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I. Ameriko.

Aus der Synode. Die Veridhte aud den verfdjiedenen Diftriften der
Gthnode geigen, daf die Arbeit des HErrn trob der ,bijen Beiten” voriwdrts-
geht. Nur in einem Diftrift hat man die jahrlide Synodalberjammiung
ausfallen laffen; im itbrigen ift dag Bediirfnis fiir den Segen diefer Ju=
jammentiinfte fo grof, daf man fie in gefvohnter Weife Halt, wenn man fidh
babei aud) der gropten Sparjamieit befleiigt. Yus bielen Gegenden fom=
men Nadridhten, daf bdie IMiffiondgelegenfeiten gerade jest fehr giinjtig
find, {o baf, wie 3. V. in Jowa und in Minnejota, neue Stationen erdffnet
fporden find. [ Minnefota Haben fidh) feit Unfang ded Jahred ziwolf
Parodien felbjtandig erflart, wad unter den Umitdnden fehr anerfennens-
fvert ift. Yud ift zu ertvahnen, daf die meiften IMiffionare auf dem Gebiet
per Jnmeren Miffion troB Der ftarf reduzierten Gehalter treulid) fveiter-
arbeiten und mit Gottes Hilfe durdjzufommen gedenfen. Uud) vom fernen
Weften, bon der Kiifte des Gtillen Ozeans, fommen erfreulide Berichte.
©o Yat firglid) eine Gemeinde in Oafland ihre neue Rirdje einfveien diir-
fen, und im fiidligen Teile Ded Staated bemiift fid) eine Gemeinde nadh
ber anbdern, ofjne Hilfe ausd der Miffionsfajfe fertig zu fverden. — Die
Sadjridten aud den canadbifden Diftriften lauten gumr Teil fehr erfreulid,
da die Prebdigt de3d Worted piel Frudt jdafft, um Teil aber aud) fehr
betritbend, da mandje der meuen Unfiedler dburd) die {fiweren Jeiten fehr
Hart betroffen mworden find. Wir lefen: “You will readily understand the
plight of those who went on the homestead without any capital just be-
fore the present period of depression set in. They have never been able
to take a crop off their land, nor have they the necessary seed to sow
in at least a sufficient acreage for feed this spring. They have no pota-
toes, many have very little clothing, yes, many have not even bread to’
eat. They cannot in many instances apply to the Government for relief,
since they would immediately become subject to deportation.” — Yus
Midigan fommt die Nadjridht, daf der Frauenhilfdverein, der i) ber Stadt-
miffion in Detroit geiwidmet Hat, in [Gblider und energifder Weife diefes
Mifjionswert fordert. Ofne Selbftandigleit zu beanjprudjen, nimmt fid
Diefer Berein unter ber Reitung der Gemeinden diefer Liebesarbeit am, fo
daf Derartige Berbindungen andern zum WVorbild bdienen fonnen. — Einige
Diftrifte haben die Weife, daf fie regelmapig iiber die Gefdhidjte der zu
ihnen gehdrenden Gemeinden beridhten. Died fwird in fpdteren Jahren
pem Gejdidtsforider fehr zuftatten fommen. Jn Giidbamerifa widmen
bie Diftriftsblatter fonberlid) der Sdulfrage biel Raum, und bdie Wrbeit
geht ftetig bormwdrts. Der ,Rirdjenbote” fotwohl twie das ,RKirdjenblatt”
bringt feinen Refern gebiegeme Urtifel, und man fieht, dafy die Frdliche
Arbeit in energifdjer, zielbetvupter und fonferbativer Weife gefithrt twird.

8

Unionism. — The Lutheran Church Quarterly, in its issue of January,
1933, carries an article by Dr.N. R. Mehlhorn of the U.L.C. on this im-
portant topic. We quote some of the praragraphs which we consider of



540 Theological Observer. — fird)lid)-Jeitgefhichtliches.

special importance. Speaking of the situation in his church-body, he
says: —

“On the subject of pulpit-fellowship, in the main, Lutheran pulpits are
occupied by Lutheran preachers. There are occasions in the United Lu-
theran Church when a speaker from some other communion is heard by
a congregation. We have a few clergymen whose interdenominational re-
lationships or community ties lead to exchanges with other preachers. But
when our people have been habitually instructed prior to confirmation and
after it from the pulpit, they are not misled by a sermon nor beguiled
irom their church thereby any more than through a book, a magazine, or
a radio address. The fact is that all our pulpits are maintained to serve
Lutheran congregations and for the extension of our Lutheran influence
and membership.

“Our altars are for Lutheran communicants. Any Lutheran is eligible
to receive the body and blood of Christ under the form of bread and wine
administered as our Lord preseribed and as the Lutheran Church has prac-
tised, provided he comes properly prepared to receive it. And his prepara-
tion for this individualization of our ILord’s grace of forgiveness and
strengthening of faith is not conditioned by any other requirements than
those set forth in the gospels and in the epistles of St. Paul. The attitude
of the United Lutheran Church on the whole subject of organic union of
Protestant churches was declared at the second convention of the United
Lutheran Church at Washington, D, C., in 1920. It will be remembered
that the Interchurch World Movement had at that time a great reputa-
tion in this country. Strong pressure was brought to bear upon all divi-
sions of Protestantism in the direction of combination. If a group had
any tendencies toward unionism worthy of an indictment for that faliacy,
these would have made themselves apparent at that time.”

Then follows the 1920 declaration of the U. L. C. on the subject of
unionism, which we need mnot reprint here. With sadness we notice that
Dr. Mehthorn has no word of criticism, but rather a word of excuse, for
those pastors of his Church “whose interdenominational relationships or
community ties lead to exchanges with other preachers.”” That such a
course helps to increase the popularity of these pastors in the community
at large we do not doubt. Altogether different is the question whether
their course iz pleasing to God and in keeping with the principles laid
down in His Word. It is our conviction that what they do betrays a cul-
pable indifference toward the warning “A little leaven leaventh the
whole lump.”

After having quoted the declaration mentioned above, Dr. Mehlhorn
continues: —

“As a part of the same declaration the United Lutheran Church went
on record ‘concerning cooperative movements among the Protestant
churches” After stating that ‘it is our earnest desire to cooperate with
other church-bodies in all such works as ecan be regarded as works of
serving love, through which the faith of Christians finds expression,” the
condition was laid down that such cooperation should not involve ‘the
surrender of our interpretation of the Gospel, the denial of convietion, or
the suppression of our testimony to what we hold to be the truth.’ The
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General Body cited its constitution, in which the principle is laid down
that no synod, conference, or board, or any official representative thereof
shall have the power of independent affiliation with general organizations
and movements.

“It would seem conclusively indicated by the policies and declarations
of the United Lutheran Church that whatever bases there might have been
in past decades on which to rest a fear of unionism, these have disappeared.”

We wish we could share this optimism. Again and again the daily
press reports unionistic services in which U. L. C. pastors and congrega-
tions participate, at times services featuring addresses or sermons by men
who antagonize the very heart of the Gospel, the teaching of redemption
through the blood of Christ. If they are taken to task for this fraternizing,
we do not become aware of it. As long as such practises continue, we can-
not absolve the U. L. C. of the charge of unionism. A,

Oxford Movetgg‘gﬁ&nd Soclxli_g}g,nﬂ— The following references to the
Oxford Group Movement are taken from the World To-morrow, a socialist
paper, of which Reinhold Niebuhr, H. N. Brailsford, and Norman Thomas
are editors or contributing editors. The issue of May contains an article
by Irene Gates on “The Oxford Group and Social Results.” HExcerpts might
interest the readers.

“Are we to get down to the causes of poverty and economic disaster
and cooperatively build together a family society based on the mind of
Jesus?”’ “Many of us have discovered in the Oxford Group a personal
experience of Christ (especially His call to repentance), which has given
us a new and deeper sense of individual and social sin and the realization
of new direction and power for the accomplishment of his social objectives.”
Reference is made to the “sharing,” which strikes at the injustice and
short-sightedness of the economic situation. The sharing is said to involve
the upbuilding of characters of down-and-outers, of finding work or feeding
them, etc. The movement is expected to remove racial differences and
prejudices. “As more of us of all races come into a similar experience of
Christ, we are confidently expecting the same transformations of racial
attitudes in this country. ... We are hoping that by the multiplication
of people in groups everywhere with a vital experience of Christ there will
be produced a nation of peace-minded men and women.” The experience of
the reconciliation or extinction of war hatred of a German and an English
woman are related and then: “Only the flood-tide of the Spirit of God
can wash away such deeply rooted sins of national hatred and resentment.”
“Like all people who listen for the voice of God, we are discovering that
He does speak to us about “little details’ as well as great decisions, that
frequently fresh insight and action grow from guidance in ‘small’ mat-
ters. . . . Gradually we come to see the world as Jesus must have seen
it —a world where God is kind and where we are His stewards. All things
that men call our possessions are really His — our money, time, friends,
home, work. Shortly, if we continue in His companionship, our relation
to our fellows as well as to God is changed.”

Irene Gates is a physician on the staff of the Cornell-New York Hos-
pital Clinie. F. E. MAYER.
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More Light on Buchmanism. — The Moody Bible Institute Monthly
for March, 1933, has the following editorial on the Oxford Group: —

“Here is part of a conversation which I had with one of these special
migsionaries (one of the men). ‘For what reason did Christ die? ‘To
tell you the truth, I don’t know myself.” ‘Has the Group any list of sins?
‘No, we have no list of sins.” ‘Would you call adultery and murder sins?
‘Only if God told you they were’ ‘What would you do if you had a strong
desire to commit adultery with another man’s wife or to murder some one?
‘I would go to God and get guidance about it.” ‘You mean that you would
pray to God and ask Him to show you whether it was right or wrong?
‘No, I should not pray about it. I should just wait for God to give me
guidance about it.” ‘And how would God give you this guidance? ‘I should
get a strong impression what I should do.” ‘And if this strong impression
were that you should murder that man, would you do it?” ‘I should!”
How true are Christ’s words spoken when on earth: TIf therefore the light
that is in thee be darkness, how great is that darkness!’ Matt. 6,23.”

“The Owxford Group Movement (Buchmanism), Is It of God or of
Satan? by J.C.Brown, Pickering and Inglis, London, England. This ‘ism,’
somctimes called the Oxford Group Movement, rominds oue of Christian
Science in two marked particulars. Omne is its attraction for ‘society’
people, the well-dressed and well-to-do, wad the other is its aversion to the
blood atonement. These two things, if there were no others, were sufficient
to show how far it is removed from ‘First-century Christian Fellowship,’
as a Presbyterian divine designated it at the last quadrennial of the
Federal Council.

“That stalwart defender of the faith Dr. A. C. Gaebelein writes us that.
he is making a careful study of the movement in order to expose it in
Our Hope. But meanwhile we would recommend the book of J. C. Brown,
Head Master at Oxford University, who is quoted in Cut from the Loaf
in this issue. It is a paper-covered volume, quite inexpensive, and obtain-
able for twenty-five cents from the Bible Institute Colportage Association,
843 North Wells Street, Chicago. We would also advise our readers to
send one cent to Rev. Harold T. Commons, 17 South Marion Avenue, Vent-
nor, Atlantic City, N.J., for a copy of his four-page leaflet entitled Buch-
manism. This is ‘a frank statement by a former adherent, who gives full
first-hand information as to the character of the movement.’

“We cannot bring this editorial note to a better conclusion, however,
than by quoting the following paragraph from a personal letter of Colonel
E. N. Sanctuary, New York: —

“ For some months I have been acquiring data on this cult, with the
result that I am now speaking against it. They have four tenets of faith —
guidance, loyalty, sharing, and Christolegy. They claim their guidance is
that of the Holy Spirit; but it is significant that unbelievers are wel-
comed to their fellowship. Loyalty is to Buchman or to the Group. But
“gsharing” is sin-sharing, and many writers speak of this as a “sex-obses-
sion”; for it deals with this subject in mixed groups. Brown asks this
question: “Is it to the glory of God (1 Cor. 10, 31) that a married man
with a family should publiely confess to a mixed audience that, without
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'his wife’s knowledge, he had been unfaithful to her?” Brown knows
‘whereof he writes, for it was he who sponsored Buchman when he first
introduced his work in England.’”

Baptists and Readjustment. — One of our exchanges submits these
thoughts on what the Baptists may be expected to do in view of the in-
‘creasing embarrassment of their exchequer: —

“Under the stress of the financial depression Baptists of the North are
‘passing through a period of self-scrutiny and -criticism that is likely to
result in important changes in both organization and outlook. The young
president of the Northern convention, C. Oscar Johnson, as a result of his
contact with the churches in repeated tours across the continent during
his term in offce, has definitely recommended the amalgamation of the two
‘denominational Foreign Mission societies, the general and the women’s, and
-of the two similar societies working in the Home Mission field. This is
in the interest of both economy and efficiency. A committee on denomina-
‘tional objectives, under the leadership of Dr. A. W. Beaven, has been en-
gaged during the year in a constructive bit of work, attempting to view
the denominational task as a whole and to formulate its aims so definitely
that waste motion and the duplication of effort may be eliminated. This
committee suggests that all organizations doing Home Mission work be
coordinated in a single agency. It recommends also that the denomination
seriously commit itself to cooperation with other denominations in small
urban and rural areas. ‘The rural church,” the committee says, ‘faces either
cooperation or extinction. Thirty thousand rural churches have disappeared
in the last thirty years. Must we not have a cooperative program with
others which will provide a constructive service to these churches rather
than continue our present competitive program, which leads to waste,
irritation, and ultimate extinction? This is rather a novel note in official
Baptist circles, where the prevailing idea has been that the best interests
of the kingdom of God demand ‘a Baptist church in every community.’
Whether these drastic suggestions are to be taken seriously will appear
at the convention in Washington week after next. In any case they are
indications of the working of a yeasty ferment in the Baptist bread-mixer.
Tradition has credited conservation to angels and a love of change to fools,
but it is certain that in church circles it is commonly the Christian states-
men who rush in where ecclesiastical politicians fear to tread.” — The
writer evidently hopes that the depression will aid the cause of unionism.
God forbid! A.

The Physical Factors Operating in the Flood. — An article in the
April, 1933, number of the Theological Fommﬁns this paragraph,
a welcome addition to a pastor’s files: —

“Just how the waters were brought upon the lands we are mnot told.
Numerous ways have been suggested. It has been proposed by Flood geol-
ogists that a sudden shifting of the earth’s axis began the catastrophe and
that it was continued by constant repetitions of this operation. God kept
halting the speed of the earth’s rotation, putting the breaks on suddenly
and sending the oceans through the wind-shield, so to speak. Some have
suggested that the ocean bottoms were raised and lowered and raised and
lowered. In the simplest and gentlest fashion that the waters of the ocean
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could have been brought upon the land, that is, by a slow and gradual
raising of the bottom, it is impossible but that there were immense streams
and currents sweeping over the earth, unless we assume for no apparent
reason that the sun and the moon did not at that time exert the same
gravitational effects upon the waters of the ocean which they do mnow.
Those of us who live beside the sea know how the tides, driven by the
gravitational power of the sum and moon, come into the bays and river
mouths like immense floods and flow out again twice a day, and know it
would be impossible for the ocean to encroach upon the land till all was
drowned without far more immense currents sweeping back and forth up
its valleys and over its hills.”

The Presbyterian Mission Board and Modern Unbelief. — Prot-
estant circles are deeply stirred by the discussion of Christian missions

~ among the Presbyterians {Northern). We present the story as told by the

Christian Century: —

“The Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Church in the
U. S. A. is deeply involved in Modernist and antichristian propaganda, and
its appeal to Bible-believing Christians is a misleading appeal,” accord-
ing to Dr. J. Gresham Machen, professor of New Testament in Westminster
Theological Seminary, Philadeiphia. In fact, he has printed his charges
against the board: 1) that the board, in officially commenting on the
report of the appraisal commission of the laymen’s inquiry utterly failed
to condemn in any definite way the attack upon “the very heart of the
Christian religion, which was the chief substance of the report”; 2) that
Mrs. Pearl S. Buck, who has appeared in Harper’s Magazine and in the
Christian Century with articles expressing warm agreement with the report
and thoroughgoing opposition to “the historic Christian faith,” is a mis-
sionary of the Presbyterian Church, and that the board, in retaining her
on the roll of missionaries, is seeking in quite unjustifiable fashion to
obtain funds both from those who agree with her and from those who hold
to “‘the historic faith”; 3) that the candidate secretary of the board is
a signer of the Auburn affirmation; 4) that the candidate department of
the board has carried on antievangelical propaganda through the books
that it has recommended as devotional reading to a thousand young men
and women considering missionary service; 5) that the staff of the board
in an offeial communication has commended, as though it were Christian
evangelism, the religious propaganda of the radicals Dr. Sherwood Eddy
and Toyohiko Kagawa; 6) that the board is cooperating with union enter-
prises in China which have been implicated in antichristian activities of
the most thoroughgoing kind.

At the January 24 meeting of the presbytery of New Brunswick, at
Dutch Neck, N.J., Dr. Machen presented an overture, asking the general
assembly of the Presbyterian Church “to take care to elect to positions
on the Board of Foreign Missions only persons who are fully aware of
the danger in which the Church stands and who are determined to insist
upon such verities as the full truthfulness of Scripture, the virgin birth
of our Lord, His substitutionary death to satisfy divine justice, His bodily
resurrection, and His miracles as being necessary to the message which
every missionary under our Church shall proclaim,” and also asking the
general assembly to give certain instructions to the board.
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The proposed overture was considered at the April 11 meeting of the
presbytery in the Fourth Presbyterian Church, Trenton, N.J. By invita-
tion, Dr. Robert E. Speer, senior secretary of the board, was present, whom
Dr. Machen regards as “the most eloquent of that optimistic view regard-
ing the present state of the Presbyterian Church.” Dr. Machen pointed out
that Dr. Speer had signed, as reported in the report of the Foreign Mis-
sions Conference of North America, January, 1932, a report of the com-
mittee on cooperation in Latin America which mentioned among “the out-
standing accomplishments of the book department” the securing of the
publication in Spanish of “several books by Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick and
other American authors.” Dr. Speer made no answer to this latter repre-
sentation and practically no answer to any of the other specific charges
against the board, but stated that he did not desire to engage in con-
troversy. Very soon after the initial speeches of Dr. Machen and Dr. Speer
the previous question was moved and debate shut off, from which procedure
Professor Machen dissented. Dr. Machen’s overture was then defeated by
a vive-voce vote, and another motion expressing confidence in the Board of
Foreign Missions was passed.

Dr. Machen insists that, “if the hoard tolerates the point of view of
the appraisal commission, of Mrs. Buck, and of its own candidate depart-
ment, then it cannot honestly appeal for support to Bible-believing Chris-
tians. If, on the other hand, it is really true to the Bible, as the con-
stitution of the Presbyterian Church requires it to be, them it cannot
honestly appeal for a single dollar by way of contribution from sym-
pathizers with the appraisal commission. It cannot honestly seek to avoid
the reproach of “intolerance,” which dismissal of Mrs. Buck and a vigorous
repudiation of the report of the appraisal commission would bring.

“Mere dismissal of Mrs. Buck now by the board would not, however,
change the situation in the slightest,” according to Dr. Machen. The case
of Mrs. Buck occupies only six of the 110 pages in his brief. Compared
with his other charges, this has been given an undue importance in the
newspapers., However, Dr. Machen does regard it as significant that
Dr. George T. Scott, board secretary for China, is reported to have said
concerning Mrs. Buck that “her doctrine is so fine and sound that we think
people have misinterpreted her articles and doctrinal position” and that
one of the senior secretaries, Dr. Cleland B. McAfee, is reported to have
said, “I don’t foresee any action of the board against her,” and to have
called her “a very fine Christian worker.” But to Dr. Machen a man may
agree with Mrs. Buck or with “the historic Christian faith,” but to rep-
resent himself as agreeing with both, he said, is absurd.

To Dr. Machen Rethinking Missions is a “thoroughly antichristian
book” and “constitutes from beginning to end an attack upon the historic
Christian faith. It presents as the aim of missions that of seeking truth
together with adherents of other religions rather than that of presenting
the truth which God has supernaturally recorded in the Bible.” In a foot-
note on Modernism in missions Dr. Machen states that “religious pacifists
who desire peace at any price and have surrendered to Modernist leadership
are to all intents and purposes not only Modernists, but the worst kind of
Modernists.”

35
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A later issue of the Christian Century reported: —

“Mrs. Pearl 8. Buck has resigned from the missionary body of the Pres-
byterian Church, thus ending the possibility that her Church might be
troubled by action directed against her own orthodoxy or the orthodoxy
of the mission board that supported her. Both Mrs. Buck and the Pres-
byterian Board of Foreign Missions probably feel that embarrassment has
been avoided by her resignation. It is likely that the value of her life as
an American Christian resident in China will be increased by her separa-
tion from all denominational control. But while we thus acquiesce in
Mrs. Buck’s decision, we trust that the incident will be given more than
cursory attention within the churches. The issue from which Mrs. Buck
stepped aside has not been faced, let alone solved. It remains to plague
the churches at some future time, perhaps more severely than would have
been the case had Dr. Machen’s charges against Mrs. Buck and the Presby-
terian board been presented to the coming general assembly. The funda-
mental cause of this trouble lies in the assumption that there is some
authoritative, unchangeable, and exactly phrased body of doctrine which
constitutes the Christian Gospel and the passing on of which constitutes
the Christian missionary enterprise. Once that assumption is granted,
a Dr. Machen is quite within his rights in calling on a mission board to
give proof as to the fidelity with which its workers employ that authorita-
tive, unchangeable, and exactly phrased body of doctrine. And there is no
way of meeting the Machen challenge — except by resorting to the silencer
of a majority vote — short of proving that the Machen definition of the
authoritative doctrine is wrong, but that there is another definition of
authoritative doctrine that is right and to which the missionaries do
adhere. Just so long as that basic premise of a rigid standard of ortho-
doxy is granted, just so long will there bé tension between any mission
board and its workers of independent and adventurous spirit.”

The writer in the Christian Century is at least candid. He admits
that, if there is a rigid standard of orthodoxy, in other words, if the Scrip-
tures are infallible, then Dr. Machen is right. If all people realized that
the views of Dr. Fosdick and Mrs. Buck are by their own friends admitted
to violate Scripture teaching, much would be gained. The pamphlet of
Dr. Machen, by the way, in which he assails the Presbyterian board and
which has the title Modernism and the Board of Foreign Missions of the
Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A., is an admirably clear and fearless
document, which it is worth anybody’s while to peruse with care. A.

Dr. McGiffert’s Jesus. — Under this head, Professor Stonehouse of
Westminster Theological Seminary, Philadelphia, reviews Dr. McGiffert’s
History of Christion Thought and some of his other outstanding works
(The Apostolic Age, The God of the Early Christians) with a view to
ascertain just what this noted American scholar, who as president of Union
Theological Seminary has strongly influenced theological opinion in this
country, has to say on the person and work of our divine Savior. In view
of the fact that Dr. McGiffert’s death occurred recently the subject is of no
little importance. His theological position Dr. Stonehouse defines as that
of a “radical agnostic” who, however, could not “break with the liberal
tradition.” The extreme liberalism of McGiffert is summed up in the fol-
lowing paragraph: “This unmessianic Jesus of Dr. McGiffert never tran-
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scends the purely human. He was merely a devout Jew whose message was
for the Jews only. Consequently, to suppose that He contemplated a break
with His own people and a Gentile Christianity divorced from Judaism is,
according to Dr. McGiffert, simply preposterous. There was nothing super-
natural about His life. The resurrection of Jesus, as we have seen, was
a mere ‘conviction,” and the Virgin Birth is a ‘theory’ of the Incarnation.
‘With respect to the origin of the tradition of the Virgin Birth, Dr. McGiffert
is uncertain, but he thinks that the tradition ‘was evidently due to the
desire to account for Jesus’ extraordinary personality by ascribing a divine
origin to Him.””

On Christ’s teaching about righteousness Dr. Stonehouse quotes
McGiffert as teaching: “He had an uncommonly high estimate of man’s
moral powers. In spite of all the wickedness He saw about Him and the
disobedience to the divine will He could summon His hearers to be perfect
as their Father in heaven was perfect without ever suggesting that divine
aid was needed or that they would have to be made over by divine power
if they were to measure up to such @ standard. [Italics our own.] Of the
pessimism so widely prevalent in the Hellenistic world, the pessimism that
counted man wholly incapable of good without the influx of the divine,
there is no trace in the Jesus of the synoptic gospels as in Paul and John
and other Christians both early and late.”

In popular language, then, McGiffert asserted nothing more than the
trite and blatant modernistic error that Jesus was a mere man who taught
the people of His time to be good. Even in so highly gifted a man as
Dr. McGiffert was reason could discern nothing more about the divine
Savior of the world. The incurable blindness of perverted reason is re-
markably manifest in his case.

In concluding his discussion, Dr. Stonehouse comments: “Ultimately,
of course, hostility to what are frequently spoken of as ‘outworn dogmas’
and recently as ‘superstitious creeds’ goes back to a hostility to the New
Testament itself, and both hostilities rest upon a hostility to the Christ
of the whole New Testament, the Lord’s Anointed. The formation of the
New Testament canon was, according to Dr. McGiffert, very unfortunate,
since in its formation, and as a result of it, men ceased to count upon new
revelations, ‘fresh disclosures of God’s will and truth,” and, instead, rather
put the present under bondage to the past by an appeal to a ‘revelation
given once for all in days long gone and never to be added to or altered.
Indeed, this bondage to the past is characterized by Dr. McGiffert as
a bondage to the apostles (not to Christ), and we are ready to admit that
the apostles can have no unique authority for us unless their authority is
derived from Christ. If Dr. McGiffert’s contentions about Jesus are cor-
rect, it follows that the apostles, the New Testament, and the creeds are
a stultification of the purposes of Jesus. With the recognition of Jesus’
Messiahship, on the other hand, are bound up our whole conceptions of the
character of Christianity as the religion of consummation and finality, of
a revelation and redemption in Jesus Christ, given once for all, and of Christ
as our crucified and risen Lord, who came in the fulness of time and in
whom the ends of the ages have come upon us and who will come again in
glory to subject all things unto Himself. The decisive and divisive question
is still: ‘What shall we think of Jesus Christ? ” J.T. M.
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Vs II. Ausland,
S/ Gin Wort iiber die Gnadenwalhl, Jn der ,U. €. L. K.“ vom 10. Marz
" Diefes Jahres versffentlicht Prof. D. Karl Stange in Gottingen einen Yrtifel
unter der Uber{drift ,Glaube und Crivahlung”, der e3d fwert ift, dap ivir
ihn Hier abdrucen:

SPaulug fpridt gelegentlic) in feinen Vriefen von der Crivdfhlung der
Glaubigen durd) Gott. Daf fie an Chriftus glauben, ift fein zufalliges
Creignid ihred RLebens, fonbdern Gotted etviger Wille finbet darin feine
Crfiillung. ®ott Hat nidht blof die Welten entftehen laffen und auf ber
Crde dad Reben ausgebreitet, er Hat von Anfang an aud) an die PMenjden
gedadit und feinen Willen darauf geridhtet, fie fitr {idh) zu gefvinnen. Bon
Anfang an fteht vor ihm der Yugenblid, in demt feine Stimme ntein OfYr
treffen und feine Hand mieine Hand ergreifen jollte. Jn Dder Grengen-
Iofigfeit ber Sdjopfung erfdeint ungd allerdingsd bad KReben bes eingelnen
flein und bebeutungslosd, fo baf twir e und nidjt denfen onnen, dafy Gott
nad) dem eingelnen Menfden frage; aber bor dem eivigen Gott jhrumpft
bie irdijd-geitlihe Welt zujanumen, und ed bleibt nihtd iveiter iibrig al3
fein pon Civigfeit Her tonender Ruf und der PWenjdh, dem diefer Ruf gilt.
fiber die Wbgriinde der Jeiten Yiniveg welt fein efviger Lebensdobem mid) an.

»Diefer Jufanunenhang meined Glaubend mit der eiwigen Erivdahlhung
Gottes drangt {ich) mir auf, wenn id) mir bergegenivartige, iweldje Be=
deutung mein Glaube fitr nein Leben Hat. Denn daf ed fid) beim Glau=
ben um eine ummittelbare Cinwirfung Gotted auf mein Leben Hanbelt,
bag merfe id) daran, daf fidh mit der Entftehung meined Glaubens eine
Wandlung meines Sdidialsd perbindbet. Wenn der Glaube in mir lebendig
foird, dann erlebe id) Den itbergang aud dem Buftand ded Werlorenfeins
in Den Bujtand desd Gerettetfeinsd. Pein bizheriged Qeben und damit alles
Reben in der Welt erfdjeint mir nun ald da3 BVerderben, und bdie Hand,
bie mid) aus Ddem DBerderben YHerausreifst, fann nur Gotted Hand fein.
€3 ift fiir unfern Glauben fefentlid), daf i) mit ihm bdie Geivilibeit dHes
Deils perbindet. Ehe i) zum Glauben fam, twar mein KReben leer und
eitel; aber durd) den Glauben an Gott Hat e3 einen Jnhalt und einen
Wert befommen. Ehe i zum Glauben fam, lebte i in Biveifeln und
Angft, Ungewifheit und Furd)t; aber durd) den Glauben an Gott bin i)
innerlid) frei und glitdlid) geworden. Ausd der Welt fann diefe Wandlung
meine3d Lebend nidht ftammen; bdenn der Jujtand des Verberbensd, aus dem
id) errettet bin, ift allem RQeben in der Welt eigen; e3 mufp bielmehr Gotted
efviger Wille an mir wirflam getworden fein; denn dad neue LReben, das
mir gefdjentt worden ift, ift fo toll bon Glid und Freube, daf nidt die
Welt, {ondern nur Gott e3 zu {denfen vermag.

~Baf diefe Wandlung meined Sdidjalsd Gotted Tat ift, erfenne i
baran, daf das meue Reben in mir dem Reben Gotted gleidartig ift; e3 ift
ebenfo tvie bad Leben Gotted ein Reben im Geift und in dber Wabhrheit.

~©ott hat mid) ertodhlt in der Heiligung ded Geifted; ivie Gottes
RQeben Heiliger Geift ift, jo {hafft er aud) in mir den Glauben im Hei-
ligen Geift.

~Gotted LQeben ift Heiliger Geift; Dasd bebeutet, baf fein Geift, fein
innerfte3 Wefen, Peilig ift, daB er nidt jein Herz Hinter eimem duperen
Sdjein berbirgt, fondern in feinem Herzen von Giite und Riebe erfiillt ift.
WMen{dlid) ift e3, nad) aufen Hin gut zu jdeinen, aud) fwenn dad Herz bofe
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ift; aber Gotted Yrt ift e3, daf fein Herz qut ift, aud) dann, fwenn fein
Tun Werberben zu bringen {Qeint.

Deshald fonnen wir Menjden die Heiligung ded Geiftes nur in der
Erfenninid unferer Siinbe erleben. Denn in der Crfenninis unferer Siinde
geben pir jebe Hoffnung auf, daf unfer Leben im Jujammenhang der Welt
je gut fein Idnne, und begehren nad) ber Erneurung ded Herzens, die nur
Gott geben fann. o {piegelt jid) in der Erfenninid unjerer Siinde Goited
Heiliger Seift.

SUnd @ott Hat mid) eriwahlt im Glauben der Wabhrheit. Wenn foir
pon Der Wahrheit reden, jo denfen jvir dabei nidht an die Ordnung unjerer
®edanfen, jonbern bdaran, bdaf infere @ebanfen bder Wirtligleit ent-
fprechen und unjern Gedanfen die Jriebirdfte unjerd Lebend. Wenn ivir
an die Wabhrheit denfen, dann iff dad ein Wort, dad zugleid Lidht und
fLeben ift, ein Lidht, bas alles durdgleudgtet, fo da nichtd verborgen bleibt,
und ein RQeben, dag zur Ouelle und gum Sammelort alled iibrigen [ebens
toird.

w3 Diefemt Sinne it fitr unfern Glauben Chriftus bdie Wahrbeit.
Durd) ihn foird un3d der Sinn der Well berftdndlich; denn de Crfenninisd
Chrifti ijt bie Crfenntnid Ded Hodften, was e3 in der Welt qibt. Und
durd) ihn fird in uns bdag Yeben aud ott geboren; denn unfer Glaube
an ihn ftellt ung in ben Rebendzufanumenfang, der Lon dem eivigen Gott
audgeht und und gum Leben in der BVollendung fiihet.

»Woher iffen wir, dbaf und Goit erwdblt Hat? Wie Ionnen ivir
itberhaupt dbaran denfen, iiber den Nat{dhlup Ded evigen Gotfed eine Yus-
fage zu tun? Wit iviffen e8 daber, daf er unfer Qeben vertvanvelt Hat,
inbem er unjer Herz lebendig werden und ungd EYriftus finden lief. Dad
find bie betdben Dinge, bon Ddenmen unfer Heil abhangt: daf unfer Hers
lebenbig ixd und bak fvir Chriftus finden. Wir wiffen allerdings, dak
fich niemand bon uns jelbjt bad Leben ded Geifted und der Wahrheit geben
fann; aber ivir ftehen anbetend bor Dem eivigen Gott und foujden auf
jeinen pom Unfang der Welt fer tonenden Ruf. Jn dem unaufhorlichen
Wechfel der irbifden Berghnglichfeit ift died unfere Werbindung mit bder
Civigleit Gotted, dap er {id in perfionlider Hingabe und uneigt und uns
au feinen geliebten Rindern Haben will.”

&3 ift allexbing3 twabr, daf einige Yusjpriidhe in bdiefem Artifel uns
bebentlich erfdjeinen und die Frage beranlaffen, ob der BVerfaffer genau
Diefelben Gedanfen borirdgt, die i in Artifel II und XTI der Ronfordien=
formel finden. Dasg fraftige Jeugnid jedod) dafiir, daf die Wahl Gottesd
itber bie ®laubigen geht, bas polljtindige Beifeitelaffen der ,andern”, dHas
Befennen ded3 menjdliden Unbermdgensd, die Sddilderung der Entftehung
bes3 Glaubensd al3 einer Tat Gotted, die flare Crfenninis, daf ba3 uns
bier viberfabhrene Heil guriidzufithren ift auf den etvigen Ratjdhlup GSottes,
bie redte Darftellung bon dem Berhaltniz zivifden Wahl und Glauben,
baf namli) Wahl die Urfadje und Glaube die Wirfung ift, mit einem
Wort, bas Vefenninis zum Monergidmus der Gnade, dad iwenigitend in
bielen ©dBen bdiefed Urtifeld zum WYuddrud fommti: Hed alled Hat uns
mit Heller Freude erfiillt, befonderd angefidjis der Tatfadje, dak Hier nidt
etipa ein @lied der Synobalfonferenz oder ein anderer Glaubensbruber
bie Feder fithrt, fonbern ein in vieler Hinfidht Jrrivege wandbelnder deutjdher
Theolog. .
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Die neuc ngnrhﬁemegung. Die A € L K" pom 17. Februar be-
, urteilt die Ogfordbeiveging jo: ,Da3 Wort Gottesd fpiell in ihr eine
auffallend geringe Rolle. Wenn Leute fid) befelhren, Hat ed nidht dasd Wort
getan, jondern die Crzahlung Befehrier. Durd) alle Veridhte {hlagt inmmer
bag Wort ,Jeugniffe’ Hindburd. ... Diefer Kult mit Menjdengzeugnifien,
tote ifn die Orforder treiben, ift bibelfremd. Dem Pydhifchen twird Tiir
und Tor gedffnet, aud) der menjdliden Eitelfeit. Man Hort Jo biel bon
;@eift’, piel zu fenig vom Wort. Gogar im Gebetsleben Hat der ,Beift’
ben BVorrang bor demt Wort; ©ott {pricht mit der Seele durd) die ,inmnere
Stimme’ und ,aud)’ durd) die Heilige Sdrift, fagt Laun (ein Orforder
Fithrer). Man beadte diesd ,aud)’, die Srift ift nur fefundared Mittel fiir
bie Crfenntnisd De3 Willend Gottes. Ob mit diefer Juriiditellung ded BWortes
aud) die Ybneigung gegen dad ,Dogma’ und gegen die Theologie ujammnien=
hangt? ... Wo man dad Wort nidjt nehr allein reden Ilapt, ift e3 dba
moglid), auf dem redhten Weg zu bleiben? Der redjte Weg deint uns
bei ben Orfordern {don in den Anfdangen verlajfen. Buhe, Siinden-
befenninis feBen fie an den Anfang. Da3 tut aud) die Sdrift, nur
tut fie e3 gang anbers. Jn der Sdrift jdamen’ i) die Menjdhen ifhrer
Srrivege. ... DBei den Ogfordern {hamt man fid) nidht; man befennt nidht
nur unter bier Wugen vor demt Seelforger, jondern Hifentlid) im der Ver=
janumlung, LBt e3 fogar druden. Das natiirlide Shamgefithl wird ebenfo
ertitet fvie da3 geiftlicge. WMan denfe i) den verlornen Sohn, ivie er am
Tijd) bes BVaters {ibt und etiva fein {Qlechted Reben bor den Tifdjgaften
ausbreitet. Das Hhat er nid)t getan, und fein Wpoftel Hat es getan, feine
Magdalena, fein Matthgus. €3 ijt franfhafte oder unedjte Buge, die da3
unreine Kleid vbor alle Welt Hinlegt, ftatt mit dem Jollmer in den Winfel
zu gefen: ,®ott, fei mir Siinder gnadigl® ... Unbiblifd) fvie diefes ,Be-
fennen‘ ift aud) basd ,3eugnisdablegen’. ,€in Crlebnis, dasd nidht
mitgeteilt fuird, ftirbt ober fvird vergerrt ober unnormal’, {agt Raun. Dasd
®egenteil ift die Wahrheit. Gottlide ECrlebniffe fterben an zu frither Mit-
teilung. ... o viel ift flar, die Frommen der Bibel find duferjt guriid-
Daltend mit bem ,Zeugnidablegen’. Diefed ,Zeugnidablegen’ fwird aber zum
Direften Gegenfap gegen bdie Sdrift, wenn aud) Frauen dazu beranlapt
werden. ,Da3 Weib {fiveige in dber Gemeinde’, jagt Paulus. Die reben-
Den Frauen in Korinth waren ein Unfug, den Paulusd abjtellte. Sonit ijt
bie gange Reihe Der biblijden Frauen eine {Hiveigende NReihe, bon ber
Mutter JEu an biz zu PHobe und Lydia. Bon feiner eingigen Haben ir
ein ,3eugnis’. Wenn die Ogforder zur Urgemeinde zuriidfehren wollen,
an diefem Punfte {ind fie bon ihr griindlid) abgefallen. Mit dem Jeugnis
hangt aufs engjte der frithzeitige €bangelifationsdtrieb zufam-
men. Junge, unfertige Leute ziehen ald Kreugedritter Hinaus, drangen fich
gum Cvangelifieren, wahrend JEfusd die Jiinger drei Jahre guritdhdlt und
Paulug jafrelang, nadgdem er befehrt mwar, in der Stille bleiben mufte.
Man fann von der Jugend ja aud) nidt eriwarten, daf fie jhon PMannes-
reife hat. Warum nodtigt man fie zu einem Werf, dem fie {Phlechthin nicht
getadfen ift, ja Halt das fiir ein Beiden bon befonderem Geiftesleben?
Bon folden ,Siegedziigen’ weif die Sdrift nidhts; nidt einnal die Apoitel
erlebten Derartiges. ... Dasd RKreuz Chrifti, fooft e3 erwdhnt wird, jteht
nidjt im Mittelpuntt, der ,Chriftus fiir uns® tritt zuriid Hinter einem {hivdr-
merifden ,Chriftud in ung‘. Unfere Vater bildeten den fdhmalen und den
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breiten Weg ab; auf dem jhmalen Weg wenige jhlidgte, exnfte Menidgen,
bag Rreuz fragend, den bdornigen Pfad Hinaufiteigend; auf dem breiten
eine muntere Gefellidaft Ladender. Die Orforder wollen gefvif den {hma-
Ten Weg; aber foo {ind ihre Kreugirdger? Wo ift die ,jtille Shar, bein
{doner Gang’, bon der dag Lied Der RKirdje fagt? Mehr ecclesia crueis,
mehr ecclesia Verbi divini! @p, fvie die Orforder fih) Heute bdarftellen,
foiirde Luiler zu thnen fagen: Jhr Habi einen andern Eeift.”

BVally Nagel, Soriftitellerin und Graphologin in Breslau-Deutih-Lifja,
exhebt Proteft gegen obige Darftellung. Die ,A. € L &.7 vom 17. Mdarz
brudt ihre Rlagefdrift ab und gibt folgendermaken Anttoort: ,1. ,Bibel
und Wort Gottesd jpielen feine RNebenrolle’, fagt B. Nagel. ... Wenn
toicflid) edjte Bibelfreife ausd der Beiwequng Yervoriviidien, fonnte {ie ein
groBer ©egen fwerden. Urfpriinglid) fvar fie nidt o, dariiber find alle
Beugniffe einsd, ool die der Orforder Freunde felbft ald bie anberer Ve
judger, die itber die Buriidjiellung der Bibel in diefent Werfanmlungen er-
jdraten. Freilidh, fwenn die Bibel jeht mit Ernit getrieben ivird, mufp fie
aud) rvedjt audgelegt tverden, und man muf {id nad ihr ridgten. Davon
aibt B, Nagel feinen Veiveisd; im Gegenteil. 2. Die MWenfdhenzeug=
niffe iverden von ifhr feftgehalten und aufs fraftigite verteidigt. ... Die
Sdyrift fenmt nur b a 8 Jeugnis von Ehrifto; damit Hat Vetrusd zu Lfing-
ften Dreitqujend gewonnen; von fid) jagt er fein Wort, ebenfowenig Phi-
lippug bei bem Sammerer aug PWohrenlond, und fo alle andern Upoftel.
Wennu Der eingige Pelud bon feiner VBefehrung erzdhlt (nur zweimal),
tut er bad nidt ald Seeljorger, fondern ald Angeflagter in difentlider Ge-
ridtaberhandlung. Da3d ift etwad total anbdered ald die ,Jeugnifje’ ber

Orforder. ... 8. Wenn fie feine dffentliden Siindenbefennt-
niffe in ben Orforber Werfammlungen erlebt Hat, {o bezeugen anbdere
Orforder bas Gegenteil. ... €3 jdeint B. Nagel unbefannt zu fein, was

Raun fdreibt: ,Jch behaupte, daf fein Jenjd) zu edjtem, innerem Leben
poll erpadien ¥ann, bder nidt einem anbdern feine Siinden Dbefannt Hat.
Das ift edter Orfordber Geift, und hier geht die Sdhrift nidht mit. 4. ... Die
Nt der Oxforder, die die Frauen in dad Hifentlidhe Belennen und Jeugen
Dineinjtopt, ift bibelfremd. Die bon B. Nagel angefithrien Beifpiele freffen
nidt zu. ... Paria Wagdalena beformmt fwohl einen eingigariigen Yufirag
fiir bie Upoftel, aber feinen Auftrag fiir ,alle Welt'; e3 ift ein jinguldrer
Borgang, der fih) nidht iviederholte. Wenn man aud bdiefen Beifpielen
pas Redt zgum Sffentlichen Frauengeugnid nehmen fwill und bie fonft Liden-
Tofe Reibe ber jdjiveigenden’ Frauen ignoriert, ebenfo dad PVaulusdivort:
,Das Weib {Hiveige in der Gemeinde’, jo ift man nidt bei der SHrift ge-
blieben. ,Wenn ihr tvolltet {Qiveigen, jo fvitrden bie Steine {dreien’, meint
B. Nagel. Wir antworten: U, twenn ihr dod) wolltet {Hiveigen! o
oiirdet ihr mehr in der Deiligen Vahn der Sdrift bleiben ald mit dem
doch fefr mobdernen Uusruf: ,Nein, dad Hnnen fvir nidt, und bdilrfen toir
nicht.* 5. Die ,muntere Gefellidaft Ladender’ {ollte man
angefiditd ber pielen, bielen Feugen nidht leugnen. ... Faft alle fonftigen
Leridhte reden bon .firahlenden Gefidhtern’ bi8 zu lautem Gelddter und
feben gerade barin eine Unziehungsdfraft fitr Den mwobdernen Weltmen-
fhen. ... 6. Die ,Rirdhenfreundlidhieit® der Orforder, und dak
fie feine Gelte bilben twollen, fei gern fveitergeqeben; foir Haben iibrigens
ba3 Gegenteil nicht behauptet. Eine andere Frage ift, ob bie Kirdhe bon
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ihnen @efpinn Hitte, Die Hauptbedenfen, die wir erwihnten, Hat die SHhrei-
berin nidt einmal geftreift, fo dad Laujden auf die ,innere Stinmme’ auf
angeblidje Offenbarungen Gotted in ber Shiveigeftunde, die man gleid
mit bem DBleiftift notiert, die jdhwarmgeiftigen ,Filhrungen’, die Oberflad-
lichfeit in Der Yuffaffung der Siinde, das daraus folgende geringe Ber-
ftanbnis filv bag Opfer Chrijti, dag Buriidtreten ded EPhriftus fiix unsg
hinter dem Chriffusd in ung, wenn nidt gar Hinter dem ,Wir fiix Ehri-
ftug®. ... Cben lefen ir einen Yuffas von Yuguft Dallmeyer in ,Auf der
Warte'. Dallmeper Ffonunt befannilih von bder ,Pfingjtbetvequng’ her, die
er am eigenen Letb erfafren, und ift feitbem ein {@arfer, aufmerffamer
Wadter, ob falide Geifter {id) in der Gemeinde meldben. Mandesd an Or-
ford (3. %B. die ,innerve Stimme?) erinnert ihn an bdie Pfingftbewvequmg. ... "

S ber Nunumer vom 7. Wpril Heiht ed: ,Cin Freund in Sdlefien
jdreibt ung: ,... Die Tagung in Deut{h-Lifia, an der mebhrere Freunbde
von mir, flarfefende Panner, ieilgenommen Hhaben, war dod) nidht fo in
jeder Vezichung ohne Vedenfen, wie Fraulein RNagel {Gilbert. Dad Wort
®ottes trat, troh einer Bibelftunbe an jedem Tag, ftart guriid. Budiman
madte auf viele in der Art feined Rebensd einen negativen Eindrud. ...”

€.

Ginjlige Nadiriditen ven Madagasier. Dem ,Luiberifden Herold”
~entnehnten wir ben folgenden furgen Veridht: ,Die norivegijde Dijfions-
gefellihaft Hat nad) threm Fahredbericht auf den bverjdhiedenen Miffions-
felbern faft gefintaufend Perfonen taufen diirfen. Sie avbeitet in IMittel-
dina, Weft-Madagasfar und Sibafrifa im Sululand. Die Ungahl dex
gejamten Gemeéindeglieder betrdgt fajt 140,000, Die Ermedungsbeivequng
in Mabdagasiar, die bor einiger Beit dort anbub, it nidht zum Stillftand
gefommen. Die Ctnnahmen in der Heimat jind durd den jHledhten Stand
der Baluta erbheblich zurlidgegangen.”

Gin Ausiprud) eined Wohanunedaners fiber die Bibel, Der ,Juth.
Herold” beridhtet: ,Unlaglidh dber Herausgabe der Bibel fur Vlinde im Dex
arabifden Sprade durd) bie VBritifde und Wuslindifde Bibelgefelljhaft
dufert fid) Der Herausgeber einer mozleminifden Beitfdrift in Kafore,
Sndien, fwie folgt: ,Wir miiffen den Eifer beipundern, mit iveldem bdie
Chriften ihre Heilige Sdrift in allen lebendigen Spraden und Dialeften
ber Welt berbreiten. Cin Jahrhundert folgt demr anderm, und bdie Bibel
bleibt fich gleich. Sonigreihe entftehenr und fallen, fwerfen ihren Sdatten
auf ben groBen Horizont der idlamifgen Well unbd iverden dann vergeffen,
aber die Bibel bleibt. Eine Dynafjtie folgt auf bie anbere, aber die Bibel
beherridgt fort und fort der Menfdhen Herzen. Konige twerden gefront
ind werden ihrer Kronen Deraubt, aber Ehriftusd verliert nie feine Krone.”
&3 lieft ficd) die3 fwie ein Widberhall ber Worte J&fu: ,1Und e3 wird ge-
prediget erden bag Ebvangeliunt bom NReid) in der gangen Welt zu einem
Beugnis itber alle BVolfer; und dann wird bad Ende fomumen”, Maith.
24, 14, I ZL IR,




