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The past years have witnessed a remarkable revival of interest
in eschatological problems, especially in the apocalyptic hope of
Christendom, the parousia of the Lord. The late war with its
terror and distress may largely account for this. The agony suf-
fered by those whose beloved ones perished on the battlefields of
Turope or in the hospitals, the cruelty and magnitude of modern
warfare, the universal commotion and unrest among the nations,
the anxious desire for peace on earth — all these factors cooperatel
in directing the vision of man to Christ’s second coming. Both
millenarians and antimillenarians have evinced the same interest
in matters eschatological, and preachers who have centered their
message in Christ’s speedy return have gathered about this single
issue thousands of followers, whose daily discussion has been the
end of the world, and whose avidity for further information scores
of periodicals have fed with undiminished zeal.

Now, we admit that no one ought to find fault with a sane
and Scriptural discussion of this subject. The Bible itself treats
it in various places and with becoming earnestness. Nevertheless,
the discussion becomes downright wrong and harmful when it de-
parts from the explicit information which the Word of God offers
on this score. In the aggregate, that information does not com-
prise a great deal. With regard to the millennium we have no
conclusive evidence whatever; all that is taught concerning it by
the millenarians is merely conjecture. But even the Seriptural
information as regards the final judgment of the world is limited.
~ Though Christ and the holy writers frequently speak of the end
of the world and the second coming of Christ, they are more in-
terested in wrging their hearers to escape the doom of Judgment
than in recounting the details of that awful manifestation of wrath
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“The Unifying Principle in Religion” was the subject of Prof.
W. A. Brown’s address at the opening of the eighty-eighth academic
year at Union Theological Seminary. The speaker discarded such
conventional classifications of religion as Christian and non-Christian,
Catholic and Protestant, Traditionalist and Modernist. Neither of
these opposites covers the complicated situation of to-day, he thinks.
Lven the current denominational classifications he finds irrelevant.
“When you have called a man a Presbyterian or an Episcopalian,
a Baptist or a Methodist, you have by no means settled what kind of
man he is.” Religion, according to Dr. Brown, is tested by the man-
ner in which it relates itself to social conditions. “The competing
types of Christianity . .. must stand or fall by their power to enlarge
and enrich life [meaning this present life; the life etermal was
a minor detail with the speaker; in fact, he did not touch upon it
at all]. 8o far as any one of the great historic types of religion helps
men to a richer and fuller life, it is good and ought to be encouraged;
so far as it narrows and impoverishes, it is bad and ought to be con-
demned.” Christian missionaries to the pagans find that “they are
not people without religion. . .. They are as conscious as we of pos-
sessing a divine revelation and differ as widely as ourselves in the
way they interpret it. All the different varieties of religion which we
find among Christians meet us in each of the great religions.” The
scheme of classification which the speaker applied was based on differ-
ences in religious experience, answering to differences in the attitude
which one takes toward the existing social order. “There are religious
people who are satisfied with the Church as it is,” just as there are
people who have no fault to find with society as it is. Theirs is the
imperialistic type of religion. They “believe that they commune with
God most perfectly through allegiance to some existing organization
whose triumph in the world they identify with the victory of God’s
will.” Next there is the individualistic type, composed of people who
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“regard the Church as corrupt or negligible and believe that religion
is capable of complete description in terms of the relation between the
individual soul and God,” just as there are people who “protest against
the existing social order as corrupt or negligible and find in their
own inner life a sufficient refuge and compensation.” These people
believe that they can “best commune with God when they withdraw
their attention from all that is finite and transitory and concentrate
it upon the attempt to realize the immediate presence of God” — what
we would call Schwaermer. Lastly, there are people “who believe that
God is forming out of the present world a better society, the kingdom
of God, and that it is the privilege of every true religious man to
cooperate with his fellows in hastening the coming of that kingdom,”
just as there are people who “believe that society itself is in process
of remaking into new and better forms, and that each man and
woman may have his part in that remaking.” This is the democratic
type; its representatives are “persuaded that they commune with God
most truly as they join their fellows in common search for truth,
goodness, and beauty. They are convinced that God’s will is being
progressively revealed to those who in humility and faith join in
remaking the institution of society (including the Church itself)
according to a constantly clearer apprehension of God.”” Each of
these types has its good and its bad side. “No one type of religion
can include all the truth or do full justice to the beautiful and the
good.” The unifying process is to merge what is good in each and
ignore or eliminate what is bad in each.— To the Bible Christians
other classifications of rcligions suggest themselves; for instance, on
the basis of Acts 4,12 all religions are divided into one that saves and
all the rest that do not save. Or on the basis of Rom. 3, 20—26 re-
ligions may be divided into all those which fail to justify the sinner
before God, and the one religion which does. Or, according to 2 Cor.
5,19—21, men either aceept the reconciliation with God by Christ, or
they do not, etc., ete. Dr. Brown would make Jesus the unifying
center and force in religion, provided Jesus is properly presented,
thus: “T'o Catholie, to Protestant, to men of other religions, to men -
of no faith at all, Jesus has proved Himself the word of God — the
point of contact between the human and the divine.” (Mark this
definition of “the word of God”!) “When, however, this vital aspect
of Jesus’ personality has been allowed to fall into the background, the
doctrine of Christ’s deity has had precisely the opposite effect 7. o., it
cannot serve as a unifying center]. The shell has pressed'so hard
that it has stifled the life it was meant to protect. Instead of teach-
ing that Jesus has set each of us free to seek God for himself, theo-
logians have explained the doctrine of Christ’s deity as meaning that
it is sinful to let our thought of Jesus differ from the thoughts of
other men before us. Instead of assuring us that God is like Jesus,
and therefore we can go to Him freely and boldly, they have told us
that, since Jesus is God, He cannot be the friendly human figure the
gospels make Him. When one studies the history of dogma and com-
pares what it is to what it might have been, one is led to repeat the
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cry of Mary at the sepulcher: ‘They have taken away my Lord, and
T know not where they have laid Him.”” What an idolatress Mary
must have been to call a Jesus who is not God “Lord”! Evidently
she, too, missed “the unifying principle.” So did the whole company
of the disciples: these bigots were all obsessed with the thought that
Jesus is God, yea, “very God,” and claimed that this notion had been
implanted in them by Jesus Himself and flowed into their writings
by the Ioly Spirit. The gospels and the epistles will all have to be
revised to conform them to “the unifying principle.” — Dr. Brown
favors the third type of religion, but wants his religious democrat to
share his Jesus with the religious imperialist and the religious indi-
vidualist. All will find in Jesus — that is, the Brown species of Jesus
— “something for which Christless souls search in vain.” — The ques-
tion to which religion must be accorded moral _excellence, super-
natural features, and doctrinal authority is hopelessly perplexing to
Dr. Brown; he finds these characteristics in IHinduism, Buddhism,
and Mohammedanism as well as in Christianity. Ile also finds that
they have tested each religion for its creative power: “they have taken
. what was helpful and let the rest go.” The conquering religion in
Dr. Brown’s view will be the religion that will stand “the test to which
Jesus appealed —its ability to produce more abundant life”” Per-
haps it has escaped Dr. Brown that Jesus has spoken these words of
Himself, His work as Redeemer, and His teaching as the Light, the
Life, and the Truth. — If we are not mistaken, Dr. Brown is the
Roosevelt Professor of Systematic Theology in Union Seminary.
Dav.

Comparative Giving,—In the Lutheran Church Herald (Jan-
uary 8) Dr. Carl Ackermann offers an interesting article on compara-
tive giving, in which he claims “that the real purpose of giving has
not been attained.” He publishes three tables of fizures as follows: —

I. Contributions of Seventeen Leading Denominations.

Benev- Congr.

olences, Iapenscs. Totals.
Seventh-day Adventists .............. $32.42 $100.24 $132.66
United Preshyterian Church ......... 15.56 23.55 39.11
Moravian Church (North)........... 11.67 13.38 25.05
Preshbyterian Church (South)........ 10.41 18.11 28.52
Evangelical Association ............. 8.50  "17.55 26.05
Northern Baptist Convention......... 7.16 15.48 22.64
Congregational Church ........... ... 6.36 19.13 25.49
United Evangelical Church .......... 6.32 15.79 22.09
Methodist Episcopal Church (North). 6.23 15.74 21.97
Reformed Church in America ........ 6.04 20.43 26.47
Protestant Episcopal Chureh ......... 552 26.11 31.63
Preshyterian Church (North)........ 5.46 19.07 24.53
Reformed Church in United States.... 5.06 9.91 14.97
Christian Church ...........coounnt, 4.69 6.35 11.04
Evangelical Lutheran Church ........ 4.10 15.53 19.63
Evangelical Synod of North America..  4.06 14.34 18.40
Disciples of Christ ..............0in. 2.83 8.07 10.90

I'igures relecased by United Stewardship Couneil.
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II. Contributions of Some Lutheran Bodies.

Bener- Congr.
olences. Bapenses. Totals,
United Danish Church .............. $6.14 $ 9.44 $15.58
Augustana Synod ............ ... 5.41 15.10 20.51
Norwegian Lutheran Church ......... 35.04 4.41 9.45
Joint Synod of Ohio ................ 4,45 10.21 14.66
United Lutheran Church ....... S 4.17 13.05 17.22
Missouri Synod ....... b 3.77 10.93 14.70
Towa Synod .............. . 3.41 6.75 10.16
Wisceonsin Synod ................... 3.05 7.89 10.94
Buffalo Synod ............... [ 2.73 9.06 11.79
III. Relative Expenditure for Leading Luxuries and the Church.

. Luxurious food, ete. v ovvvvii i $5,000,000,000
Luxurious services .o.....iiiiiiiiii i 3,000,000,000
Joy-riding, pleasure resorts, races, ete............ 3,000,000,000
Tobacco, cigars, cigarets, ete. oot 2,000,000,000

Carpets, rugs, and wearing-apparel (in excess of
moderate prices)........... . e 1,500,000,000
Luxuries in hotels and restaurants.............. 750,000,000
Cakes, confections, ete. .....ovvviiiinennenneon.. 500,000,000
Ice cream and beverages .........cveuneninn... 500,000,000

Expenditures of all religions in United States,
nearly........ e e e 400,000,000

Since the matter is one of general interest, we publish the figures
for what they are worth. It goes without saying that even the most
exact, the most accurate statistics are misleading. Nevertheless, some
of the remarks which Dr. Ackermann bases upon these figures are
worth noting. He says: —

“In charity, however, we must look upon most cases as due rather
to ignorance or a lack of proper knowledge. They do not wish to be
antagonistic to the will of the Lord, but they do not sufficiently
know it. Evidently they do not sufficiently know their Bibles; they
are not Bible students in the real sense of the term. But this does
not give an explanation that fully meets the case. Does not the
fault lie somewhere else? Is it mot perhaps due to the fact that
pastors and teachers fail to make clear to Christian people the will of
the Lord in the matter of giving? The writer is confident that this
is often the case. The duty of giving is mnot in itself so plain to
Christian people even as to make careful instruction in this matter
superfluous. The whole spirit of the age is against it, and the heart
of man is in accord with the spirit. A plain duty therefore rests
upon every pastor. 1 have already pointed it out in a general way;
let us look at it more in detail.”

Quite interesting are his remarks on tithing. He says: —

“Is it a pastor’s duty to point to the Old Testament law of tithes
and emphasize that as the measure of giving as the Adventisty do?
That would perhaps be the most effective way of securing funds for
the Church. If every member gave a tenth of his income, I am con-
vinced the Church would fairly ‘roll in money’ as compared with her
present resources. It seerns to have been a very wise arrangement in
the Jewish economy; why not now? As a suggestion for the aid of
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Christian people in planning their offerings to the Church, it might
serve a very good purpose. But no student of the New Testament
could be satisfied with such a system. The law of giving among the
Jews belonged to the period of preparation. When Christ came, these
things passed away, the reality had come. The temporary law of
tithes must not be forced upon Christians. They are no more under
the Law, but under grace. I doubt whether it could be justly applied
either in our present economic life. The industrial world is so dif-
ferent to-day from what it was in Bible times. As a result incomes
are sometimes very low and sometimes very high. A tenth of the
small income might be prohibitive, while a tenth of the large income
could be given so easily that it would not have even the show of
sacrifice or self-denial. IIalf of it could be given and still leave room
for a life of luxury. No, the tithe system is not an equitable or
practical plan for present-day conditions. For the man of moderate
means it may, as said before, serve as a guide.”

With regard to the expenditure for luxuries Dr. Ackermann has
this to say: —

“I have given above a table of comparisons of the outlay of our
people for luxuries and of giving to the Church. Should the pastor
perhaps preach against all luxuries and demand that all such outlay
should be devoted to the Church? Again, this would not be in accord
with the spirit of the Gospel. There is no doubt in my mind that
the standard of living in our land is very high, and that we indulge
in Tuxuries all too much, But are we justified in declaring as carnal
every enjoyment offered in the world over and above the bare neces-
saries of life? Many of those who are really consecrated to the ser-
vice of the Master would perhaps protest against any such declara-
ti'on, and justly so. They could justly say that God has not been so
niggardly in dealing out His gifts to men that they must always
return to Him, if His work is to prosper, all but that which is neces-
sary for bare subsistence. No, even in nature around us He gives us
many things to enjoy that we do not just need. It has pleased God
to clothe this world in beauty and to make us capable of enjoying it.
In many other ways He has fairly overwhelmed us with blessings and
without a doubt given them for us to enjoy. ... Of course, there is
a limit beyond which the matter of luxuries should not go. We as
a people have gone beyond that limit and should retrench and give
the Lord His due. In the table above, which compares the expendi-
turcs for the chief luxuries with those for the Church, the whole
American people is taken into consideration. The members of the
Church comprise about forty per cent. of our population. In the ex-
penditures for some of these luxuries I belicve the church people have
kept pace with the rest of our people, in others not. TLet us, then,
estimate the expenditures for luxuries on the part of members of the
Church as only thirty per cent. of the whole. This is certainly not too
high an estimate, Doing this, we shall have an expenditure for lux-
uries more than thirteen times as great as the expenditures for the
Church. If all luxuries should be tabooed, it is hardly treating the
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Lord’s work with proper consideration to spend thirteen dollars or
more for luxuries to every dollar given to the Lord. And again, it
is hardly fair when it becomes necessary to curtail expenses, when the
income has fallen off, to continue in a general way our expenditures
for automobiles, candy, tobacco, etc., and let the work of the Lord
practically take care of itself. The Lord’s bountiful hand is stretched
out over us, but His bounties are not to be used simply for selfish
ends.”

‘While we cannot quote the entire article, we believe that the clos-
ing paragraph contains some vital truths, which dare not be under-
estimated : — )

“If we look at the first table given above and note the liberal
contributions of the Seventh-day Adventists as compared with our
own, we should be filled with a sense of shame. They are indeed
called upon to give a tenth, but they give it nevertheless. Note, too,
that they are giving it to promulgate error. Because of their views
on the Sabbath many of them seem to make that the sum total of
what they believe. In the preaching of their doctrines they show
a zeal generally that puts to shame many churches not so deeply
rooted in error, and it certainly shames us, who are the true children
of the Reformation. Here we are in possession of its glorious heri-
tage, blessed with the treasures of salvation as no others are, called
therefore to proclaim these treasures in an especial manner, and yet
we are doing so little. What an inglorious testimony we are giving
to the world! Need we be surprised if it doubts the sincerity of our
profession? Dear reader, if we are really sincere in our profession,
how can we excuse our penuriousness before the bar of God? ‘To
whom much is given, of him much shall be required.” If the Loxd has
poured out His blessings upon us so bountifully and given us such
clear insight into the doctrines of His Word, how can we hide that
light under a bushel by refusing to furnish such support to the
Chureh that she may do her God-given work? Would to God that
the call for help coming to us from Europe in its helplessness would
50 awaken us to a sense of the duty of giving that our generation
will give the Church a full and glorious opportunity to preach the
pure Gospel of Jesus Christ throughout the earth. Then will she
become what the Lord wants her to be, ‘fair as the moon, clear as the
sun,” a salt and a light to the world.” MuzLLER.

Liberalists and Creeds. — The question as to how the churches
are to deal with Liberalists in their midst has been widely discussed
in the daily press. Some of the opinions of the press have been pub-
lished in the Presbyterian (January 17), and they show that the
ordinary Christian is thoroughly convinced of the dishonesty of those
clergymen who retain their position in churches .whose creeds they
deny. While many of the editorials express the thought that men
should be “as free to teach as the winds are to blow,” yet the con-
sensus of opinion is that it is downright unfair for liberalistic min-
isters to remain in churches with whose confessions they do not agree.
Thus the Pittsburgh Gazette-Times declares: —

8
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“No Church can, without self-stultification, retain in its ministry
men who deny that which the Church deerns indispensable doctrine.
The Church cannot, of course, order the mind of any man and make
him believe that which he cannot believe. And no honest man will
teach what he is convinced is not true. It were better, then, that the
religious who find themselves out of accord with ancient doctrines go
their own way in peace, leaving it to the established churches to
pursue their important and highly valuable labors in accordance with
unalterable convictions,

“Fundamentalists cannot recall Modernists to the beliefs of their
fathers, while Modernists cannot hope to convert more than a rel-
atively small number of present Fundamentalists to their newer con-
ceptions of truth. In the end the Modernists will have to set up
a new fold. Tt would be better that they go out quietly, as was done
by the venerable rector of St. Bartholomew’s in New York, who di-
vested himself of the symbols of priesthood during Sabbath services
and quit the Church with whose authoritative tenets he is no longer
in agreement.”

The Nation writes: “It is not easy to answer such an argument
as the Philadelphia Convention of Presbyterian Fundamentalists set

- forth: ‘We believe that men should be as free to teach as the winds
are to blow. But we also believe that the Presbyterian Church is
a Church whose creed in the most explicit and unmistakable language
commits its ministers to certain definite views of Christ and the
Secriptures. No men should be ordained to the ministry of the Pres-
byterian Church who cannot cheerfully accept the doctrinal teach-
ings, and to countenance in Presbyterian pulpits a teaching which
violates the ereed of the Church is as contrary to right as'it is con-
trary to common sense’ It is not enough to say in reply that liberals

. are good men or fine preachers. It is not enough to talk of tolerance-
All that may have a psychological effect on the churches; but,
logically, it is necessary to prove that ereeds do not mean what they
say or are more elastic than they seem.”

The Wall Street Journal says: “Ministers who do not believe
what they professed to believe when they were ordained would resign
their jobs if they had the self-respect of the business men they are
only too ready to lecture.”

The National Republican, Washington, D. C., has this to say:
“The duty of the clergymen who,do not believe in the fundamental
doctrines of the churches from whose pulpits they preach is plain
cnough. There is plenty of room on the outside of any institution,
religious or secular, for those whose consciences rehel against accept-
ing its articles of faith. There is no particular courage involved in
self-righteously airing one’s inability to believe in the doctrines of an
institution to which one has voluntarily yielded his alleged allegiance.
The courage comes in when the dissenter abandons the advantages
which come to him through his professed affiliation and takes his
chance in the wide field, where one can believe and teach what he

pleases without being guilty of dlsloyalty to the cause he is supposed
to represent »”
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To the confessional Lutheran, who is accustomed to both Lehr-
eintgheit and Lehrzucht, it seems strange that these truths, which
are so self-evident, need be pointed out at all. Plain honesty as well
as the Holy Scriptures demand that those who are no longer Chris-
tians should also no longer pose as Christians. The fault of not
observing this simple rule lies with the Fundamentalists as well as
with the Liberalists. Indeed, we may go farther and seek it in the
basic disregard which Calvinism has always shown toward the Word
of God. Not purity of doctrine, but rather holiness of life has been
the purpose and slogan of the Reformed churchman; hence a ration-
alistic element in their doctrinal system is apparent from the begin-
ning. Liberalism is only the logical development of Calvinism.
Keeping these facts in mind, we need not be surprised that Liberalists
are tolerated In the Reformed churches to-day. Also where, as in the
Reformed churches, the doctrine concerning the Church is misinter-
preted, the Church being regarded as a sanitarium or. a house of cor-
rection, we need not look for any other results than those which we
find to-day. While we deeply sympathize with the Fundamentalists,
honesty and Christian love compel us to point out to them where
they, too, are at fault; for no good will come of the issue unless, in
fighting liberalism, the Reformed churches take the stand which the
Tutheran Church has advocated from the beginning,  MUELLER.

Private Judgment and the Roman Catholic Church, — The prin-
ciple of the right of private judgment is a thorn in the flesh of the
Roman Catholic Church. In a recent article of the America a writer
says that a Protestant “has always been taught to believe that his
own private judgment is his rule of what is true in religion.,” The
right of private judgment, he says, has been “the disastrous thing
about the Reformation.” Again the writer says: “Protestantism,
looked at as a whole, whether in history or to-day, is a babel of con-
flicting doctrines. Each sect of Protestantism is a babel of conflict-
ing doctrines. And the reason why these conflicting doctrines exist
is inherent in Protestantism itself. It carries its own self-destroying
poison in itself.”

What are the “corrections” which the Roman Catholic Church
would make? The writer in the America says: “Protestantism hag
split up into ever new sects and divisions of sects because it is not
4 teaching Church, and the Church which is not a teaching Church-
is not Christ’s Church. This is said in no uncharitable or contentious
spirit. Tt is the time for plain speaking of the plain truth, even
though it hurts, and the plain truth is that churches which owe their
existence to a denial of authority in teaching religion carry on them
the stamp of sheep outside the flock of Christ. The Holy Spirit
simply cannot be with those who announce as their fundamental
charter the prineiple which destroys, has destroyed, and must destroy,
the unity of faith in Christendom. "There is only one Church which
from the beginning to now has kept itself one in faith and discipline,

and that is the Church which is in union with Peter and teaches with

the authority of Peter and Peter’s Master. . . . The Modernist must
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be shown that God really gave a revelation, and the ordinary Prot-
estant must be made to see that if he believes that God gave a revela-
tion, then the only safeguard for that revelation is the Catholic
Church.” All Protestants are therefore asked not to go to the Bible
for their doctrine, but to the Roman Catholic Church; this they are
to do because the Roman Catholic Church says that it, and it alone,
is the divinely authorized teacher of religion in this world. Any one
who will not do this, says the same writer, is carrying upon himself
“the stamp of sheep outside the flock of Christ.”

All this does not surprise us. On the contrary, it convinces us
anew that the Roman Catholic Church is the Church of Antichrist,
that the Reformation was necessary, that the Church of Rome is
still the same, and that we, therefore, still must reckon with her as
being a destructive religious power in this world.

But why will the Church of Rome not state the position of the
Protestant Church correctly? It is evident from the words quoted
that the writer in the America speaks of private judgment in the
sense of private interpretation; in other words, he says that the
Protestant Church gives to every man the right to interpret the
Bible to suit himself; that a Protestant has no authority in religion;
that he has “a distorted notion of what is the proper function of the
Church.,” The principle of private interpretation, says the writer
in the America, is “the disastrous thing about the Reformation.”
Neither Luther nor any teacher who has remained true to the prin-
c1p1es. of the Reformation ever taught such a wicked and disastrous
doctr}ne. By the right of private judgment we mean that man has
the right, given to him by God, to go to the Scriptures directly and
leqm from them what he should believe or not believe. The right of
private judgment, however, does not give to man the right to interpret
the Bible to suit himself. “Not do we assert,” says Quenstedt, “that
every one should follow his own notions, as the papists accuse our
churches of doing, but that he should submit himself to the judgment
of the Holy Spirit, recorded in the Secriptures, and examine all things
according to the tenor of this decision.” How, indeed, could a man
know whether what he is taught is the Word of God if he were not
permitted to go straight to the source of all true doctrine, the Bible,
and then judge for himself whether what he has been taught is right
or wrong? The very principle of private judgment emphasizes the
fact that the Word of God is the only authority in religion. If any
one does not from the Bible learn to know and believe the truth, it
is not because of any defect in the Bible itself, but because man either
mlslnt.erprets what the Bible clearly says or wilfully refuses to accept
what it teaches. This, we are sorry to say, has been done by many
Protestants. The very founders of the Reformed Churches — Zwinghi
and Calvin — from the very beginning did not accept the Bible as
the so_le authority in religion, but gave also to human reason the right
of private interpretation. The founders of the Reformed Churches
had not thoroughly broken with the scholasticism of the Middle Ages.
They are now reaping the fruit of their evil sowing, While the theo-
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logian of the Reformed Church of former days said with Anselm:
Credo, ut intelligam, the modern theologian of the Reformed Church
— not inconsistently at that—boldly asserts with Abelard: Non
credendum est, nist prius intellectum. The deplorable situation in
the Protestant Church of our day is not due to an application of
the principle of private judgment, but to the fact that this principle
has largely been set aside, and that the principle of private inter-
pretation, making human reason an authority in religion, has been’
put in its place. In their attitude towards the Bible there is no
fundamental difference between the Modernist and the Roman Cath-
olic; both displace the Word of God as the sole authority in religious
matters and put in its place “another authority,” that of the Church

or of human reason, concerning which Paul would say, which is not
another authority. Frirz.

The “Literary Digest” and Roman Catholicism. — In the Lu-
theran Church Herald (January 15) we find an editorial which for
various reasons may be of interest to our readers. We read: —

“The Literary Digest is a very interesting weekly with much in-
formation. It tries to be impartial and succeeds to a great extent in
every department except the one bearing the heading ‘Religion and
Social Service” Naturally church controversies have the greatest
news value and are played up continually. Tt is, however, quite
evident that the department is under control of a Catholic, who
through the selection and elimination of material carries on an effec-
tive propaganda for the Catholic Church. By continually playing
up the strife and contention within the Protestant Church and wind-
ing it up with some fatherly good advice from some Catholic bishop
or archbishop, the impression is created that these Protestants really
do not know anything about religion or Christianity, have no founda-
tion for their faith, have no Holy Father to direct them, and that
therefore there is nothing but ‘confusion worse confounded.” There-
fore come back to the Holy Mother Church, which is the only true
Church on earth! In the January fifth issue “The Battle of Creeds’
is written up in good style, and the story is told about the present
fizht which has broken out in the Episcopal Church relative to the
liberal statements of one Rev.Lee W.Ieaton, of Fort Worth, Tex.,
which caused the bishops of the Church to come forward with a state-
ment ordered read in all the churches. The write-up closes with
s _choice selection from Archbishop Haynes, head of the Roman Cath-
olic Church of New York, and gives him the glory for having spoken
a good word in this crisis. 'We cannot remember that the Literary
Digest has ever happened to discover any sensational church news
reflecting upon the Holy Catholic Church, although there are many
things of ‘news value,’ even sensational things, which have transpired
within the sacred precincts of the Catholic Church. It requires no
Sherlock ITolmes to discover the fine Italian hand controlling this
department of the Digest.”

It might be added that the Literary Digest has frequently been
unfair to the Lutheran Church, especially during the recent war.
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Again, its treatment of the Lutheran position toward parochial
schools was, to say the least, misleading. Lastly, the Literary Digest
has not been impartial in discussing the warfare of science against

revealed religion. Quite insidiously it has given the advantage to
the unbelieving scientist. MUELLER,

Spiritism a Fraud. — The Lutheran (January 10) quotes an ex-
change which recites the following comment on tests of “spirit”
phenomena : —

“Tt will be recalled that the Scientific American some time ago
offered $5,000 for reliable proof of communication with the spirit
world. A committee of distinguished scientists was appointed to
investigate the attempts which might be made. Thus far they have
all been conclusively shown to be frauds. Mrs. Josie K. Stewart, of
Cleveland, was perhaps the most skilful: She tried to produce spirit
writings. The cards were furnished by the committee to prevent
fraud. She failed in several attempts in New York City. Then she
suggested that they go out into the country and commune with
nature. So the scene was shifted to a flower-garden. Nothing ap-
peared. She finally experimented by throwing the cards into a bed
of nasturtiums. When they were picked up, faint writing was visible.
The message was the familiar “T'ruth crushed to earth shall rise
again, and, “How happy I should have been for such an opportunity

-as this? signed: ‘William James’; and this: ‘May this demonstra-
tion be conclusive evidence of the return of spirits to earth!’ signed:
‘A ‘F {:iend of Mrs. Stewart, and followed by the bare signature of
‘William T.Stead” The communication closed with: ‘We, who love
you, are doing all we can to establish the truth.” This was signed by
Mrs. Stewart’s ‘guardian angel and spirit guide’ The medium was
very happy over her triumph until the committee informed her that
the paper used was not what they had given her, but a clever sub-
stitute. The committee had procured paper of a certain shade, an
unusual size, differing so little from the ordinary paper of that kind
that it could scarce be detected by the naked eye. Her triumph was
turned into defeat and shame. It scems almost time that people
- would recognize that the whole system of Psychic Communication is
fraudulent.” '/

The spiritistic craze, although it has become less conspicuous, is
not yet over.. In spite of all that has been said against it, its quiet
D‘l‘().pflg'anda continues with much success. While it is true that
?P_lntlsm must first be opposed on Scriptural grounds, — since there
is in this ungodly cult a diabolical element, — it is of importance to

point out again and again that it is not only a satanic delusion, but
also an abominable fraud. MUELLER.

Slow Suicide among Our Native Stock, — It might be well to call
the attention of our pastors to an instructive article under this head:
ing in the Century Magazine (February) by Edward A. Ross, Pro
fessor.of Sociology at the University of Wisconsin, and Ray E. Baber
Assocxa'ge Professor of Sociology at the University of Illinois. O1
the basis of accurate statistics the two sociologists show that ou’L

!
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native American stock, considering the present birth-rate, is bound
to become extinet. We read: —

“There is need of enlightening people as to what family survival
implies. Some couples imagine that by rearing one child they have
handed on the torch of life. Many suppose that two children insure
the perpetuation of their stock. The fact is that among this middle-
class native stock, with our present rates of mortality, celibacy, and
infertility, only those averaging 8.6 children are above the survival
line. In general, it is only the family with four or more births that
can count on producing a father and a mother from among the
children. Now, not many capables contemplate with indifference the
extinction of their line. Most of these ‘present-generation’ couples
we studied could have added a child or two without seriously curtail-
ing family comfort or the educational chances of their children. Had
they been well instructed as to the family and racial consequences of
overlimitation, would not the majority of them have expanded their
families well above the danger-line?’

As a remedy against family suicide the professors suggest the
necessity of correcting our philosophy of suceess. We read: —

“We have been glorifying the achievement of the individual
rather than that of the family. We ask, “What has he done? but not,
‘What are his children and grandchildren doing or likely to do?
With their costly motor-cars, Oriental rugs, and European tours the
childless or one-child couples are accounted more to be envied than,
the equally capable couple who miss these things because they are
rearing four high-bred, well-educated children. When the public
rates success more in terms of offspring, more couples will consent
to rear a family.”

This does not mean that rational birth control should not be
exercised; for “to return to blind fecundity is no remedy. In view
of our current success in lowering the death-rate, such a course would
be madness. To-day, among the mountaineers of the Southern Appa-
lachians, the number of children born into the family ranges from
seven to fifteen. A child a year is a common schedule. The result
is mot only decrepitude or death before middle life for all but the
strongest women, but a multiplication so rapid that rural slums are
forming. The farms are smaller, the cabins tinier, the streams fouler,
and the larders leaner than they were a generation ago. In a time
when four births per fertile couple will maintain population a general
return to faniilies of from seven to fifteen would soon make us worse
off than the masses in China.”

Nevertheless, the present outlook with regard to the perpetuation
of the American stock is unsatisfactory. We are told: —

“If the coming generations should follow the example of the
‘present generation’ in having only three-fifths as many offspring as
its parents, we should have the 5.44 family of the 1860°s, which shrank
to 3.35 in the 1890’s, go on to shrivel to 2.06 in the present decade, to
1.27 in the 1950's, and to .78 of a child in the 1990’s, ’

' : i : .By then the
family would in four generations have shriveled to a fortieth of its
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erstwhile importance. There is little likelihood, of course, that shrink-
age will continue so fast; but, whether they shrink moré slowly or
hover at their present size, these native families are a thinning strand
in the American people. . .. In the ‘present generation’ the farmer
leads with 4. 2 per fertile family; unskilled labor, 8.7; skilled labor,
3.3; professional men, 8.2; business men, 2.9; clerical, 2.6. But the
professional men make a poorer showing if we omit the clergymen,
who average four children to a family. Without them the average
product of the professional men is threc children.”

Even sociologists are alarmed at the situation now confront-
ing us. “Is our present generation replacing itself 3 they ask. “The
farmers, yes; but none of the other groups. Iere are 100 mothers
who have survived the child-bearing period. They have produced 335
children, one half of them girls. Allowing for those who die, who fail
to marry, and who are infertile, will there be found among these girls
100 mothers who will survive until their forty-fifth year? No. At
least a third more babies should be born if this native middle class is
to replace itself. It is now committing slow suicide. In a century it
will have shrunken to a mere half of its present numbers, while con-
tained in a nation twice as populous as now.”

The moral side of the question has mot been considered. In
the essay only the economic and social features have been stressed.
For a Christian the problem involves much more. The article shows
that almost our entire American population is living in direct viola-
tion of God’s laws. Viewed from this point, the situation is all the
more deplorable. The duty of Christian pastors and educators seems
clear. They must, in their sermons and lectures, also touch upon this
subject, which is now receiving nation-wide discussion. God has
made His will very clear when He said: “Be not deceived; God is
not mocked; for whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he also reap.”

MUELLER.

Spain’s Faith and Achievements. — The Catholic World (Feb-
ruary) quotes a portion of King Alfonso’s address to the Pope as
published in the Tablet (London), December 1, 1923. The address,
at least so far as it is quoted, is a masterpiece of cunning deception
and of execrable misrepresentation. Among other things, King
Alfonso said: — :

“The preaching of the Apostle St. James and the Apparition of
‘the Virgin in Pilar of Saragossa marked out my people as the favored
of Providence; the fusion of all the races spread over the soil of
Spain under the scepter of Recerado, tinted with the blood of martyr-
dom, foretold then my people’s mission throughout history to be the
soldiers of religion, the unfailing defenders of the Catholic Church.
And so, when the followers of Mahomet overran our peninsula, in
the battles of giants, in a struggle that lasted for centuries, our an-
cestors set up a rampart against that rush of barbarian hordes threat-
ening Europe and the Church of Jesus Christ, and succeeded in
throwing back the children of Islam into their African deserts. .
In defense of religion against the followers of Luther our heroes
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flocked to the dunes of Flanders and the banks of the Elbe, just as
before then, at Alarcos, Las Navas, Salado, Granada, the Arabs had
found arrayed against them those knights of story, gentle lambs at
the sound of the bell calling to prayer, lions at the ring of the trumpet
calling to the fight, the military religious orders of Santiago, Cala-
trava, Aleantara, Montesa, whose emblems as Grand Master, by Apos-
tolic Delegation, I am proud to bear on my breast as scapular of my
creed, symbol of my profound faith. . . . Tor the glory of religion
and the greatness of our country our universities with their teaching,
our artists with their genius, our codes of law with their Christian
legislation, our martyrs with their blood, our missionaries carrying
the Gospel to the farthest points of earth, our theologians who made
Trent marvel at their learning, our mystics who gave to our tongue
the language of angels, our people with their customs and age-long
traditions, acclaim throughout the ages that all the greatness, all the
ideals, all the glories of Spain are born of the blessed land which is
constituted of patriotism and religion; for our soldiers, explorers,
missionaries, sailors, kings, in numbers surpassing the sands of the
desert, in enlightenment leaving a shining wake in the annals of
humanity, never raised a flag of Spain that had not the cross on it;
and when they discovered the new world and created the twenty
nations of the American Continent, they put in the hearts of those
peoples the flame of the faith of Christ before putting on their lips
the virile language of Cervantes. The faith of my people, Holy
Father, has never weakened, nor by a speck is lessened that faith
which my mother taught me in childhood, which still burns in my
heart, witness of which was my consecration of Spain to the Most
.Sacred Heart of Jesus on the hill of Los Angeles amid the acclama-
tion of all my subjects and in the presence of my Government.”

The address shows that King Alfonso is a devoted slave to the
Pope, and that he has neither studied history nor learned the lessqns
which the history of Spain, especially that part touching on the in-
famous cruelty of the Spanish Jesuits and their henchmen, should
have taught him. The history of Spain, especially since the Refor-
mation, is written in blood. It is a dreary task to write of the whole-
sale murder of Protestants and of the Indians whose territory the
Spanish conquerors invaded. Yet it is a most instructive task, for
it shows that Spain, in slaughtering others, was striking the dagger of
suicide into its own heart. Above all, it proves the dreadfulness of
the papacy and the utter hopelessness and despair of those who
yield to its power. Spain to-day is a picture of what Europe would
have been had not Luther restored the light of the Gospel truth. Tt
would have been well for Spain to have accepted that light.

: MuzLLzg,

The abnormal growth of Roman Catholic influence in Lutheran
countries, especially in Germany, is described for the Publicity
Bureau of the National Lutheran Council by Dr. E. Stange, Leipzig,
as follows: —

“The attention of the Protestant world was called to the danger
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of the aggressive tactics of Rome in Lutheran Europe by the theft of
St. Jacobi Church of Riga by the Catholic Church. Everywhere there
are signs of similar activities and ambitions. Finland, with a Cath-
olic population of only 2,000, has a bishop. Esthonia, which has
almost no Catholic population, also has a bishop and was visited by
a special papal nuncio. The same is true of Denmark and Sweden,
and even Holland and Switzerland complain of increasing demands
for power by Rome.

“Nowhere, however, are the aggressive tactics of Rome more ap-
parent at this time than in Germany. The great Oatholip party of the
Center occupies a political position which is most advantageous for
Rome. Its members include those with radical as well as conservative
leanings, and, accordingly, the party at the opportune moment is able
to sway to either side. Before the war it generally sided with the
Conservatives, but since the revolution it has allied itself closely with
the Social Democrats. In this way it becomes the deciding factor in

" almost every issue. '

“It is necessary to realize that there are two Evangelicals in Ger-
many to one Catholic in order to understand the significance of the
following figures: The German republic since the revolution has had
four Catholic chancellors and only one Evangelical (Stresemann).
President Ebert, who formerly had no church-connection whatever,
has recently shown his inclination to return to the Catholic Church,
into which he was born. Most of the ministers of the Reich, if not
unbelievers, are members of the Catholic faith. This opportunity has
been grasped by Rome to install for the first time since the existence
of the empire a papal nuncio at Berlin. Ilis influence is very ap-
parent in Germany’s political life.

“Rome can also claim successes in other regions, for instance, in
the field of public education. The percentage of Evangelical and
Catholic pupils in the Rhine region is about equal. Still there are
three Catholic teachers to two Evangelicals. The Center party re-
cently demanded that chairs of Catholic Philosophy (Weltanschauung)
be created in all universities where no special Catholic theological
faculty exists. This is to be done by the state. Such chairs have
since been installed in Koenigsberg, Goettingen, Frankfurt, Berlin,
and Breslau. Considerable influence, also upon the Evangelical stu-
dents, is exerted by these new professors.

“The organization of the Romish Church has grown in a most
striking manner during these last years. Since 1919 in Prussia 153
new Catholic parishes were founded and only 56 Evangelical parishes.
In two years 463 new monasteries have been opened in Germany.
Through their activity in nursing the sick and caring for the young
the Catholic orders are gaining an increasing influence. The capital,
Berlin, last year became the seat of a Catholic bishop.

“If one realizes the suffering Germany is undergoing at this
time, it becomes apparent that all this Catholic growth was made
possible only through large financial assistance from the outside
world. This opportunity Rome certainly used to the utmost.
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“At present we face the danger of a separate concordat between
the German government and the Pope. By such a measure Evan-
gelical Germany would be placed in a most precarious situation. We
have no Evangelical political party which could oppose the Catholic
Center party in Parliament. We do not hold it to be right for the
Church to enter into politics. Our weapon is our Lutheran faith.
And our profound hope is that this faith will take firm root in the
hearts of our Evangelical youth.” ' Dav.

Glimpses from the Observer’s Window. — The congregations of
the Breslau Synod in Germany which are located in Poland will be
organized as a separate synod, but remain in affiliation with the
motheér synod.

Schrift und Bekenntnis the quarterly theological supplement of -
the organ of our brethren in the Freikirche of Saxony, will suspend
pubhcatlon for lack of funds.

Bible criticism is forcing a new d1v1310n in the Evangeliska
Fosterlands-Stiftelsen in Sweden. Komminister J. Lindgren, repre-

senting Prof. Kolmodin’s view of the Bible, is opposed by Rector
" Olson. The differences are being fought out in the daily papers of
Sweden. Stiftelsen 13 also in financial straits.

A Blaesermission has been instituted by the young people of the
Freilzirche in Germany. They have organized music bands which
play Lutheran chorals before the houses in city or village. One mem-
ber of the band bears a placard aloft on which the time and place of
the next service of the respective congregation is announced.

Our brethren in Australia have decided to call an editor for
their synodical organ who is to give his entire time to this and other
publications of their synod. The first person called, Pracses Janzow,
declined the call.

Dr. Manhart thinks that by the visit of the Swedish archbishop
the movement to create the episcopal office in the Lutheran Church
in America may have been accelerated. e would have the presidents
of synods or other properly selected persons made bishops, and Soeder-
blom might be called upon to perform the act of ordination. “Thy
merey on Thy people, Lord!”

The TFundamentalists have begun a campaign of quizzing the
professors of the country in Christian institutions on their beliefs.
Ottawa University in Kansas received a questionnaire on funda-
mentals recently.

Bank Director Kurt Fiedler, a member of our Freikirche con-
gregation at Leipzig, warns Americans not to believe the current
reports about Germans crowding the hotels in Switzerland and Ttaly
and spending money lavishly. The Germans who are able to do this
answer to some such name as Isidor Veilchenstengel, and the money
which they spend is the money which the rest of the Germans who
stay at home had to pay them because of the wonderful political
arrangement which the confiding Germans adopted by the advice of
Americans.

Arthur Brisbane, syndicated scribe, we believe, of sundry news-
papers, deserves to be examined as to the extent of his knowledge of
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the writings of Luther. In an article, “What is Love #’ in the Chicago
Herald-Examiner (February 10) he cites “men of bigger caliber” who
have expressed an opinion on his subject and thinks Luther’s is the
worst, because he looks upon woman merely as a kitchen implement
or “any other piece of household furniture.” The next time you want
to ascertain Luther’s position on anything ask Arthur Brisbane.

Dr. J. H. Latane, dean of Johns Hopkins University, at a
luncheon in Baltimore on February 18, reviewed our “Volstead brand
of diplomacy” and the activities of “the antisaloon erowd,” whom he
charged with having flatly violated the time-honored American prin-
ciple of the freedom of the seas, saying: “Through the efforts of the
Antisaloon League the territorial limits of the country have been
arbitrarily extended for the protection of one pet principle. The
antisaloon crowd has introduced the most damnable poliey the world
has ever seen. No matter what a man’s stand may be on personal or
public matters, the Antisaloon League asks him one question, and
only one. If his answer to this is unsatisfactory, it knifes him.”
Our Volstead diplomacy will be extended to many other “freedoms”
to make it efficient. If it was right for us to say a, we must con-
sistently say b and ¢ and d, down to z, though we gnash our teeth
while following the lead of our logic.

According to Svenska Kyrkan’s Aarbok for 192} one-fourth of all
thg Lutherans in Europe are living in Secandinavian countries and
Finland; Sweden had 5,863,929 in 1923; Norway, 2,596,917 in 1921;
Denmark, 8,200,372 in 1921; TIceland, 94,220; Finland, 3,335,395;
total, 15,090,833.

Not only Lutheran, but also other church-papers are telling their
readers how the Roman Catholics obtained possession of the Lutheran
St. Jacobi Church at Riga, in Latvia. “Remember St. Jacobi!” would
be a good slogan for all who are resisting Roman aggression.

The Centrist party in the German Diet insists that Catholic
theOIOglz.lns must be appointed professors at some of the great Ger-
man universities. This makes it a little easier to understand why

the_ n011-1_'eligious, German republic retained the theological faculties
at its universities, ' Dav.




