the great questions which have to be answered. Perhaps the
editor of the Lutheran Companion wishes to suggest that the U.L.C.
should be invited to study the platform of the new conference and, if it
can, adopt it and be received as a member. That, of course, would throw
an altogether different light on his statement. Our interest in drawing
attention to the editorial in the Lutheran Companion is the earnest desire
that the important truth be mot overlooked which Professor Elert of Er-
langen, whom we quote at length elsewhere, has expressed thus: “Our
Church’s chief concern has been purity of doctrine, to which she, together
with the Augustana, pledges herself.” - A,

II. Ausland.

Gime nsvetfung zum Studtum ded Wlten Teftamentsd, Prof. Dr. Emil
Balla-WMarburg {dhreibt in ,Theologifhe Mitteilungen aus bem Antiquariat
Bernh). Liebifd)” vom 15. November b. Y. u.a.: ,Bei allen feinen Be-
mitjungen wm dad Verftandniz ded Alten Teftaments in feinen Teilen und
ald Ganged bergeffe ber Student jedbod) eingd nidit. Das Alte Tefjtament
ift fiir und nidt ein Dofument einer belichigen Religion, deren Senntnis
bielleidht inteveffant ift, die und aber innerlidh nidhtd angeht. Daz Alie
Teftament it ein Stitd unferer Bibel, von bder foir glauben, dak fie
Sottesd Wort enthalt. Jeder Student mufp es von feinem erften Semefjter an
ald eine Yeilige, ihm gang perjonlid) geftellte Aufgabe anfehen, immer
foteder Durd) die zeitge{hichtlich) Dbebingten Formen ber alitejtamentlidhen
Offenbarung zu dent eigentlidhen Jnhalt ved im Wlten Teftawment entbhal-
tenen @ottesfvorted hHindburdzudringen, der Etvigleitdbedeutung Hat, Wer
bag Mite Teftament ftudiert, ofne felber in feinem Innerften bon dem
einen, lebendigen, unbedingten Unfpruc) erhebenden Gott Hed Alten
Leftamentd ergriffen zu terden, Pat im Grunde [Beit und Milhe vers
fhtendet.”  Hier ift Hingugufiigen: Chriftusd und feine Yeiligen Upoftel
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Tebren, dafy die ©Sdrift Ulten Teftaments Gotted Wort nidt blof ,ent-
balt”, fonbern Gotted cigened unfefhlbaresd Wort iit, Jobh. 10, 35: ,Die
Sdhrift fann nidht gebroden werden”; 2 Tim. 3, 16: ,Ale SHrift bon
@©ott eingegeben.” Yud 2 Wetr. 1, 21 bezichen {id) die Worte: ,Die Heix
ligen Menfden Gotted Gaben geredet, gefrieben vbon dem Qeiligen
@eift”, auf die S grift bes Alten Teftaments, wie ausd dem griedifdhen
Tert (V. 20) Gervorgeht, Jn begug auf die Erlernung Der Yebrdijden
Gprade gibt Prof. Balla einige gute Winfe, 3. B. Dden, mdglichit biel
Bebraijge Bofabeln audtvendig zu lernen und Yaut Hebrdifd zu Yefen.

Verbal Inspiration Denied in Australia.—The Australian Lu-
theran veports the following: “Again and again the Anglican bishop of
Adelaide has given evidence of his Modernism in theology. Another evi-
dence of this was given when he recently stated in his pastoral address
that, although recent Biblical criticism had only strengthened the posi-
tion of the Bible and excavations and research had confirmed the Bible
narrative in unexpccted ways, yet the contentions of the Fundamentalists
(those who stick to the old faith), who believed that every word of the
Bible was inspired and that everything happened historically as the Bible
records, were not confirmed and could not be. Naturally a public state-
ment of this kind brought forth many protests from believing children
of God. Letters written to the press gave evidence that the Lord still has
His seven thousand who have not bowed the knee to the modern Baal of
skepticism. Possibly more letters were written than were published, and
those published were possibly much abridged. The following, sent in to
the Advertiser by Pastor Th, Lutze, appeared only in part: —

“‘To the deep sorrow of thousands of earnest Christians Dr. Thomas,
in his pastoral address, has again attacked the Bible, God’s Book, de-
claring that not all of its historical statements are true. TFortunately
there are many thousands who know and believe the Bible to be in its
each and every statement the inspired, inerrant Word of God, it having
proved itself to be such in their lives and daily experience. For the
benefit, however, of those who are inclined to follow the bishop rather
than the Book of God, will Dr, Thomas give your readers a list of the his-
torical inaccuracies he so confidently alleges the Bible contains? Those
who have read but a little about the Higher Criticism know of its bom-
bastic assertions and its many humiliating defeats at the hands of able
scholars who accept the verbal inspiration of every part of the Bible. The
history of the Higher Criticism is a tragic one and too sad for words.
Surely, ’tis true that “the time is out of joint” when leaders in the
Church charge God’s Book with untruthfulness. Let me quote what the
learned Bishop Ryle wrote: “Omce admit the principle that the writers
of the Bible could make mistakes and were not in all things guided by
the Spirit, and I know not where I am. I see nothing certain, nothing
solid, nothing trustworthy, in the foundations of my faith. A fog has
descended on the Book of God and enveloped every chapter in uncertainty.
Who shall decide when the writers of Scripture made mistakes and when
they did mot? How am I to know where inspiration ends and where it
begins? What I think ingpired another may think uninspired. The texts
I rest upon may possibly have been put in by a slip of the pen! The
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words and phrases that T love to feed upon may possibly be weak, earthly
expressions, in writing which the author was left to his own private, un-
ingpired mind. The glory is departed from my Bible at this rate. A cold
feeling of suspicion and doubt creeps over me as I read it. I am almost
tempted to lay it down in flat despair. A partially inspired Bible is little
better than no Bible at all,”’

“That is perfectly true. Our Christian faith rests on the Bible. If
the Bible is a hoax, then also is Christianity. Let Christians continue to
believe that they have a sure word of prophecy. The Scriptures cannot
be broken.

“At a conference of the Southern Subdivision of the South Australian
Pastoral Conference, held at Birdwood on September 9 and 10, 1930, the
following resolution with regard to this matter was adopted: —

““This conference notes with deep regret the seemingly determined
efforts on the part of leaders of some churches to discredit the Bible in
gsome of its historical statements and to undermine the Biblical truth of
verbal inspiration, and it pledges itself to resist to the utmost the in-
gidious attacks of Higher Criticism and Modernism, which, under the
specious plea that verbal inspiration is not acceptable to the intellectual
man of to-day, make concessions to man’s innate unbelief and in fact
charge those with insincerity who still hold the doctrine of verbal in-
spiration.’ J. T M.

The Lutheran Church in Russia.— In an open news-letter Dr. John
A. Morehead touches on this subject and presents what we might look upon
as the latest information available. He says: “The Christian churches
in Russia, after suffering the distresses of the World War, succeeding civil
wars, change of form of government, and famine, have been caught in the
toils of a thoroughgoing social and economic revolution. To what extent
the almost unendurable afflictions of organized religion are due to the
temporarily unavoidable hardships and excesses of the period of transi-
tion and to what extent they grow out of permanent elements of the
Soviet system, are not yet entirely clear. The process of the execution
of the five-year plan for the nationalization of industry, including agvi-
culture, is impoverishing well-to-do farmers (Kulaks), a large class, upon
whom the churches have largely depended for support. Moreover, although
the new Russian constitution proclaims the separation of Church and State
and provides, in a way, for religious freedom, limiting decrees and prac-
tise raise the gravest questions as to the real attitude of the Soviet govern-
ment toward religion and as to whether there really is genuine religious
liberty in Russia. Is the Soviet system with its background of antirelig-
ious philosophy, with its secularization of education, the press, and charity,
and with its unofficial support of the activities of the ‘Society of the God-
less’ compatible with the existence and development of the Christian Church
in Russgia?” In a later paragraph Dr. Morehead relates that in the closing
months of 1929 and in the first part of 1930 the hostility against churches
amounted to persecution. Among others, Lutheran pastors were arrested,
imprisoned, and exiled. The Lutheran theological seminary in Leningrad
was compelled to quit its quarters, although the rental contract was still
good for three years, However, the students were housed in farmers’ homes,
and with exemplary devotion on the part of students and professors the
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instruction continued. Early in April the clonds dispersed a little, when
Mr. Stalin issued a proclamation ordering that all physical religious per-
secution cease and that religion be opposed by no other means than edu-
cation. For the seminary at Leningrad the tide quite unexpectedly has
turned for the better. “A wealthy citizen of a foreign country offered his
residence near the center of the city of Leningrad at a rental no more
than previously paid for the use of this vitally neccessary institution for
the recruiting of the ministry of the Lutheran Church. The building is
larger and more commodious than that previously occupied, providing
ample facilities for classrooms, dormitories for the students, and apart-

ments for professors. . . . Hence the outlook now is favorable.” It will
be remembered that this seminary, which means so much for the Lutheran
Church of Russia, was opened in 1924, A.

The Augsburg Confession a Bond of Union.— Writing on this
subject, Prof. Werner Elert of Erlangen, Germany, expresses some thoughts
which merit quotation. He points out that at the time when the Augs-
burg Confession was drawn up, three views were held as to how the unity
of faith should be given expression. “The Landgrave Philip of Hesse, who
was greatly influenced by Zwingli, demanded a political federation against
the emperor and the Pope. The Margrave of Brandenburg advocated as
a necessary condition of union, not only agreement in doctrine, but ac-
ceptance of a common church constitution as well. Saxony declined to
enter into such an agreement. Unity of doctrine was essential. TFreedom
in determining matters pertaining to external ceremonials must be granted
to each province.” We all know that this view prevailed, and we thank
God for it. Professor Elert reminds us how in the centuries that followed
the Augsburg Confession united the Lutherans of Germany with those of
the Scandinavian countries. What of other peoples? He says: “The Evan-
gelicals east of the empire, the churches in Esthonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
and Poland, among the Transylvanians as well as in the Netherlands,
were united into a great communion of faith with the Germans in the
unity of the Augsburg Confession. Dissension in most of these regions,
especially in Poland and Hungary, was caused by Calvinism. If at this
time constant pressure for union is being exerted, if the Lutherans are
accused of endangering the unity of Protestantism by faithfully adhering
to the [Augsburg] Confession, we might well ask why the propaganda for
Calvinistic doctrine was made in these regions, which destroyed the unity
of faith; for Calvinism did not enter these countries till the Lutheran
Reformation had been introduced or where the Lutheran Church was al-
ready prospering. The Slovenian and Croatian Church became the prey
of the Counter-Reformation.” We hope that the following declaration of
Professor Elert will more and more be recoguized as true by all who call
themselves Lutherans: “Our Church’s chief concern has been purity of doc-
trine, to which she, together with the Augustana, pledges herself. Our
Church therefore has been, and ever will be, true to herself so long as she
holds fast to this Confession.” A,

Wad Cinftein nidyt weiff, daviber Hat er i) {elbjt nad einem Beridht
ber Associated Press, batiert Berlin, den 15, November 1930, jo audge-
fbrodyen: “Dr. Albert Einstein, originator of the velativity theory, lec-
tured on the laws of canse and effect last night before a crowd of young
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radicals in Humboldt Hall. He encouraged his audience to ask questions
and not to imagine they were foolish questions. ‘For before God we are
relatively all equally wise or — equally foolish,” he remarked. He touched
on the metaphysical and psychological aspects of causation, beginning
with the ideas of primitive peoples, who are able to conceive only an
‘animistic will cauge’; who, in other words, believe all happenings are
directly caused by a thinking agency, human, divine, or demoniacal. He
said he saw nothing to prove that the world was ‘causal’ As to the “first
cause,” he said, he couldn’t even now tell which came first, the hen or
the egg. Determinism, which lays down that everything that happens is
due to the law of necesgity, Hinstein said, ‘is belief, not knowledge.’
Physicists no longer believe in strict determinism, he added. Mankind,
he said, has not gone very far in knowledge. ‘The farther we proceed,
the more formidable are the riddles facing us, he asserted, He said the
ultimate issues were beyond man’s ken.” Daz ift befdeiden geredet. Und
diefe Befdeidenbeit ift am Plake. €3 qibt ein ,metaphyfijhes Problem”.
€3 toird toahr bleiben, daf in bad Jnnere ber Natur fein gefdaffener Seift
bringt. @3 ift aud) in neuerer Beit bon RNaturforfdern darauf Hingewiefen
fworden, daf die Ratfel in ber Natur {id) mehren, je jHdrfer dag Hand:
fverf8geuq ird, twomit fvir die Natur beobadten. Der Grund Hierfitr it
ber: Wie Gott alle Dinge gefdaffen Jat, fo ift exr e8 aud), der alle Dinge
in threm Sein und L[eben und in Vewegung exhill, Kol, 1, 16.17. Gott
aber it unfidtbar, 1 Tim. 6, 16, alfo unerreidhbar fiir WMifrojfop und
Feleftop. Daber dasd Refultat, daf bei der zunehmenden Sdharfe unjeter
Beobadtungsdinftrumente die Ratfel {id) mehren. Aber bdie ,Befdheidenfeit”
fann aud) zu fveit geirvieben fwerben. Dad gefdjieht dann, fwenn fie in
Agnoftizidmusd ausdactet. Die Welt ift “causal” in Dem Sinne, dal fie,
aud) abgefehen bon der Offendarung der Sdrift, ald von Gott gemadt
erfannt fwird, mwenn jie mit Verftand (vodc) betvaditet twirdb, Riom. 1, 20;
»Gotted unfidtbared Wefen, dad ift, feine eige Kraft und Gottheit, wird
etfefen, fo man ded wahrnimmt an den Werken, ndmlid) an ber SHhopfung
per Welt.” Was die bevithmt getwordene Priovitatsfrage betrifft, ob a3
Hubn oder dasd i ober — fwad auf gleidjer Linie liegt — ob der Eidhaum
oder bie Eidjel basd erfte fei, fo Yehrt bie SHrift betanntlid), daly durd
Gotted Sdbpfungsiwort eine fertige, vollfommen audqebilbete Rflangen-
und Tiermwelt ind Dafein trat. Die Pflangen {ind eher ald thr Same und
bie Tiere eler ald ifre Jungen. Ebenjo ift der Plenfd) fertiq und vollz
fommen auadgebildet gefdajfen. Fiir bie gegenteilige Unnalme, die gange
und bie Halbe ©volution, fehlen die ,ausfiillenden Mittelglieder”, tvie e
fonnene RNaturiffenidaftler aud) der Neugeit zugeben. F. PB.

Der Papit wifl ,dle driftlide Cinheitdfront” uidit mitmaden, Der
Berliner ,NReid)sbote” {dhreibt: ,DMan fann e in Deut{hland nod immer
nidt Yaffenr, mehr ober fveniger vernehmlidh und deutlidh von ber ,drift=
liden Cinbeitdfront’ zu reben und zu {dmwdavmen, in der fid der Protejtan-
tismus und RKatholigidmus zujammenfinden miiffe und mwerde gegen bdie
Madyte der Gottlofigleit und bed Untermeni@entums. Dafy man mit diefen
LTraumen tatjadglid) einem PLHantom nadyjagt, zeigt mit wiinjdensdwerter
Deutlidfeit twieder einmal der Osservatore Romano, pen die ,Sdhvnere Ju=
funft vom 29. Juni 1930 itiert. Das Vatifanifhe Organ nimmt feine
ablefnende Stellungnafne gegeniiber einer Ligue pour le Christianisme
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gum Unlafy, um grundfdablide Grivagungen zum Problem interfonfeffio-
neller Sujammenfaffungen itberhaupt zu verdffentlidhen. Wir lefen u. a.:
SBBit evinnern bor allem baran, dafy das {idtbare Band, dad die Ehriften
Fujammenjdlielt, von JEfu Chrifto, unferm HErrn, feftgefest worbden ift
in feiner wahren Rivdje, die, wie St. Ymbrofius fagte, dort ift, wo Petrus ift.
Die Griftlichen Difftbenten veridhiedener Denominationen Haben fidh leider
pon diefern Bande lodgemadt, und bdarum nehmen bdie Spaltungen und
Geften tnmmer mehr u. Dasd eingige Mittel, {ie zu vereinigen, fann fein
anderes fein ald bad von Ehrifto getwollte, dad bon ihm eingefefste Binbe-
mittel det einen Herbe unter dem einen Hicten Pefrud, dem er auf-
trug: ,Weide meine Lémmer, tweide neine Shafe!” . . . Ein Bindemittel
unter den Dejtefenden driftliden Jnftitutionen ift eben unmoglid), gerabde
toeil es dem eingigen bon &Yrifto in der Einbeit feiner wahren fihtbar auf
Petrus gegriindeten Kirdje entgegengefept ijt. . . . BViele Yalten {idh ab-
fichtlich fern bon bem einen Weg und bilben fidh) ein, die Einbeit zu er-
reidjen auf dem Wege von Bergleiden, BVereinbarungen, Wbjdmwadungen
in @laubensjadjen ober durd) Beifeitelegen, Ausfdliegen oder Abfehen vom
®&lauben mit dem Jivede, eine Art Hbertivdje ohne Glaube und ohne Dogma
Perguftellen. . . . Dte Verveinigung der duiftlidhen Krafte gegen die Madjte
Deg WBifen ift unmdglid) ofhne bdie Einfeit ded Grifttiden Geiftes, der f{id
gehorfam ber einen und Hodften Lettung im Glauben und in Griftlicder
Digziplin untertvicft. Eine jolde Cindeit ift unmdglid) ofhne das oberfte
fehrz und Hirtenamt der Chriftenfeit, dad von CHhrifto in Petrus ein-
gefet foorden ift.) Dasd tjt deutlid). . . . Das tvird die deutjden Sdhtwarm-
geifter freilid) nidht Hindbern, tveiter ihre SHldfler in die leere Quft zu bauen,
fidg felbjt gum Sdjaben.” . B.

Die ,amerifanifde Religion” in der Tirfel. Jn einer Mitteilung
in ber ,U € L K.Y lefen wir: ,Die ,amerifanifde Religion® toitd ben
Tiirfen al8 Borbild povgehalten. Wad ift fie? Einer der prominenten
Gtaatdmanner der Titrlei, naher Freund bes Muftafa Remal Pajdha, Faleh
Rafigh Bey, Mitglied ded tiirkijdien Parlamenisd, {dreibt in dber Regierungs-
geitung ,Meliat': ,In einem Lanbde, deffen Natur, Stadte, Tednif, Wiffen-
{Gaft und Boll erneuert fverden follten, toie dad von unferm Lande gilt,
follte amerifanife Bivilifation die Grundlage aller Anjtrengungen fein.
Gine Nadjahmung der Fivilifation Curopasg ift nidht qut fiir ung. Dex etjte
Sdritt diefem Biel entgegen wird die Ausbreitung ber englifdhen Sprade
in unferm Bolfe fein, weil twir, um den Stand amertfanifder Jivilijation
und amerifaniffen @eifted u erveien, nidht nur unfere Prodbuftions-
organifation uftv. dndern follten, fondbern zuerft unfer Crgziehungsiyitem.
Die geiftige BVerfaffung, die man durd) Erziehung erveicht und die einen
alles mit Erfolg angreifen UGRt, mit anbdern Worten Jnitiative, fann nian
exlangen burd) amerifani{Gen Geift und Jivilifation. Das ijt bas gerade
Gegenteil bes @eiftesd, den unfere tiirfifen Mollas ung gelehrt Haben,
und gwar jahrhundertelong. Wir {ollfen entivedet von diefemn Wege ab-
biegen ober in unferer Starre bleiben twie zuvor und fo fterben. Wit jollten
bie amerifanifcje Neligion annehmen mit ganzem Hergen und fie ald unfere
mwafre Religion anevfennen, mweil bas Ibdeal bdiefer Meligion fdhbpferifher
Angriffdgeift ift. Der Gott der Wmerifaner liebt niht die Réute, die a3
Ravafiten auf den StraBen HYungersd flerben, {ondern liebt und fegnet einen
Wenfdjen, der arbeitet und einen Palaft fiir i) baut.’ Faleh Rafigh BVey
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madite eine Reife durd) Siidamerifa und Curopa und begann feine Pro-
paganda danad). Der Einfluf der Vereinigten Staaten in Latein-Ametita
madte einen grofen Eindrud auf ihn und fithrte iGn dagu, die amerifanijde
Bivilifation zu propagieren. Und jest Hilft thm bdie Hivfifdhe Regierung.
Sm fremdfpradliden Unterridit ift weithin das EnglijGe an bie Stelle ded
Frangofij@en getreten. — Daf der Tiicke die bollartiihtige Jnitiative Der
Amerifaner filx ,Religion® Halt, ift niederfGlagend.” 3T M.
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Nffgemeine Miffionsftudien. Hevausgegeben von Prof. D Fulius Rigter
und Prof. D. M. SHluni Siebted Heft: ,Die Briefe ded Wpojtels
Paulug al8 miffionatifhe Sendidyreidén.” Bon Prof. D. Fulius
Nidter, Diud und BVerlag von €. Berteldmann in Gittersloh, 1929,
212 Seiten 6%, X9%, in Qeinwand mit Dedel= und Riidentitel gebunben.
Preig: M. 8.

Gine Fiille interefjanter Punite wird in diefem Budje Heriihrt, die namentlid)

" benjenigen, ber fich mit paulinifher Cregefe befdhaftiat, inteveffieven verdem, und
immer twerben diefe Punfte vom miffionarifden Gefidhtspunit aus etradtet, So
mag e§ toictlid) der Fall fein, daf der Defannte Miffionsmann ber Gegentvart
D. Stidyter in diefem Budhe bas Bejte feiner Lebensarbeit darbietet, wie toir ftralid
in einer Anjzeige diefes Werles Tafen. Midter eviveift fidh auf jeber Seite al8 einen,
ber dDie manderlei Fragen itber bie Entftehung der poulinijden Briefe fennt, Gr
toeif audy in der religionSgefd)icdhtlidhen For{dung der Neuzeit gut Befdheid, tweift
fie mehr al8 einmal ab und jagt gany vidtig: ,E8 vertieft fid) bei mir immer mehr
bie {iberjengung, daf der wictlihe Shliifel sum Verftindnis bed Upojteld feine
Miffionsaufgabe ift, die Botfdaft von der Verfohnung der Welt durd) den Kreu=
3e5tod und die Auferitehung JEfu Chrifti ber Hellenifchen und helleniftijhen Welt
su berfiinbigen und voll verftindlid) u maden” (&.8). Und {o behanbelt ev der
Rethe nad) dic folgenden Kapitel: Der Wboftel Paulus als Perfonlihleit; Paulus
alg Miffionar; Die Botidhaft; Pauli Miffiondmethode; Die beiben Theflalonidher-
briefe; Der Galaterbrief; Die Gefdhidyte ber Korvinthergemeinde von ihrer Griln-
bung bi8 jum iveiten Kovintherbriefe; Streifsilge durd) bie Kovintherbriefe; Der
Romerbricf; Der Philipperbrief; Der Kolofferbrief; Der Epheferbrief; Die Pa-
ftovalbuiefe. — Wit Wunen nidt allen feinen Wusfilhrungen zuftimmen. Wenn
et fagt: ,Paulus toar, wenn wiv den innerften Nerd feiner Frdmmigleit dyarafs
tevifieven wollen, Myftiter” (S. 12), o ift dag nidt vidhtig, e8 fet denn, daf man
jeden gliubigen Chriften, der mit Paulud fagt: I lebe, dodh) nun nidt id,
fondern Ghrifus lebet in iy, Gal 2,20, einen Myftifer nennen twiff, Ridjter
jagt aud), dafy ,der Chavafter deg Poaulug vielleicht nidht gans ohne Matel ijt.
68 hingt wohl mit der Qeidenfdaftlicheit jeines Temperaments, mit der YHeifen
Qiebe 3u feinen geiftfiden Kinbern jufomnten, baf ev im RKampfe mit feinen
Gegnern bieleidht nidht immer die ftrenge Gvenze ded Juldffigen in der Kritit
eingehalten Hatr (&, 13). Uber e3 gibt audh einen Hheiligen Jorvn, einen
Deiligen €ifer um Gotted Chre und um die Wahtheit ded Ghangeliums
unbd gegen beffen Feinbe. Und fo Haben wir und nod) eine Meibe fraglicher oder
ivriger Siife angemertt. Wber dabel ift aud) jo viel Ridytiges und Gutes gejagt,
bie eingelnen Briefe werben inhaltlid) dem Sefer fo nahe gebracht, und die Grilnbde





