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Theological Observer. — Kirdjlid)-Beitgejdhichtliches,

1. Amerika,

The Missouri doctrine of election is brought to the attention of
the readers of the Lutheran Church Quarterly of January, 1935, in con-
nection with a review of Emil Brunner’s The Mediator. Dr. John Aberly
of Gettysburg takes occasion to write: “It is at this point that the doe-
trine of election, though this is not discussed in this volume, comes in.
If faith alone knows Him (Christ) ag divine, and if this faith itself is
the work of grace, how can we escape this doctrine, be it that of Calvin
or of Luther as perpetuated by Missouri?”’ (P.8l.) We cannot suppress
the following remarks: —

1. Why bring up this matter here? Those who abhor the Missouri
doctrine of election have of course a perfect right to give voice to their
objections. But there was certainly no occasion to bring up this matter
in the connection in which it is brought up.

2. The business of bringing together the Lutheran synods of America
requires, among other things, that certain misconceptions and misunder-
standings be removed. We have been striving for years to disabuse the
minds of men of the notion that the teaching of a particular election
smacks of Calvinism. The fact that Calvin taught a particular election
and that Luther taught a particular election does not make the Calvinistic
and the Lutheran doctrines related doctrines. The Lutheran election of
grace, of grace in Christ, differs tofo coelo from the Calvinistic absolute
election and double predestination (including an election of wrath). People
must learn that the doctrine of Luther as perpetuated by Missouri is
a. sweet and comforting doctrine, ascribing the salvation of the sinner
solely to the grace of God, “who hath saved us and called us with a holy
calling, not aceording to our works, but according to his own purpose and
grace, which was given us in Christ Jesus before the world began,” 2 Tim.
1,9 We do not want to escape that doctrine. Keep away from the
grievous error of Calvinism, but keep close to the doctrine of the election
of grace. (Cp. p.540 of this journal.)

3. Is our charge that a number of Lutheran theologians are teaching
synergism based on a misunderstanding? If we understand Dr. Aberly cor-
rectly, he says that, if one would escape the doctrine (of election), be it
that of Calvin or of Luther as perpetuated by Missouri, he must deny that
faith itself is the work of grace. Does he mean to say, Since faith is the
work of grace, we cannot escape, but must accept the Missouri doctrine
of election? We hardly think so. His sympathies do not lie with Missouri.
Then this is his teaching: Faith is not from beginning to end the work
of pure grace; for, unless faith is the result partly of God’s gracious
work and partly of the exercise of man’s free will, we will have to accept
the teaching of the eternal election. — Are we wrong in charging Dr. Aberly
with synergism, with teaching that faith is not entirely the work of grace?

55 E.
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Moody Bible Institute. — The Moody Bible Institute at Chicago is
an old and well-known church institution of a conservative type amidst
the modernistic churches of our day. In an address given before the Bap-
tist Ministers” Meeting at New York City in May of this year, the Rev.
James M. Gray said some things in reference to the origin and purpose of
the Institute which will interest our readers.

We quote from the October issue of the Moody Monthly: “The Moody
Bible Institute of Chieago is, I believe, the oldest institution of its kind
in the United States or anywhere else, for which reason it is sometimes
called the mother of Bible institutes. But I wish to say that its founder,
D. L. Moody, never dreamed of it as a protest against denominationalism or
as a rival or competitor of theological seminaries. I knew D. L. Moody
well, and for the last seven years of his life I was more or less closely
associated with him in his educational and evangelistic work at Northfield,
Chicago, and elsewhere. He believed in the churches as such and always
worked with them. His membership in the Congregational Church was
retained until his death, and he believed in its polity and sustained its
activities. . . . Our students are encouraged to maintain their loyalty to
their churches wherever it is possible to do so consistent with loyalty to
God’s truth. . .. Although he was uneducated in the schools, yet Mr. Moody
firmly believed in an educated ministry. . .. The purpose of Mr. Moody
was not to establish a school for ministers or pastors. He thought only
of lay workers. He had in mind men and women of more advanced years
who had been denied scholastic opportunities in their youth, but who with
a. knowledge of the English Bible, gospel music, and practical methods of
Christian work, especially personal work for souls, might be equipped for
better service in their churches and in the slums and destitute places of
our great cities. ... The influx of pastors and ministerial aspirants that
soon began to swell the student roll of the Institute and which has con-
tinued to do so was a. profound surprise to Mr. Moody and his collaborators.
And this brings me to the point of saying that the theological seminaries
themselves are largely to be charged or credited, as you may choose to
put it, with the increase of that class of students in the Moody Bible
Institute in these latter years. ... The minimum educational qualification
for the admission of students to the Imstitute remains where Mr. Moody
placed it—a grammar-school training or its equivalent. But eircum-
stances are making this minimum qualification almost a dead letter, as
our students are now coming to us from high schools and with a steadily
increasing percentage of college, university, and seminary men and women.
We teach Hebrew and Greek to-day, Christian philosophy and psychology,
church history, systematic divinity, homiletics, and related subjects. And
we have felt obliged to add these subjects to our curriculum because so
many young men, instead of going to the seminary, are coming to us for
their preparation for the Christian ministry at home and on the foreign
fields.”

Speaking of what some seminaries do not supply in their instruction,
the Rev. Mr. Gray says: “And what is it that the seminary does not
supply? I can only judge by that which our students and others say.
One thing it does not supply is a knowledge of the content of the English
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Bible as a whole. In other words, it does not qualify its students to
rightly divide the Word of Truth. To illustrate, the men and women who
come to us believe the Bible to be God’s Word throughout, whose human
writers were so inspired and controlled by Him as to be kept from error
in that which they recorded. . .. Concerning the person of Christ our
students come to us believing not only that He ‘was God manifest in the
flesh,” but also that He was ‘econceived by the Holy Ghost and born of the
Virgin Mary.’ . .. Furthermore, they believe that Christ arose from the
dead in the same body in which He suffered, and they regard as heresy
the teaching which makes the resurrection nothing but a survival of the
soul after death. The miracles of Christ are to them not ‘mighty works’
only, but miracles, not to be explained on any natural basis whatever, but
to be regarded as supernatural throughout.”

Finally, the Rev. Mr. Gray says: “There are two other precious truths
of Scripture whose teaching in the Bible institutes does more to attract
truly saved young men and women than any others. The first is the
premillennial coming of Christ, personally and visibly, for the translation
of the Church, which is His body, to meet Him in the air, and for the
setting up of His kingdom on earth. ... The second of these truths con-
cerns the person and work of the Holy Spirit. All our students do not
expect to be a Wesley, a Spurgeon, or a Moody, but they feel convinced
that those men possessed a knowledge of, and an experience in, the Holy
Spirit, which gave them spiritual power, which made them soul-winners,
and which separated them from the aims and methods and spirit of the
world.”

If we should be asked briefly to characterize the Moody Bible Institute,
we would say that it teaches and defends the doctrines of the Reformed
churches over against Modernism, which has found its way into many
of these churches. However, since the Moody Bible Institute not only
receives students from various church denominations, but also in turn
supplies churches of different doctrinal standing with pastors, it is union-
istic and therefore in spite of its conservatism along certain lines does
not in the final analysis absolutely insist upon a strict line of demarca-
tion between truth and error, between what Scripture teaches and what it
does not teach; although the Moody Bible Institute professes to accept the
Scriptures as God’s inspired Word, it still is willing to leave a margin for
the differences of human opinion in doctrinal matters. J. H.C.F.

Methodist Leaders approve Merger. — “An epoch-making event so
far as American Methodism is concerned occurred in Chicago recently
when, representatives of the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Methodist
Episcopal Church, South, and the Methodist Protestant Church met and
drew up a proposed constitution calling for a union of the three bodies.
If the combination is finally effected, it will form probably the largest,
numerically, Protestant denomination in the entire country. Constitutional
procedure for effecting the union will require probably five years. Under
the proposed constitution six jurisdictional conferences would be set up.
The constitution proposed regional administrative units and regional elec-
tion of bishops, a departure from traditional Methodist policies. Present
Methodist bishops will remain in office under the plan, but several new
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bishops will necessarily be elected. Greater autonomy for foreign mission
jurisdictions is provided for under the plan. Leading representatives of
all three units of the Methodist Church involved in the proposed union
were present at the three-day session at the First Methodist Church,
Evanston. The plan for a union of the groups has been under considera-
tion for a quarter century. The break between the Northern and Southern
groups resulted from the Civil War.” — Living Church, August 24, 1935.

Is the Catholic Church Changing Its Attitude toward Prot-
estantism? — This subject is touched upon by Adolph Keller, the general
secretary of the International Christian Social Institute at Geneva, in an
article appearing in the Living Church under the heading “A Change in
the Relations between Catholics and Protestants on the Continent.” He
holds that in Germany, France, and Switzerland there is a sort of rap-
prochement between Catholies and Protestants, while in ITtaly, Austria, and
Poland this is not the case. Concerning France he says that in its popula-
tion of forty million people there are hardly ten million Roman Catholics
and one million Protestants. The remaining twenty-nine millions con-
stitute an enormously large mission-field. That there is a change in French
Roman Catholic thinking about Protestants, he holds, is evident from the
new Dictionnaire Theologique Catholique, which “gives a much more tol-
erant and sympathetic judgment on the Reformation than former utter-
ances have dome and reflects at the same time a rebirth of the hest in
Roman Catholic piety.” In Germany, too, on account of the common enemy,
neopaganism, Dr. Keller finds Catholics and Protestants drawing closer
together. It is true that Karl Barth stated of Roman theology that it is
“confounding human work with God’s work and is therefore the product
of the Antichrist,” while the Pope, in an encyclical letter as late as
April 21, 1934, proclaimed the old position that “outside the Roman
Church there is no Christianity or only a mutilated kind”; but “one can
hear from pious Roman Catholics that they admire the courage with which
the confessional Protestant Church is defending the Christian heritage.”
Concerning the situation in Germany, Dr. Keller writes furthérmore: “The
mutual gains and losses by individual conversions may be more or less
equal. The gain from mixed marriages is to the benefit of the Protestant
Church. The political advantages are on the Roman Catholic side since
the conclusion of a Concordat, whose pacifying effect is, however, not yet
quite manifest.” It may be that history is repeating itself and that the
irenical spirit of Sailer and Boos, which was influential more than a cen-
tury ago, is being revived, but it will be remembered, too, that this de-
velopment of tolerant views was followed by a stern reaction, which cul-
minated in the dogmas of the immaculate conception and papal infallibility.

A.

Compromising Ambiguity. — According to the Australian Lutheran
the Presbyterians (presumably in Australia) have drawn up a brief state-
ment of their faith which is quite remarkable for the lack of clarity on
important points. The article referring to God reads: “The Church, know-
ing God through Jesus Christ, His Son, and through the working of His
Spirit in the lives of believers, confesses and adores one God— Father,
Son, and Holy Spirit.” The editor of the Awuséralian Lutheran aptly re-
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marks that there is no reference here to the Trinity. The paragraph per-
taining to the Secriptures has this wording: “The Scriptures of the Old
and New Testaments, given by inspiration, declare the Word of God and
record the unfolding of His gracious purpose of redemption, which is ful-
filled in Jesus Christ.” It is easy to see with what little difficulty a Mod-
ernist can place himself on such a platform and adopt it as his own. A.

Death of Greek Patriarch. -— Meletios Metaxakes, the Greek Ortho-
dox Patriarch of Alexandria and recently one of the candidates for the
patriarchal throne of the Greek Orthodox church in Jerusalem, died in
Alexandria, Egypt, on July 29. Patriarch Meletios, whose spiritual sub-
jects at one time numbered almost 200,000,000, including 125,000,000 in
Russia, was well known in the United States as a consistent advocate of
unity among the Apostolic communions. — Christian Century.

A Friend of Religious Liberty Deceased. — Through the death of
Bishop Sumner, the head of the Episcopal churches in the State of Oregon,
the cause of religious freedom has lost a staunch friend and supporter.
In the school controversy which raged in Oregon in 1922, when the attempt
was made to do away with private and parochial schools, he did not hesi-
tate to brand this attempt as “an unwarranted and unjustified invasion
of the civil and religious liberty of the citizens of the State.” He died
September 4, sixty-one years old. A,

I1. Ausland.

Kunbgebungen der Deutiden Chriften, der deutiden Heidben und dHer
Peutidhen Lutheraner. Unhinger der Glaubensbefvegqung deutfder Chriften
liegen {id), ie die ,Alg. Ev.-Luth), K3.“ vom 9. Yugujt beridhtet, in einem
Gotteddtenjt bon dem Prebdiger den Bweifrontenfrieg {Dhildern, denm bie
Thitvinger Deut{den Chriften gegen Katholiten und Velfenninidpartei auf
ber einen Seite fithren, die thr Deutfhium zu weit Hinter ihr Chriftentum
guritdieben, und gegen bie deutfhe Glaubensbewequng auf der anbdern
Sette, bie in den umgelehrien Fehler verfallt. Die Deutjden Ehriften
haben bagegen die redjte LVerbindung gefunben: fie perfdreiben fih dem
Fithrer als Sdopfer bed Dritten Reihed reftlod und riihaltlosd, und ebenjo
reftlod und riidhaltlos iwerfen fie fih ihrem Herrn und Heiland in bdie
Arnte. . . . Die folgende Rede von Dr. Geifotv gipfelte in dem Gebanfen,
bafy die Offenbarung in Chriftud das redhte ,Wir” -Berftdndnia desd fozialen
Cmpfindens, bden ©Sozialidmus, gebrad)t Habe, ben ipix mit bem rvedhien
»3” Berftandnis, Perjonlidfeitsbeqriff, Individualidnus, verbinden joilen.
Diefe BVerbindbung, die dad jiidifde Volf nid)t vollzog, fenngeidnet den Na-
ttonalfozialidmug; alfo ift der Ehriffudgeift in beutfder Form in ihm leben=
dig gefoorden. . . . Die Deut{den Chriften fragen nidht: Bift du fatholifd
oper ebangelifdh? fondern: Glaubft du an bdad eivige Deutidland, und
glaubft bu an bie Kraft, die fwirft durd) unfern Herrn und Heiland? Dad
ijt bad eingige Vefenninis, das ivir feute ndtig Haben.

Die Anhanger der Deutfden Glaubensbeivequng wollen Heiden feim.
Die ,Alg. Ep.-Luth. $3.” vom 16. Yuguft teilt folgende in ifhrem Blatf
LBlBY persffentlichte Kundgebung mit: ,Ein neued Feuer it in Deutfd)=
land entflammt, . . . eine neue, Beilige Flamume gliitht in der deutfhen
Kugend. . . . Und Yat dle driftlide SKirdje mit ihren mittelalterlidhen €in-
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ridtungen nidhtd mehr zu fagen. Wir Jungen fvollen nidhts mehr mit
tweltfremben Paftoren zu tum Haben. Wir fennen fein Yeiligeres Land al3
Deutfdhland. Wir fennen feine feiligeren Manner als die Heldben deutfder
Gefdyichte. Wir wollen nidhts mehr von Abrafam wumd o, tiffen. . . .
Man mag und al3 Heiden und Keer verfdreien. Dasd find Efrennamen
filr ung. Wir jind {ftolz, nad zwolfHundert Jahren
frember efhre die erften ,Heiden’ zu feinl” Diefe Neu-
heiben find iibrigens nidyt blok in Deutfhland einheimtifd. ,Die ,Deutide
Goangelijde Korrefpondens’, Nr. 26, {dreibt iiber dad auslandifde Neu=
Deidentum: ,Die fogenannten ,meufeidnifden” Strbmungen, bdie gegens
wdrtig in Deutfdhland {o viel vbon fidh reden madjen und die eine deutjdh-
feindlid) eingeftellte Prefle fo gern alg deut{de Eigentitmlidhteit darzuftellen
bejtrebt ift, find feineswegd auf Deut{dhland befdrantt. Wie feinergeit
Haedel, Ofttwald und ihr Kreid, die vor einigen dreifjig Jahren dag Ehriftens
tum vernidgten und Deutfdhland mit einer neuen, damalsd naturivijffenjdafi=
lig aufgemaditen Religion begaben iwollten — jwie {dnel ift dad alled
vergeffen tfvorden —, jebhr bald aud) andberdtvo Sdule madhten, fo geht Heute
ein fozufagen ,Heidnifder Bug durd) bdie Welt. [n Ungarn Hat fidh
ein freid zujammengefunden, der, in den Bahnen der Hunnifden Uhnen
toandelnd, die althiunnifde Mythologie new zu beleben firebt und ed auf
fodcentliche Opferfeiern zu Efhren des {fthifden RKriegsgotted Hadur ab-
gefeben Hat. Hier Haben aud) die Unhdnger der neuen Beitredhnung, von
per bereitd berichtet fourde, die Die Weltgejdidite um Uttila ordret, ihre
geiftige Heimat. Groke Crfolge Hat dad Hunnifdhe Neubeidentum bidher
nod) nidht gu vergeidnen. Die erfte ,,Hadurfeier” der Ungerifd)-Eldubigen
ervegte fofort fweithin dirgernis, . . . UYud) in Polen foird, fuie die Lodzer
»Frete Preffe® mitteilt, fiir ein, desmal urflaivifdes, Heidentum gefvorben.
Unter der radifalen bauerliden Jugend, die in der LBereinigung ,,Siew
gufammenge{dloffen ijt, ijt unlingft die Gruppe ,,Wici“ entftanden. Diefe
predigt, daf nur die ,Anfniipfung an die urflaivifGen Traditionen bdie
morfde polnifde Gefellihaft vetten Fonmne, die bon dem {id) zerfebenbden
Ehriftentum vergiftet wurde”. In dem Blatt dber Gruppe Yeit ed: ,,Das
Chriftentum it nur nod) ein Friedhof, der feit bem WMittelalter inmmer
meldr erftaret.”  Un Den ,furemburgifd gebornen Glauben” Dder
Arbeitdgemeinfaft der Turemburgijden Glaubensbetvegung, bon der Un-
fang 1984 in ber Prejfe die Rede twar, darf man in diefem Bujammenhang
ool aud) evinnerm.” (Ullg. Cv.-2uth. K., 5. Juli.)

Was tun Dle deutfdien Lutheraner? Die ,E0.-Luth, Freificde”
vom. 11, Yuguft beridhtet iiber den im Juli jtattgefunbenen ,Lutherijden
Tag“. ,E3 mwaren BVertreter anivefend ausd [utherijden LQandesfirchen,
Lutherifden Fretfirdjen und aud der Union. . . . Fiir und Haben befondere
Bebeutung die Ausfithrungen von Lrof. D. Baffe, Crlangen, und die ded
Prajidenten ded Oberfirdentollegiums der Breslauer Freifivdhe D. Dr. Nagels.
Saffe trat nadgdriidlid fitr dbas alte Tutherijdhe Befenninisd ein, aud) fiir
pa3d Wermwerfungsurteil der [(utherijhen Befenninisfdriften gegen bdie Re=
formtierten, mit denen er allerdingd troBdem bdie enge Rampfgemeinidaft
aufredjierhalten wiffen wollte. Bon anderer Seite wurde beantragt, den
,reformierten WBriidern” de Abendmabhlisdgemeinidhaft nidht zu
veriveigern. Der AUntrag mwurde guriidgezogen, ,nafdem Prof. D. Somuter=
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Tath, Keipzig, darauf Hingetviefen Jatte, daf eine {o jdivierige Frage tvie
die ber Ubenbmahlsgemeinidhaft nidht furgerhand erledigt fwerden Idnme
und ditrfe’. it biefe Frage wirflidh fo {divierig? Fiir Quther, deflen Ge-
mwiffenn in Gotted Harem Wort gebunden fvax, war e3 ,erjdredlich zu Horen,
pag beide Teile einerfei Saframent nehmen follten und Hierbei ber eine
Teil glaube, er empfafe bloked Brot, der anbdere, er empfafe den vahren
Reib Chrifti’. . .. Mit D. Nagel ftimmen ivir itberein, fwenn er betont, ,baf
bie lutherijde RKirdge aud) eine Uniondaufgabe Hhabe, aber freilid) nidht die
Aufgabe, dburd) Abjdleifung der porhanbenen Konfefjionsunteridiede aus-
gletdgend und berioifdhend zu tvicfen, jondern bielmehr bie, mit treuem
Fefthalten an dem lauteren Vefenninid desd durd) Gotted Gnade ihr ge-
jdentten redjten Ebangeliumsberjtandniffes dem Reibe Chriffi auf Erden
zu dienen, damit €8 etnmal zu der redhien Union fomume, die nie auf Kom=
promiffe zwifhen Wabhrheit und Jrrium aufgebaut mwerden darf, fondern
alfett auf der Wabhrheit ded Evangeliums’. Uber darum diirfen wir aud
nidt unausdgefproden lajfen, foorin fir mit thm und den Breslauern nidt
{ibereinftimmten. Dag ift vor allem die Yuffajfung, ald ob die DBriiber in
per Union’ {don bdadurd) ,Jutherifde Kircdhe’ iwerden foiirden, dak fie {idg
suniter ein vein lutherifdjes Rirdenregiment® fjtellten.” UAber aud) bder
Gtandpuntt ift verfehrt, ,dap man jwar entjdieden gegen bdie preukifde
Unionatirdge fampft als gegen eine Rirche, ,in der gwar aud lutherifd) ge=
predigt werden darf, aber nidht {iberall gepredigt fwerden muf’ . . ., aber
nidt fieht, daf biefe Vefdreibung aud) auf die futherifden’ Landesfirden
in unferm Baterland gutrifft, trobbem in thnen dasd [utherifde Befenntinis
5 Redjt Defteht. . . . @etvif ,ni Gt wad in einer Kirdje geprediat fver=
pent darf’, 1t ausidlaggebend fiir bie Beurteilung ihred Befenninisjtandes,
aber aud nidt ,wad in ihr gepredigt werden muf’, fondern was
in ihr tatfadlid) gepredigt wird  RNidt Jutheriffes Rirdenregiment,
nidht dad ,Buredhtbeftefen’ ded BVefenntiniffes entfdjeidet, jondern die wirflid)
im @dvange gehende Hffentlidhe Lehre und die ifr entipredhende Lragis.
Wichtiger ald ein Kirchenregiment, dad auf dasd Iutherifdge Befenninid ver-
pflidytet ift, jind twicklid) Tutherifde G emeinden.” ¢.

Quiferifdje Arianer? Rann e3d {o etwasd geben? CEin ehrlider Urianer
fann fih bodh) nidht lutberifd) nennen. Und ein anfttnbiger Iutherijder
Rirdentorper dulbet feimen Urianer in feiner IMitte. Wad aber bei efr=
Ticgent Reuten nidyt mbglid) ift, dad bringt der Unionidmus fertig.

~Die BVerjdiedenheiten unter demen, iveldhe auf die Wuguftana bers
pilicgtet find, find zum Teil {o weitreidend, daf fie nidht mebhr innerhalb
pe8 Rabhmens liegen. Die Differengen unter denen, tvelde auf die Wugu-
ftana verpflichtet jind, begiehen fid) auf das, was Grijtlid) zu {agen ift, ehe
man die Yugujtana auffdlagt. Wir gelhen von diametral entgegengefeBten
Borausdfepungen aus, die e3 und gwar ermdgliden, von unjerm Standort
oqua bdie Augujtana zu bejaben, die e3 jedod) mit fid) Lringen, dap unfere
Behauptungen trob teiliveife gleidhtonender Worte gegenteiligen [nbalt
Baben. Wer hier nod) bon einem consentire de doctrina evangelii {prechen
wollte, fweil dod) bdie Uuguitana ,in Geltung’ ijt, Yebt unter dem Bann
einer Fiftion. Die in einer Kirdje ungednderter Yugsburgifder Konfeffion
ufammengefaften und auf diefe verpflidteten Theologen eint oft nidht ein-
mal mehr ber rtifel I der fKonfeffion, der vor bierhundert Jahren nod
al3 gemeinjamer Boben mit den Romifden gelten fonnte.
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30 ill dad an ziwei Beifpielen Zu geigen berfudjen: Die evangelifchen
Zheologen Wugsburger Konfeffion haben {idh mehr und mehr auf den Stanb-
puntt geftellt, dbaf die in Yritfel I der Auguftana porgetragene Trinitdis-
Tehre auf philofophifde Borftellung zuriicgehe, fwelde fwir Heute nidht mefhr
au teilen vermigen. ie Haben, Defonbers {ofweit fie ,pofitiv® twaren, ges
meint, da biefer Diffens tn der Trinitatslehre e nicht Hindere, daf man
in ber MRechtfertigungslehre dennod) mit Den Vitern einig fein Ionne. So
fonnte e3 fomumen, dak man trop bed Ubfalls8 bon der RKarbdinallefre ded
Ehriftentums den Unfprudh erhob: Wir find mit den Reformatoren in den
SHauptpuniien der Lehre’ durdjaus einig. Dap man trop der gleidhlauten-
Den Formulierungen in der Reditfertigungslehre veridhiedenes meinen mufpte,
pag man nidt innerhalb, fondern anpgerhalb der Nugsburgijden
Sonfeffion diffentierte, liegt auf ber Hanbd. Diefe Art desd consentire de
doctrina evangelii ift eine grobe Fiftion.

30 bin oft Des Unionidmusd und Ded Srhptocalvinidmus geziehen
foorben. Jd) meine, an diefer Stelle dariiber ein Wort fagen zu miiffen.
S will e3 nidht ertragen, iwenn Theologen, deren Trinitdtslehre fid) mit
pen Befenniniffen der Vater — bom Wpojtolifum Hi8 gur Solida Decla-
ratio — auf bauerndem RKriegdful befindet, {id) Herausnehmen, im Namen
be3 Quthertums gegen den calbinijtifdfen Gottesbegriff su Felde zu liegen
und bdabei lutherijdj-fonfejjionelle Gemeinfdaft mimen. Diefer Konfenfus
und diefer Difjfenfud ijt ein dif aufgelegter Shivindel, twenn e3 fih um
foiffenbe Theologen Handelt. Itber Nidhtivijfen fann man Hinivegfehen, Den
Wiffenben aber jage id: Ein Luthertum ded Paulud von Samofata ift eine
nidteriftente Grife. Unbererfeitd aber bleibe i) babei, dak, wer da fwill
felig tverbem, bor allen Dingen (ante omnia!ll!) den redjten driftlichen
Glauben Haben muf. Diefer ijt, nad) feiner Yuspragung im Uthanajia-
num, Yeute ein feltened Getwachs. Mit defto qriBerem Danf nefme i
Senntnid bon jedem Theologen, er jei utherifd) ober reformiert, der mit
Wiffen ,den redten driftlichen Glauben® bon Dber Heiligen Dreifaltigleit
Tebrt und befennt. Jh geftefe ed frei: Bu folfen Reformierten gehire idh
medr ald zu jamofatenifdhen ober arianifdjen RQuiberanern. Pan jagt mir,
e3 fei Unionidmus, fvenn i) mit folden Reformierten gemeinjam befenne.
Cin merfiviidiger Borivurf! Denn den Shuiretidmusd in den eigenen Reihen
ftraft man nidt. [ aber fehne midh) danad, dap alle, die mit mir ber
fiberzeuqung jind, man miiffe ante omnia den ,rechten driftlichen Glauben’
Haben, die Samojatener und Uriamer in gemeinfamem Befenninid zum
Slauben der Vater befriegen. [t der Synfretidmus itberpunden, ijt dasd
ante omnia fauber, dann fwollen wir aud) in der Offentlidyfeit die refor-
miette Frage anf@rneiden und gur lnion ein Wortlein fagen. Uber man
it nidt gum Kampf gegen die Union geeignet, folange der Rampf gegen
pen Synfretidmus nod) gar nidt als notivendig angefehen fvird.”

So jdreibt Hand Usmuffen in feinem Qiuﬁcdg #Rirde Yugsburgifder
Konfeffion” (Theologifde Crifteng Heute, Heft 16, S. 84 ff.). €.

Gin Hervorragender Feind ded Chriftentums gcftntﬁen. Sn Karldrube
jtatb der efemalige Profeffor der Philofophie Dr. Urtur Dremws, ber fid
ourd feine ,Ehriftudmythe” befannt gemadt Hat.

(Allg. Ep.-Luth). K3.)
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