THEOLOGICAL MONTHLY.

Vor. VI NOVEMBER, 1926. No. 11.

The Lutheran Church and Unionism.
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This summer a notable discussion of the subject of unionism
was embodied in several articles published in the American
Lutheran Survey, the writer being the editor of that journal,
Dr. W. H. Greever. The articles in question had, for the greater
part, been delivered in the form of lectures at a pastors’ summer
school and were printed in the Survey at the request of those who
had heard them. The author treats the general subject: “The
Lutheran Church in America,” the articles having these headings,
respectively, “The Inner Life of the Lutheran Church in America”;
“The Inner Relationship between Lutheran Bodies in America”;
“External Relationships of the Lutheran Church in America”;
“The Promotion of the Lutheran Church in America.” The state-
ments we have reference to are found in the second and in the
third article. Dr. Greever’s remarks are characterized by candor
and frankness and should be productive of much good. Believing
that what he says on unionism is an important contribution to the
debate on this matter, we shall submit copious quotations from
his articles. He says, p. 463: “From this study we conclude
further that the chief obstacles at present to Lutheran unity,
union, fellowship, and partnership in this country are in two
matters of practise, which involve doctrines and principles con-
cerning which there is agreement in formal confession. We do
not overlook the obstacles of personal prejudices and deplorable
obstinacies nor the weighty obstacle of the difference between the
legalistic and the evangelical spirit in dealing with these two
matters of practise, but we still insist that these two matters in
themselves are the chief obstacles to better Lutheran inner
relationships. We will speak plainly here, but we desire to give
no offense through what we shall say. These two things are
Unionisimn and Secret Societies.

“Unionism : This question will be more fully discussed in the
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Dr. Greever on Secret Societies. — In his lecture on “The Inner
Relationship between Lutheran Bodies in America,” published in the
American Lutheran Survey of July-Aungust, Dr. Greever says: “Mem-
bership by Christians in secret societies is opposed, more or less
strictly, by the great majority of Lutherans. The opposition is made
upon two grounds: 1) that such membership in the recognized orders,
especially the most ancient, involves vows, ceremonies, and fellow-
ships which contradict the Christian faith and supplant the Chrig-
tian religion, and 2) that such membership is unethical ag judged
by Christian standards, involving class or group loyalty and service,
protected by secrecy and rendered regardless of justice or injustice
to those outside of the order—a sort of corporate selfishness, We
do not here enter into a discussion of the merits of these objections,



839 THE TIEOLOGICAL OBSERVER.

but do not hesitate to say for ourselves that we believe that the
objections are sound in principle, are sustained by facts, and ought
to be upheld vigorously by the whole Church. Granting, however,
that individuals with enlightened consciences and honest hearts are
unable to admit the soundness and force of these objections, those
same individuals do involve themselves in another serious contra-
diction of their faith when they put the claim to the right to mem-
bership in these orders above the peace and unity of the Church.
They cannot claim membership in these societics or orders to be in
any sense essential to the salvation of their souls without sustaining
the first objection, and so, when they are asked to concede the right
which they claim, they are asked to concede no more than what they
claim to be a temporal social advantage to themselves, which is
nothing to be compared with the compromise of conscience asked of
those who regard such membership as a denial of the faith, when
they are asked to withdraw their objection. We are not quite able
to make the distinction between ministers and laymen, proposed by
some, in relation to this question, on the ground of the spceial re-
spounsibilities which rest upon ministers as teachers in the Church;
but even upon that distinction it would seem that every minister in
the Church would be ready to surrender membership in lodges for
what it would mean to the Church, whatever his opinion might be
with reference to the objections presented. IFurther, we cannot see
at all the ethical justification of vows taken by a minister to assume
a personal loyalty to a part of his flock, and even to unbelievers,
which he cannot give to all of his flock and which might even involve
discrimination against some in his flock. A clean record in practise
on this one particular thing by everybody in the Lutheran Church ...
.[herc the printer evidently omitted something, for the sentence is
incomplete as it stands] than any other single thing of which we
Eknow.” May God grant that this courageous testimony will be heard
throughout the length and breadth of the U.L.C.and that it will
be heeded! A,
The Death of Dr. C. H. L. Schuette. — On August 11 there passed
out of this life Dr. C. H. L. Schuette, who for thirty years had been
General President of the Lutheran Joint Synod of Ohio. From the
_N ews Bulletin of the National Lutheran Council we cull the follow-
ing data: Dr. Schuette was ordained in 1865. Having served for
eight years as pastor in Delaware, O., he became instructor of
mathematics and natural philosophy at Capital University. In 1880
he, in addition, assumed a professorship of comparative theology,
Christian cthies, and homiletics in the Theological Seminary con-
neeted with Capital University, serving at the same time as pastor
of a church in Columbus. He did a zood deal of editorial work and
for thl‘_ee years served as editor-in-chief of the Columbus Theological
Magazine. Several books were written by him. By and by he be-
came President of Capital University. In 1894 he was elected to the
position of General President of the Ohio Synod.— Our readers
will remember that in the controversy between Ohio and Missouri
Dr. Schuette was one of the prominent spokesmen of the Ohio Synod.
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.Opeanir Preaching, — On this subject the News Bulletin of the
Natl‘?nal Lutheran Couneil cont.ains the following paragraphs: —

. In a long article written for the editorial page of the Chicago
Pribune for Sunday, August 1, Rev. Simon Peter Long, D.D., pastor
of Wicker Park Evangelical Lutheran Church and chairman of the
newly organized commission on open-air preaching of the Chicago
Church Federation, expressing his personal views on the subject of
street and park preaching and the call in which he was converted to
its practise, we quote the following: —

“‘If I may be permitted to refer to myself as chairman of the
commission, T think it will be considered a new venture that I should
pe chosen when I represent the Lutheran denomination, so noted for
1ts conservation, its heautiful churchly services, and its unwilling-
ness to adopt the methods of professional evangelism. My willing-
ness to accept the position as chairman of the commission and my
enthusiasm for open-air preaching as a means of bringing religion
to the multitude has been of gradual growth. My cxperience in other
lands had much to do in impressing me with the Scripturalness and
practical efficiency of open-air methods. When visiting the Holy
Land, T was invited to preach on the traditional hillside where Jesus
preached his wonderful Sermon on the Mount. I was not only
thrilled as I thought I was following the example and in the foot-
steps of my Master, but I was impressed with the aid of the sur-
roundings in rclieving preaching of all sense of artificiality. I re-
membered, too, as I looked at the little blue Sea of Galilee, how
Jesus preached to the erowds on the shore from the fisherman’s boat.
Jesus sometimes spoke in the synagogs and in the Temple of his day,
but more frequently He spoke by the roadside, where He could point
out the lilies of the valley, the man going out to sow in the ficld, or
to the hen gathering her brood under her wings. When in Athens,
I preached on Mars Hill, famous for the sermon preached there by
St. Paul. The realization that Jesus and Paul appealed to the people
outside of church-buildings and without ritualistic church acces-
sories led me to decide there could be mno objection to a modern
minister’s following the example of the founders of our faith.

“‘An experience in Edinburgh, Seotland, added to my sense of
the value of this direct approach to the people. One evening I lis-
tened to a speaker who railed against Christianity and denounced
the Church. Finally he challenged any one to reply to his charge.
Though a stranger, I could not allow myself to stand idly by and let
his blasphemies go unanswered. I mounted the platform, and for an
hour I preached to a vast throng. Strange to say, the infidel lost hig
voiee and could say nothing in return. Tater I learned from another
that his voice was permanently silenced. The attention given by the
people and the satisfaction expressed by many at my refutation of
the slanders on religion uttered by a man once a preacher, but now
in league with vice and every evil practise, as I afterwards learned,
made me thankful for that one experience, and I determined to aceept
other opportunities when they providentially came my way.’

“Declaring that ‘there is special need of preaching in the open
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in our great cities’ because of the prevalence of lawlessness and
crime, because of the modern inventions, — automobiles, radios,
moving pictures,— which make their appeal to the multitude who
do not go to church, because of the fact that every non-Christian
group appeals on the public streets for followers and support,
Dr. Long emphasizes that the commission is not ‘calling on ministers
to abandon their pulpits,’ but is ‘asking the strongest preachers after
they have preached in their pulpits to go out into the parks and on
the streets and help save all forms of society from its worldly-
mindedness.” ”

Sad to say, the venture, of which Dr. Long is chairman, is
a unionistic one. If these attempts of spreading the Gospel are
sponsored by the Chicago Church Federation, it is inevitable that
much false doctrine will be preached, some of it of the most poison-
ous nature. That Dr. Long, with his enthusiasm for the old Gospel,
can give his support to such an enterprise is a striking case of in-
consistency. Apart from this, however, what he has to say on open-
air preaching well moerits our perusal and consideration. It will not
be amiss if our conferences will discuss this subject and examine it
from all sides. A

The Value of Religious Training for the State.— The Albany
(N.Y.) Knickerbocker Press has made public a report showing that
throughout that State the greatest number of criminals are between
fiftecn and twenty-one years old, the sccond greatest number being
between the ages of thirty and forty years. During the quarter cen-
tury between 1900 and 1925 such erimes as murder, manslaughter,
robbery, assault, burglary, bigamy, and abduction have more than
trebled in proportion to the population. Convieted criminals during
the year 1925 consisted of 2,731 Roman Catholics, 318 Hebrews,
205 Methodists, 82 Baptists, 46 Presbyterians, 11 Lutherans, 1 Epis-
copalian, and 42 professing other religions. According to Rev. G. L.
Kieffer, statistician of the National Lutheran Council, the figures
prove without doubt “that the use of the educational method with
Luther’s Small Catechism as the text in the catechetical and confir-
mation classes in the Lutheran churches of New York State has been
cffective in aiding young people to avoid crime.”

National Luth. Council News Bulletin.

The Merger of Ohio and Iowa.— On this subject the News
‘Bullctﬂin of the National Lutheran Council contains the following
tem: —

“Convenes for the Last Time. What will probably be the last
convention ever held of the historic Evangelical Lutheran Joint
Synod of Ohio occurred from August 26 to September 1 at Christ
Ch.urch, Boxley, Columbus, O., Rev.C.V.Sheatsley, pastor. The
Joint Synod, which is now 108 years of age, expects to merge before
its next biennial convention with the Lutheran synods of Iowa and
Buffalo to form a new and more powerful church-body, to be known
as the ‘Evangelical Tutheran Synod of America’ Within the past
two years the cleven distriet synods of the Joint Synod have voted
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in favor of organic union with the Towa Synod, founded seventy-two
years ago, and the Buffalo Synod, founded eighty-one years ago.
Some of the district synods of the Joint Synod expressed their
opinion cmphatically, favoring the union by uwnanimous vote.

“A considerable amount of the convention’s time was given to
a discussion of the merger, particularly to the details of management
of the proposed new church-body. To effect economy and efficiency
in the new organization, it was agreed that there must be a merging
of institutions, organizations, boards, cte., of the three present synods.
The original plan for merger calls for discontinuance of the Theo-
logical Seminary at St.Paul, Minn., and the strengthening of the
seminaries at Columbus, O., and Dubuque, Iowa. The institution at
St. Paul will be made a standard junior college on a par with
Waverly Normal College, Waverly, Towa, and Hebron College,
Hebron, Nebr. Academies will also be maintained at Petersburg,
W. Va,, Turcka, S. Dak., and Regina, Sask. The Lutheran Standard
will be the official English church-paper and the Lutherische Kirchen~
blatt the official German publication. The Wartburg Publishing
House at Chicago and the Lutheran Book Concern at Columbus will
both be continued, serving the interests of the new general body as
branches of the same organization.” — We append the information
that consummation of the merger was postponed for two years be-
cause the Ohio Synod saw certain obstacles in the way of union,
which will first have to be removed. .

Christianity in England, — “England brought her religious
complexion out into the sunlight last week,” writes Time (Sept.
20, 1926), “when the preliminary results of two questionnaires were
announced. The ponderous ‘lower middle class,” which historians
delight in calling the backbone of the nation, voted 75 per cent.
solidly for Christianity in the London Daily News poll. But the
suave sophistieates, the dreawny litferateurs, who read the Nation and
Athenaewm (London weekly) leaned toward atheism and agnosticism.
Late returns on the Nation and Athenaeum’s poll: 1. Do you belicve
in a porsonal God? Yes, 537; No, 736. 2. Do you believe in the
divinity of Christ? Yes, 474; No, 819. 8. Do you believe in any
form of Christianity? Yes, 666; No, 595. 4. Do you believe in per-
sonal immortality? Yes, 578; No, 646. 5. Do you regard the Bible
inspired in a sense in which literature of your own country could not
be said to be inspired? Yes, 877; No, 918. In the London Daily
News poll, which had thus far brought in 14,048 replies: 71 per cent.
belicve in a persomal God, 72 per cent. in persomal immortality,
75 per cent. in some form of Christianity, 63 per cent. regard the
Bible as inspired, T1 per cent. voluntarily attend religious services
regularly, although only 38 per cent. accept the Biblical story of
creation as historical. Said the Daily News editorially: “These
answers justify the belief that the creed of the ordinary middle-
class Englishman is still what might be deseribed as “common-sense’
Christianity and has not yet been much affected by the spread of
agnosticism.”” The very fact that these questionnaires have been
published in sceular periodicals and that a satisfactory mumber of
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readers has replied to them, is sufficient proof that in Iingland, just
ag in this country, the question of religion is still one of deep general
interest. As some one has said: “Religion constitutes the topic of
the hour.” MUELLER.

From the Pastoral Letter of the Mexican Archbhishop. — In
his pastoral letter, in which the encouragement of Pope Pius XTI
was extended to the Catholics of Mexico, embattled against the en-
forcement of the antircligious Mexican Constitution by President
Calles, Archbishop Jose Maria Del Rio said among other things:
“Ior the first time after four hundred years the Fternal Priest is
absent from the house of God. Jesus Christ, who day and night was
to be found in each of our temples carrying on His mission as Savior,
and now with Him the priest, has had to retire. Your minister has
had to retire, the intermediary between heaven and earth, who teaches
the doctrines of the Redcemer, who regenerated your children with
the waters of Baptism, who pardoned your faults and healed your
sorrows, who lifted heavenward the body of Christ offered in the
sacrifice, who gave you the bread of the strong, who blessed your
chaste loves, who assisted at the bed of your dying, and who prayed
at the tomb of your deceased,” ete.— “Venecrable brethren and be-
loved children, the Holy Father, through us, makes known to you
that your grief is his grief and advises you that with you he also will
join in the happiness of triumph and reminds you that, great as
your sorrows may be, and if life appears intolerable, you must not
become disheartened; for if you are to accompany Jesus Christ in
His sorrow, you will equally participate in His victories,” ete.

MUBLLER.

The Unchristian Policy of the Roman Church in Mexico. —
The Nation of August 25 contains this striking comment on the
course which the Roman Church is pursuing in Mexico: “Mexico’s
laws, harsh as they are, permit priests of Mexican birth to offer the
sacraments in church edifices to the faithful. But the Catholic
Church, in its violent effort to bring the Mexican government to
terms, is refusing to permit even its Mexican-born pricsts to per-
form their sacerdotal functions. To deny good Catholics the privi-
lege qf Mass while teaching that Mass is an important means to
sz}lvat_lon hardly seems Christian. From the Churel’s own point of
view 1t would seem that it was committing a grievous moral and
spuitual wrong to its own members.”” This seems unanswerable
1Og.lc. What the Roman hierarchy is doing is similar to the hunger
strike ‘yith which, for instance, the Irish in rccent years have made
us familiar, with this difference, however, that the sufferers in this
case arc not the main actors, the Pope and his advisers, but the poor,
unenlightened people of Mexico. Roman ethics cvidently justify
u:holesale spiritual slanghter when a certain objective is to be gained.
For what is the interdict if not deliberate spiritual murder through
Wlthd.rawal of the means of grace, indispensable according to Catholic
teachings? We have here another application of the wicked prin-
«ciple that “the end justifies the means.” A.
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Presbyterian Record for the Past Year.— The Presbyterian
(Sept. 2, 1926) announces on its title-page the following record for
the past year: communicant membership, 1,909,111; added omn
examination, 110,715; added by letter, 71,959; restored to rvoll,
12,055; loss by death, 26,370; from sleeping sickness at LElat, Africa,
5,000; other losses, 126,461; nect increase in membership, $5,252.
Total contributions, $61,186,722; congregational, $44,781,062; be-
nevolence, $16,063,742; per capita gifts, $32.57. In view of these
liberal contributions it may not be said that the Missouri Synod 1is
bleeding its members to death. The Presbyterian budget for China
alone amounted to $1,250,000. MurLee,

Dr, Fosdick’s Attempt to Visualize God. —“In a recent issue
of Harper's Magazine,” says the Presbyterian (Sept. 2, 1926),
“Dr. Harry E. Fosdick writes upon the question, “Hlow shall We Think
of God? e rejects the teachings of the Old Testament concerning
God, when it speaks of Him walking in the Garden in the cool of
the day, of His judgment upon the world in connection with the
Flood, of His confusing the people at the Tower of Babel, and of
His manifestation upon Mount Sinai. He ridicules all this. But
he approves of shrines and images, crucifixes and pictures, as a means
of knowledge of God, despite the teachings of the Decalog on the
subject. Man can and does learn something of the power and skill
of God from nature. He can learn of God’s person, moral character,
love, and righteousness only from the Revelation endorsed by Jesus
and from Jesus Himself. When a man forsakes these, as Dr. Fosdick
has done, he falls into confusion and lopeless unbelict.”

. MUELLER.

Dr, Charles W. Eliot. — The Presbyterian, in writing editorially
on the death of the president-emeritus of Harvard University,
Dr. Charles W. Eliot, remarks among other things: “In education he
was a great power and initiated reforms which later were introduced
into most of the leading institutions of learning in this country.
His views and methods were so vigorous that he was called by many
‘the fighting cducator” In matters of religion he was just as
vigorous. e was a decided Unitarian. While he admired Christ,
he rejected His deity and His infallible authority and was most
virulent in his rcjection of the whole plan of salvation as taught
in the Old and New Testaments, especially the facts of heaven and
hell, the doctrines of the blood atonement, the new birth by the
Holy Spirit, and the resurrcction of the body as taught by Christ.
His opposition to these was not moderate and passing. He declared
that the idea of hell had not restrained evil-doing in the lives of men,
. and the idea of heaven had not stimulated virtue in any great
measure. Both heaven and hell, he said, were unimaginable to or-
dinary men and women, and ‘the modern man would realize mo
appreciable loss of motive if heaven were burned and hell were
quenched.” The Unitarians, some years ago, were holding a conven-
tion in Philadelphia. . . . Dr. Eliot was announced as the speaker. . ..
The address, from beginning to end, was a most violent attack upon

22
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the evangelical faith. When he came to the fact of redemption
through the blood of Christ, he said: ‘The doctrine of salvation
through blood is most revolting” He said this with such emphasis
and contempt that we were shocked in our heart, and the horror of
this sentence remains to this day, As we now rcad of his death,
knowing of his spurning of heaven and hell and his rejection of
God’s only salvation, we dare pass no judgment, neither ean we find
hope or comfort. We can only leave him with the Judge of all the
earth., Dr. Eliot’s religious teachings in their virulent form have
found their way into almost all the large institutions of learning in
this country, and unless the Protestant evangelical forces awake and
become active, the whole educational system will become an enemy
of God’s Word and a destroyer of hope and righteousness, and our
civilization will be reduced to despair, unrighteousness, and cor-
ruption.” MUELLER.
Jiddu Krishnamurti, — This is the description which the Presby-
terian gives of the young Hindu who in glaring headlines has been
recently announced to the world as the new Savior: “A sl}'m, nervous
young Hindu, whose name is Jiddu Krishnamurti, on August 24,
arrived in New York City from India. He comes claiming to be
‘the successor of God and Jesus Christ, ‘the first Messiah to visit
America’ In his claims and relations he is the pupil and product
of Mrs. Annic Besant, the head of the world Theosophist movement,
with headquarters in India. The claims and teachings of this man
and this woman are most shocking to the Christian convictions and
feelings of America. It is another example of the extreme falschood
and destructive results, with a rcturn to heathenism and its ultimate
pollution, which this age may expect as a result of the present de-
parture from the authority of the Bible as the Word of God and the
only infallible rule of faith and practise. All this irreverence and
blasphemy is the result of the self-thinking of these people, and the
same centering of authority within the individual mind which is be-
coming so common in one form or another in our own land and which
1:‘hreat01.'1s a general breakdown of faith and rightcousness. A call
for active and open defense of the faith and the exposure of crror
and wrong was never greater in the history of the Church.”
MurLLER.
The Prospect for Peace. — “It docs not take a Bible student to-
day. to discover that the prospect for peace among the nations, by
}E‘{mﬂn plans and agreement, is small,” writes the Sunday-school
-l'”nffs .(Sept. 4,1926). “Every ruler and statesman on earth, whether
Christian, Mohammedan, Buddhist, or atheist, knows this. The
hoped-for disavowal of war by all civilized nations, as the great ve-
sult of the last year, has not materialized. The Toronto Globe
recently said: “To-day, while the world is nominally at peace, the
I)Otgllti.alities of war are probably infinitely greater than at the
beginning of the fateful year of 1914, With the creation of new
states and new kingdoms at the conclusions of the war the standing
armies of Furope have increased, until now, even with the reduction
of Germany’s huge army to a handful, the men under arms in Xurope
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to-day number over onc million more than in 1914 And it quotes
Earl Grey, in his recent book, Twenty-five Years, as saying: ‘Fear
begets suspicion and mistrust and evil imaginings of all sorts, till
cach government feels it would be criminal and g betrayal of its
country not to take cvery precaution, while every government re-
gards every precaution of every other government as evidence of
hostile intent.” In the evil of war, as in other evils, our hope is not
men, but God. The Son of God, the Prince of Peace, will establish
peace on carth, as He has promised, by His personal return. That
is our prospect of peace, and it is ‘as bright as the promises of God””
It may be added that also this prospect for world peace will fail,
just as that of 1914 and the years of the great World War failed.
The peace which Christ will bring by His return is not world peace,
but the eternal peace of the children of God in heaven after the
destruction of this earth by fire. Christ will come, but “to judge
the gquick and the dead.” MugLLER.
Geologists Are Tradition-Bound.— In a letter to the Sunday-
school Times Prof. George McCready Price, whose writings as
a scientist in defense of the Bible and the faith are well known, says
of the International Congress of Geologists, which met rccently at
Madrid, Spain: “A large number of papers were presented in Ger-
man, French, Spanish, and English, the languages being represented
in about this relative order. Ome or two papers were in Italian.
The meeting is largely a sort of mutual admiration society, and
society functions and excursions have been largely in evidence. But
one is more and more convinced of the purely arbitrary and artificial
way in which the strata of one country are compared or corrclated
as to ‘age’ with those of other countries. Tor instance, yesterday
I listened to a paper on Nyassaland, East Africa, and to another on
the Gold Coast, West Africa. In each case these isolated regions
were correlated as to the ‘age’ of their strata with the other arcas in
Europe and America only by means of a few fossils—in one in-
stance by the presence of a single fossil. Most of the men here
present are honest, hard-working students and teachers; they repre-
sent the leading lights of the science from all over the globe. But
they are hopelessly bound by traditional theories, theories invented
a hundred years ago, when but little of the world was known
geologieally. And these theories are utterly futile in the light of
the facts as we now know them.” Professor Price is now in England,
where he has been doing special rescarch work, and where he hag
been weleomed by great audiences of Christian people. Recently he
read a paper before the Vietoria Institute, or Philosophical Society
of Great Britain, on “Revelation and Evolution —Can They be
Harmonized?”” The paper, which answered the question in the
negative, was well received. MugLLeg,
Luther Still Read. —1In a recent review on the writer’s book
Five Minutes Daily with Luther the Christian Advocate of New
York writes: “The Reformer ought to have twenty-four hours of our
time for a few days. One need not be a Lutheran to velish and
digest such food.” From Madras, India, Rev. A. Samuel Diviyanad-
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ben, of the S.I. E.L. Church, writes: “I happened to read a review
of your book Five Minutes Daily with Luther in a journal a few
days ago and found it very interesting. Your Five Minutes Daily
with Luther will greatly help moe in my daily devotions and prove
a blessing to me and to our members here. Such books are rare in
our vernacular, and in these days of Modernism it is diffienlt to lay
hand on evangelical literature amongst Inglish books. Whenever
possible, I may make use of these by translating them into the ver-
nacular journals. You will be doing us a great service by thus
obliging us and by bringing us in contact with Luther’s thoughts
and insight in the study of the Holy Seriptures.” Murrtek.

Rome and the English Church,— The Waichman-Ezaminer
(Sept. 2,1926) writes editorially: “Some of the Protestant papers of
England are alarmed over the Romeward drift of large sections of
the Anglican clergy. Efforts at Prayer-book revisions are one sign
of this tendency. A clerical group, desiring to become reunited to
Rome, is planning such revision of the Anglican Prayer-book by the
modification of the law relating to the Sacrament of the Lord’s
Supper, permitting its reservation and its exhibition in the open
church for adoration. Back of this movement is a view of the
Supper that is magical and superstitious, embodying that idea of
transubstantiation that is repugnant to Protestant faith. Omce this
victory is secured and confirmed by Parliament, all the other Romish
errors would follow in its train. IEvangelical clergymen like
Bishop Knox are working earnestly to avoid this disaster. It is
hoped by all lovers of pure Christianity that when the proposed
revisions of the Prayer-book come before the House of Commons,
those that have a Romanizing tendency may be rejocted.”

MUELLER.

Abridged Genealogies, — Under this heading Ernest Gordon,
writing in the Sunday-school Times, submits some interesting infor-
mation pertaining to several difficult passages in the Bible, which he
obtained among the Malagasies, that is, the natives of Madagascar.

- Whether his method of harmonizing 2 Chron. 22, 2 and 2 Kings 8, 26
will commend itself universally may well be doubted. But one must
admit that his remarks are worthy of our consideration.

“In Malagasy genealogies it is common to omit names of persons
of bad reputation who died young, who were unimportant, or who
had been put to death. Women are not counted in genealogical tables
unless they have been remarkable in some way. Gencrations are
frequently skipped if they have no important representative. So
Matthew abbreviates genealogics to make them conform to a con-
venient plan of memorization.”

“The Malagasy custom of adoption explains many of the disere-
pancies in the royal lines of Israel and Judah. This was vastly
more prevalent in the ancient world than to-day. Jacob and Joseph,
for example, adopted their grandchildren and Pharaoh his nephew.
1 Kings 11,20. The ancient Hebrews, as the modern Malagasics,
seem to have taken their kings from a single family witliout con-
cerning themselves much whether the successor was in a direet line
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or adopted. When, therefore, we find in ¢ Chron. 28,1 and 29,1 that
Ahaz died at thirty-six and that his son Hezekiah, his successor,
began to reign at twenty-five, we are not shut up to the impossible
conclusion that Ahaz was a father at cleven. Rather, Hezekiah was .
an adopted relative and not a2 son. So in 2 Chron. 21,20 and 22,2
Jehoram was forty years when he died and was immediately suc-
ceeded by his youngest son, Ahaziah, aged forty-two. But in 2 Kings
8,26 the age of Ahaziah at his accession is given as twenty-two.
This can be explained by Malagasy custom, which now reckons age
from the date of birth, now from the date of adoption. Ahaziah is
presumably the adopted and not the actual son of J choram, and
Second Kings gives the age from this adoption, while Chronicles
gives it from his birth. In 2 Kings 24, 8 Jehoiachin is said to have
been eighteen at his accession; in 2 Chron. 86, 9, eight. The first is
the actual age, the second the adoption age. So Jehoiakim was
twenty-five years old when his father died at the age of thirty-nine.
He must then have been an adopted and not a real son. 2 Kings
93, 36.” A.

Extreme Unction.— Explaining this so-called sacrament,
a Roman Catholic parish-paper contains the following information :—

“Ixtreme unction, ‘the anointing of the sick with holy oil,
accompanied with prayer, is a truc and real sacrament, possessing
the three requisites of a sacrament, 7. e., an outward sign, the anoint-
ing with oil; a promise of grace, expressed in the words of St. James:
‘Is any man sick among you? TLet him bring in the priests of the
Church; and let them pray over him, anointing him with oil in the
name of the Lord; and the prayer of faith shall save the sick man;
and the Lord shall raise him up; and if he be in sins, they shall be
forgiven him’; and institution by Christ; for none but God could
unite to an outward sign the power of imparting inward grace.

“The subject of extreme unction is one [a person] who is in
danger of death by sickness. Such a one must be baptizéd and must
have at some time in his life enjoyed the use of reason. The danger
of death must be a real danger, though death need not be immediately
proximate, nor should the administration of the sacrament be deferred
until the last moment of life. The danger of death must be from
sickness, hence soldiers going into battle, criminals being led to
execution, or sailors about to embark on a perilous voyage cannot
receive extreme unction if they be frec of fatal sickness.

“As extreme unction is a sacrament of the living, it should be -
received in the state of grace. Confession, if it is possible, should be
made, and if possible, the recipient should preparc hlimself for the
reception of the sacrament by eliciting an act of perfeet contrition.

“Iixtreme unction cleanses the soul from venial sin, provided the
one receiving it be truly penitent. The sacrament also removes the
remaing of sin, i.e., any hidden guilt existing in the soul; the cvil
dispositions left by sins already forgiven; the temporal punishment
due to sin. As the other sacraments of the living, it increases sanc-
tifying grace and imparts a particular sacramental grace, which
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strengthens the recipient in bearing his sickness and fortifies him in
his death agony.

“A priest is the only minister of extreme unction. The matter
of the sacrament is oil of olives, blessed by the bishop. The form of
the sacrament are the words spoken by the priest: ‘By this holy
anointing and of His most tender mercy may the Lord forgive thee
whatever thou hast committed by thy sight,” ete. The eyes, the ears,
the nostrils, the hands, the fect, are cach anointed, the termination
of the words varying with each of the different senses.

“Many foolishly regard the reception of extreme unction as
almost a certain prelude to death and consequently they postpone the
administration of it until the last moment. This is a blameworthy
practise. In many instances an earlier reception of the sacrament
might have effected bodily as well as spiritual restoration to health.
Whenever one is seriously ill, the priest should be immediately sum-
moned, and to him should be left the determining of whether or not
the last rites should be administered.”

We ask, of course, Where is this written? The words quoted
from St. James (Douay Version) certainly do not warrant these
rites. They simply preseribe the outward application of oil in case
of ‘sickness (presumably as a medicine) and joint prayer to God
that He would restore the sick person to health. .

The Historicity of Jesus.— Recently the Nation contained an
editorial with the caption: “Was Jesus a Myth?’ We shall quote
a few paragraphs: —

“The publication in America of Georg Brandes’s Jesus, ¢ Myth,
contending that no such person as Jesus ever lived and that He is
as completely a myth as Hercules or Prometheus, has already pro-
duced newspaper head-lines, Yet this theory, far from being new,
belongs to the childhood of Biblical criticism. The roots from which
it developed go back at least a century and a half; its fully de-
velope(_l form is some fifty years old; and it is, indeed, one of the
most immediately obvious solutions of the difficulties which the
study of the growth of Christianity involves. . . . As far back as 1782
the German scholar Karl Friedrich Bahrdt developed the theory that
Jesus was a more or less passive tool in the hands of a sceret order
among the Essenes, who used Him as the means whereby they might
detach the Jewish people from their somewhat materialistic concep-
tion of the function of the Messiah, and when, some three quarters
of a century later, Bruno Bauer was seeking for some explanation of
the absence of any strictly contemporary evidence of the existence of
Jesus, he gave this theory of the secret society a new development.
Boldly moving the date of the gospels forward to the second century,
he declared that the myth of Jesus was invented out of whole cloth
about the time of Nero. Various heathen philosophers, notably
Seneea., had, so he argued, developed the ethics of Christianity, but
had failed to popularize their ideas, so they deliberately invented the
figure of Jesus in order to add the charm of a heroic personage and
the sanction of the supernatural. Such theorics solve certain historic
dificultics, but they are a little less credible than the most naive
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supernaturalism.  Like those rationalistic explanations of the
miracles which make Jesus a sort of oudini, who was, besides,
remarkably favored by chance in the perpetration of deceptions,
they demand more credulity than the miracles themselves and re-
mind one of the taunt hurled at a famous rationalist by one of the
faithful, who said: ‘He will believe anything, provided only it is
not in the Bible.”

When the writer of this editorial says: “There is not at present
any convincing contemporary evidence of the existence of Jesus,”
we are shocked. How can any intelligent man in his sensos speak
thus? To mention but one thing, what of the epistles of St. Paul?
Are they not historical documents of the first order, and was not
Paul a contemporary of Jesus, even though he wrote his epistles
several decades after our Lord had suffered and died? Unbiased
historical eriticism will have to admit that the existence of Jesus is
a8 assured as any fact of ancient history. The last sentence of the
editorial in question says: “Should the recently discovered trans-
lation of Josephus, containing the reference to Jesus, which has
generally been supposed to be an old interpolation, really be as old
as it is said to be, we should at last have an almost conclusive proof
of the historicity of Jesus.” That Josephus is cited as a witness
while Paul is ignored is simply inexplicable. If the letters of Paul,
direct and personal as they are, certify anything, it is surely the
historical character of our heavenly Master. A.

Knights of Pythias Want to Grow. — Newspaper dispatches
state that the Knights of Pythias this summer appropriated $50,000
for the extension of their work. The public is told that the Pythians
lost more than 100,000 members during the past four years, and the
lodge wishes to bring back all old members and win new ones. In
addition, the press reports point out that the Princes of Syracuse
has been recognized as a junior subsidiary lodge of the Knights of
Pythias, having a character similar to that of the order of De Molay,
which prepares material for Masonry. The dispatch says: “The
Princes of Syracuse at present consists of 24 lodges and apprOX}mnt'ely
1,200 members.” It was indicated that a campaign of expansion im-
mediately would be undertaken and that the juveniles might change
their designation to Pythian Princes. Our pastors and congregations
will do well to note these matters. A

Do the Doectrines of the Church Keep People Away from the
Church? — On this point a Liberal, Dr. Lynch, has written some
remarkable words, which deserve being reprinted. After stating his
conviction that the miracles related in the Bible do not militate
against the acceptance of the Bible, he speaks of doctrines that are
incomprehensible to our human reason. He says: “We vead: “The
reason our college students do not become enthusiastic followers of
Christ and join up with His Church is because of the doctrines.
They arve told that to be a Christian is to believe a creed full of
stiff and unintelligible doctrines instead of simply following the
Jesus of the gospels, accepting His view of life, and practising His
teachings. We doubt if there would ever have heen any movement
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among the students to get rid of church and chapel were it not for
the doctrines.

“Let us go back to them simply offering Christ and see how
they will flock to Him. It so happens that they do not; but this is
a good sample of what we are everywhere hearing. Not a Sunday
goes by but some pulpit echoes it. Next Sunday, as sure as church
opens, we shall hear some outstanding preacher say: ‘It is the
doctrines that stand between the modern man and Christ. Get rid
of the doctrines. Cast aside all the philosophical, theological, and,
especially, metaphysical interpretations, even those of St.Paul, and
get back to the Christ of the gospels. Proclaim the religion Jesus
held, taught, and lived, and all the world will accept HHim.

“Well, we have been hearing this now for the last thirty years
— from Tolstoy in Russia, from Tucken and von IHarnack in Ger-
many; from Doctors Major and Kirsopp Lake in England and from
I know not how many Americans. Of course, the Unitarians in
America have been saying it for fifty years. The world eould not
have missed hearing it, it has been so persistent. The great masses,
both of the workers and the intelligentsia, have surely heard it; but
there is not the slightest sign of any unprecedented rush to fall at
the feet of Christ or to join His Church, any more than when the
so-called stumbling-block of miracles was removed.

“In the light of all this I wonder if it has ever been the miracles
or the doctrines or the so-called antiquated attitudes and forms of
worship that have kept the world at large away, or is keeping it away
to-day. I wonder if it is not dislike of the morality that Christianity
demands much more than assent to the creeds that keeps the world
away. I remember being present last summer in the Vatican when
the Ifope received a band of pilgrims. In the course of his words of
greoting, he said: ‘Furope is full of men who hate the Church. Be
not deceived; it is mot her doctrines they hate, it is her morals.’
I am inclined to think the Holy Father hit the nail on the head.
Christianity presents the life of the Spirit as one against the life of
jche flesh. Now, the life of the Spirit is full of very great joy, but
1t calls for renunciation of certain ambitious practices, pleasures,
and self-indulgences that the world is always loath to abandon.
When the young man in the gospels had to decide between Jesus
and the world, it was not the doctrines that disturbed him, it was
the sacrificial life, the life of loyalty to the Spirit that held him
back, I am inclined to think it is largely that at all times, and not
the doctrines,

“As a matter of fact, few pulpits are preaching doctrines. There
are plenty of churches that require no creedal test,— only to accept
Christ as the Lord of life, — and we hear of no mad rush on the
part of the world. And as for the poor, dear college boys, I know
them well, and in spite of all the perfervid rhetoric of the campus
journals about youth’s being free to choose its own religion and not
to have doctrines thrust down its throat,— whoever heard of a doc-
trinal sermon being preached in a college pulpit, anyhow! —1I have
generally found that the desire to get the church out of the college
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was based on a stronger desire to sleep all Sunday morning or to
read the comic supplements or to make journeys by foot or car.”

We must bear in mind, of course, that St. Paul states that
the Gospel of Jesus Christ is to the Jews a stumbling-block and to
the Greeks foolishness. But in the last analysis the opposition to the
saving message has not an intellectual, but a moral basis. The
trouble is mot with men’s heads, but with their hearts. If men’s
hearts were pure, humble,- God-fearing, the great mysteries of the
Bible would not be obstacles, keeping people from becoming mem-
bers of Christian churches. A,

General Cheng’s $5,700 Bible Order.— General Cheng’s huge
Bible order brought two thousand leather-bound Bibles and six thou-
sand New Testaments by military train to the Mongolian frontier.
These are to be distributed to the officers and men in General Cheng’s
army. In each copy has been placed a personal tribute by the Gen-
eral to the Secriptures and their influence upon his own life. The
Sunday-school Times (August 14) reports this, in an abridged form,
as follows: —

“I thank God because He gave us grace and the will to read the
Bible. On reading it, I realize that eternal life is in this Book, and
I also realize that constant Bible-reading is the sole weapon to win
the battle against sin and also the only way of being saved. I there-
fore decided to read the Bible over and over again and also marked
it each time in order to master the Book and leave it help me in
spiritual cultivation. My heavenly Father, I wish always to think
of Thee as our Lord; and furthermore I wish to reckon everything
in the world to be excretion and dirt, just as St. Paul did. I do this
go that I can have Christ’s aid in asking God to assist me to show
God’s might and to accomplish His will in me and also among all
chosen people under His call of grace. Amen. .

“T present to you this IHoly Seripture, not because I follow the
customary form of presenting gifts, but because I love you and re-
spect you according to God’s will. I hope, therefore, you will
always have this Book with you and without one day’s intermission
read it. If you pray from time to time and keep this matter for-
over, you will naturally become much wiser and stronger. Thus
will you individually lose your sins and acquire eternal life, and
our nation and all human beings may get the hope of being saved
through you. I pray to bless you and your whole family forever.
I pray this for the sake of Jesus Christ. Amen.” MUELLER.

The Nature and Power of the Christian Faith. — The American
Magazine for May contained an article based on an Interview with
Dr. Fosdick, entitled “The Power of IFaith.” The views asserted by
Dr, Fosdick in that article are severely criticized by the Presbyterian
(July 29) because they “confuse its readers’ minds as far as the place
of faith in the Christian scheme of salvation is concerned” We
read: “This article illustrates, it seems to us, a very common crror
and misconception. There is an indissoluble connection bhetween
faith and salvation. The two are never found in separation. Where
faith is, there is salvation; where faith is not, there is no salvation.
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At no point, therefore, are error and misconception more dangerous
to the welfare of mankind for time and eternity; at no point, there-
fore, are obscurity and ambiguity more deplorable, clarity and lu-
cidity more to be valued; and yet at few points is the teaching
of the present-day pulpit more confused or at least confusing. . .

A primary fault on the part of many of these would-be teachers is
that they do not distinguish between the faith that saves, according
to Secriptural teaching, and faith in general. This, if we mistake
not, is the root error that underlies and pervades and so renders
valueless the representation of faith ascribed to Dr. Fosdick. . . .
Dr. Fosdick’s thoughts as reflected in this interview move almost
exclusively in the spherc of faith in general; they practically do not
deal at all with that faith that is distinctively Christian. ... Colum-
bus sailing across an unknown sea in search of land — an illustra-
tion used by Dr. Fosdick —is an instance of what we call faith in
general, not of the faith that saves. TFaith in ideals, or faith that
things are not as bad as they seem and that the best is yet to come,
or faith that we can overcome obstacles and eompel success, are also
instances of faith in general, not of saving faith. . . . Such faith
may be found among the heathen and among those in Christian
lands who despise the Christian heritage. . . . To understand the
nature of saving faith, we must keep clearly in mind the fact that
such faith has to do gpecifically with Jesus Christ. The Scriptures
never teach us that there is any saving efficiency in faith as an atti-
?ude of mind. When we are told that faith saves, it is always faith
in Jesus Christ that the speaker or writer has in mind. Lacking
this particular kind of faith, we have no right to number ourselves
among thpse who share the Christian heritage. . . . ‘The saving
power resides exclusively, not in the act of faith or the attitude of
faith or the nature of faith, but in the object of faith; and in this
the'whole Biblical representation centers, so that we could not more
radically miseonceive it than by transferring to faith that saving
energy which is attributed in the Seriptures solely to Christ Him-
self” No illustration, therefore, could be less fitted to illustrate the
nature o_f saving faith . . . than the following one employed by
‘Dr. F os€hck: ‘Scientists have demonstrated,’ he is reported as saying,
how faith can 1ift the floodgates of power in a man. A neurologist
recently took a group of men into his laboratory and tried experi-
ments on them. He gave them various physical tasks to do and
measured the strength which they displayed when working at their
normal best. Then he hypnotized them and under hypnosis told
them that they were weaklings. He broke down their faith and sent
them back to the same tasks. Thirty per cent. of their strength had
Van.lshed. They had the same physical equipment, but they had lost
their faith. Then he hypnotized them again. He told them that
thgy had unlimited resources at their disposal; he enlarged their
faith. Tmmediately they displayed forty per cent. more strength
than at their normal best. They had the same physical equipment;
they had got to a new faith) The experiment cited is fitted to
excite human energy, whereas saving faith casts down all dependence
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on the power inherent in man as man and directs attention. to the
power of God. Such an illustration implies that what we need is
more faith in oursclves, whereas what we need in order to be saved
is simply faith in Jesus Christ. The faith that saves says, ‘Nothing
in my hands I bring; simply to Thy cross I cling” In this utter-
ance lies the very essence of Christian salvation. It is all of God;
it i3 nothing of ourselves.”

This article calls attention to a very important matter and issues
a much-needed warning against illustrating the great truths of
salvation by common facts of human experience. The nature and
efficacy of saving faith can be learned only from the Word of God;
it has no analogy in the realms of mnature. The Apology of the
Augsburg Confession (Art. IV [1I], T'riglotta, p. 135£.), in defining
saving faith, declares correctly: “Therefore it is not enough to be-
lieve that Christ was born, suffered, was raised again, unless we add
also this article, which is the purpose of the history: The forgiveness
of sins. To this article the rest must be referred, namely, that for
Christ’s sake, and not for the sake of our merits, forgiveness of sins
is given us. . .. For faith justifies and saves, not on the ground
that it is a work in itself, worthy, but only because it receives the
promised mercy.” MuELLER.

The Weapons of Unbelief. — That the Jesuitic principle, “The
end justifies the means,” is, in practise, at times adopted by men who
profess to abhor it, we can see from the case of certain modern
unbelievers who were willing to stoop to deception in order to make
an impression on the public. One of our exchanges writes: —

“Haeckel’s attacks upon the Christian faith were made from the
point of view of hiological science; those of the Danish eritic, Prof.
Georg Brandes, from that of history and literature. The former have
been discredited by the revelations of His, Rutemeyer, and Brass con-
cerning Haeckel’s dishonest manipulation of drawings to prove his
recapitulation theory. Now comes a damaging exposure of Brandes.

“Tt occurs in a review by Dr. Holger Mosbech in Nationaltidende
of Copenhagen of Brandes’s book Petrus. A Norwegian professor
has recently affirmed, with much unction, that ‘the public has reason
to be grateful to Professor Brandes for his critical studies of New
Testament literature, and that both The Saga Concerning. Jesus [an
earlier book in which Brandes attempts to disprove the historic cxist-
ence of Jesus] and his Pefrus witness to the great critic’s marvelous
capacity for casting a search-light on difficult historical and literary
problems.” Dr. Mosbech tells a different story, in six columng of
newspaper print. e shows how Brandes has borrowed (or stolen)
the substance of his book on Petor from Die Pefruslegende of the
wholly discredited Prof. Arthur Drews of Darmstadt. Passage after
passage is put in parallel, the German original and the Danish trans-
lation, and the plagiarism is unmistakable. Not only that, but the
theft is carried out so clumsily that, in various instances, sentences
in which the whole point is centered are omitted. Brandes gives
references to all his other citations with meticulous care, but doos
not in a single case acknowledge his obligations to Drews,
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“So one more scientific deception is led to the lime-light, this
time in the religionsgeschichiliche field. Those who have read
Brandes’s great work on The Main Currents in the Literature of the
Nineteenth Century will regret that this undoubted genius is so far
blinded by hate against Christianity as to stoop to such courses.

“At the University of Copenhagen they shrug their shoulders.
The mighty Antichrist who once terrorized Scandinavia is indeed
fallen.” ' A,

Unbelief among the Literary Lights of Our Generation.—
While, thank God! there are many prominent mien in the political
and the literary world still clinging to the fundamental truths of the
Christian religion, it cannot be denied that unbelief has made fright-
ful inroads among the master minds of the present age. In a book
which he recently wrote Arnold Bennett, the famous English writer,
according to an editorial in the Presbylerian, has delivered himself
of the following sentiments: “I do mnot believe, and never have at
any time belicved, in the divinity of Christ, the Virgin Birth, the
immaculate conception, heaven, hell, the immortality of the soul, the
divine inspiration of the Bible. These denials of belief are taken
for granted in the conversation of the vast majority of my friends
and acquaintances. And, far from seeming bold, they are so com-
monplace to us that we rarely trouble to repeat them, much less to
argue about them.”

We note that he is speaking not merely of himself, but of his
friends and acquaintances as well. All lovers of the old Gospel must
contemplate with sadness this return to paganism on the part of
many of our specially endowed men. But is not the old truth here
brought home to us, that Humanism, or culture, and Christianity
are not synonymous terms and that the Renaissance, while it laughed
at the ludicrous and superstitious elements in popery, could never
have produced the Reformation ? A.

Glimpses from the Observer’s Window.

. Cardinal Fruehwirth is quoted to the effect that the Vatican does not
desire to belong to the League of Nations because such membership would
not be in keeping with its spiritual character and mission. It is a case
of sour grapes, is it not?

The Dunkers are said to have 10 colleges, in which there are 5,000
students enrolled. The former governor of Pennsylvania, Mr. Brumbaugh,
belongs to this gect.

.. Our brethren in Germany are publishing a theological journal called
Bchrift und Bekenntnis. It appears every two months. The price for the
current half year is M.2. The July and August issue contains, among
other things, a valuable article on the theology of Karl Barth, known as
the author of g commentary on Romans.

. The Bo.-Luth, Freikirche of August 22, 1926, carries a radio sermon
which our brother Dr. H. Koch delivered in Berlin this summer. His text
was Rom. 1, 16,

. The I"'i_’o‘h I'ree State government has passed a law making the teach-
ing of Gaelic compulsory in the public schools. English is taught too, of
course. It seems that the “one-country, one-language, one-religion” propa-
gandists are not a strong party in old Ireland.
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As if Chine did not have enough afflictions ags yet, the Pope, so we
are told, appointed as bishops three Chinese, the first of their race in
Catholic history.

Twelve Benedictine monks in Rome, said to be first-class Biblical
scholars, are endeavoring to restore the original text of Jerome’s Latin
translation of the Bible, now known as the Vulgate. What of the text
of 1592 (Clementina), declared irrefragable and perfect by the “infallible”
Pope, after the edition -of 1590 (Siztinz) had likewise been stamped
authoritative and errorless, but had hastily been withdrawn from the
market when it was found to teem with misprints and mistranslations?
These monks, if they work seriously, may make another rent in that sadly
torn garment called “papal infallibility.”

Russig, which had but 100,000 Baptists before the Great War, now is
said to have at least two million adberents of this faith; some say the
actual number is probably four million. One reason why this denomina-
tion is supposed to have spread so rapidly is that the Greek Chureh like-
Wwise practises baptism by immersion and thus has prepared the way for
the Baptists.

The Liberal Presbyterians, since the demise of the Continent, have
felt that their cause lacks a great journal. It seems they would like to
have a paper which ean counteract the influence of the staunchly conser-
vative Presbyterian, and they have been holding conferences with a view
to founding such a paper. As yet they have not succeeded.

A writer who fecls strongly on the subject of paternalism complains
that the present-day citizen, misled by the politicians, expects the govern-
ment “to build his roads, to educate his offspring, sanitate him, physie
him, bring his children into the world, prescribe his dietary, and tell him
what to believe in matters of conscience.. These tendencies are replacing
representative government with an autocratic bureaueracy.” This is some-
what overdone. Dut it correctly describes the slough in which we may
soon find ourselves if tendencies potent to-day develop still further.

The News Bulletin of the National Lutheran Council reports that
“the Schleswig-Iolstein Evangelieal Lutheran Missionary Socjety, popu-
larly known as the Breklum Mission, in June celebrated the fiftieth anni-.
versary of its founding. The socicty was organized by Rev. Christian
Jensen, September 19, 1876, with the assistance of a number of other

pastors. . ., . The seminary of the mission now enrols 12 students.’:&




