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The Case of Rev. Frank Edwin Smith. — The News Bulletin of
the National Lutheran Council contains the following suceinct ac-
count of this sad episode; —

“What is termed ‘the first heresy trial in the history of the Lu-
theran Church in America,” held at Rochester, Pa., June 186, by the
Pittsburgh Synod of the United Lutheran Church resulted in a unan-
imous vote of ‘Guilty’ for the defendant, Rev. Frank Edwin Smith.
On several recent occasions the Rev. Mr. Smith’s utterances from the
pulpit of Luther Memorial Church, Pittsburgh, attacked the truth of
certain statements of the Apostles’ Creed, the Virgin Birth, the
miracles, the blood atonement, the bodily resurrection of Ohrist, and
other basic beliefs of the Church. Shortly after the statements had
been made public, seventeen Lutheran pastors in Westmorelan_d
County, Pa., filed formal charges against him with Dr. Ellis
B. Burgess, president of the synod.

“An investigating committec appointed by the president, headed
by Dr. G. Arthur Fry, Pittsburgh, met an obstacle in the refusal of
Pastor Smith to answer a questionnaire which they submitted to him
At a special meeting of the ministerium of the synod, held on June 16,
the committee laid its problem before the pastors, who listened for
two hours to the presentation of the case, including the reading of ol
Papers and letters bearing on the subject, newspaper clippings, 8%
the testimony of reporters who covered the church services. On po
of the ministers 185 voted ‘Guilty, 9 asked to be excused from votin&
and no votes were cast for absolving the charges. A few minutes
later all of the evidence in the case was presented to the synod
Dl‘..Fry declared that in the investigation the chances of TPastd
Smith’s being misquoted were slight, since he had submitted
ad\{ance to a Pittsburgh newspaper a written draft of the sermon ¥*
which his alleged heretical remarks were first made public. In closing

r:]:"‘ry launched an attack on Liberalism, calling it ‘a veritable
deh?mm of inconoclasm’ and ‘a half-way house of atheism’ and fec-
deSlaStifJal Bolshevism.” On the question of guilt or innocence the
convention voted 233 to 0. On the motion that Pastor Smith I
deposed from the ministry as a punishment to him and an example ©
others the vote was 231 to 0. Ome pastor argued: ‘Rev. Smith could
at any time have withdrawn from the ministry, but he chose to viO_hlte
the vows he took on bended knee, with his hand on the Holy Bible
We ¢an do nothing now but depose him.’

,“Hardly had the delegates taken their seats after deposing Past®”
Smith, when Dr. Burgess, visibly affected, stepped down to the ﬁoolt
}%vel ;}md spoke the words that removed his name from the clergy rO]é

¥ the authority vested in me by the action of this synod of t
Evangehcal. I:utheran Church I hereby depose IFrank Edwin Sml_t
from the ministry of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, Many mul(i
isters were in tears as Dy, Burgess spoke. From the floor of the 579 ;
Dr.F. H. Knubel, president of the United Lutheran Church, prese”



TIE THEOLOGICAL OBSERVER. 243

as a visitor, spoke, deploring the necessity of the action, but heaping
honor upon the delegates for their decisive vote in upholding the
faith of the Church, particularly in the face of many personal friend-
ships for the deposed pastor.

“Pastor Smith was not present during the proceedings, having
resigned as pastor of Luther Memorial Church a few days before and
having accepted a call as associate pastor of the First Unitarian
Church of Pittsburgh.”

By joining the ranks of the Unitarian clergy, Rev. F. E. Smith,
of course, dispels all doubts as to his advocacy of false teachings. It is
gratifying to learn that the Pittsburgh Synod refused to permit such
a heretic to remain one of its members. At the same time it appears
that in the minds of the members of that synod considerable con-
fusion reigns as to the terms synod, Church, ministry, and the like.
Rev. Smith had been called by a particular congregation. It was the
right and the duty of this congregation to depose him. The synod had
the right and the duty to oust him from its own membership, but
more it could not do. We fail to see that the Lutheran congregation
which Rev. Smith served took any action in this affair.. The synod
ought to have called upon the congregation to depose its pastor, who
had become guilty of destructive teachings, unless, indeed, his con-
nection with the conmgregation had been severed by the time the
synod met.

Parish Schools and Fundamentalism. — Meeting in convention
at Omaha, the Lutheran Augustana Synod, on June 17, condemned
modernism and theological rationalism, reaffirming at the same time
its “Fundamentalist position.” The synod declared its unalterable
conviction that the Bible is “the Word of God,” and that it is the
only “infallible guide that reveals the way of salvation.” The con-
vention also declared the Sacraments to be an indispensable means of
grace and warned against regarding infant baptism as “merely an
established custom and purposeless ceremony.” Members were also
warned against worldly frivolity and were urged to pray for a “much-
needed spiritual awakening and outpouring of the Holy Spirit-”
Establishment of parish schools as well as religious instruction in con-
nection with public schools received cordial endorsement. MUELLER.

A Great Sermon. — While some of us are turning away from the
substantial sermons of Luther and developing a liking for the frothy
preachments of the modern type, others are finding that it is very
much worth while to take up the study of Luther’s postils —and to
profit accordingly. The Lutheran brought up the matter thus: “Lu-
ther’s Pulpit Method. Among the great sermons of the world Luther’s
sermon on Stephen is cited by Dr. Macartney in the Presbyterian.
He says of it: ‘One does not need to read far in this sermon by Luther
on Stephen before one comes upon a characteristic Luther utterance.
For example: “Is it not a miserable, a deplorable error and delusion
to teach innocent people to depend upon their works to the great dis-
paragement of their Christian faith? Better to destroy all the
churches and cathedrals in the world, to burn them to ashes, —it is
less sinful even when done through malice, — than to allow one soul
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to be misled and lost through such crror.” There i3 a noble passagy
t00, on the supernatural, where he answers the objection that it woulé
be impossible for Stephen to sec clear into heaven: “When Gog
desires to reveal Himself, heaven and everything else requisite ax,
near. It matters not whether Stephen were beneath a roof or in the
open air, heaven was near to him. Abnormal vision was not necessary,
God is everywhere; there is no need that He come down from heavey,
A vision, at close range, of God actually in heaven is easily possibly
without the quickening or perverting of the senses.”” In this sermay
Luther affirms that Stephen’s prayer was given an answer in the con.
version of St. Paul.” — It is a model sermon. I hope the reader wiy
not take Dr. Macartney’s or my word for it, but will do as T dig,
take Dr. Macartney’s implied advice and devote a few hours to the
study of this sermon. He may learn from Luther how to uncover the
rich store of saving wisdom presented by the text; how to apply it
for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteoug-
ness, and for comfort; how to apply it to the conditions and persong
he is dealing with; how to present the divine truths in the plaineg
language and to drive them home. Ie will find that because of
Tather’s pulpit method every sentence is full of meat.

As to doctrine: There is justification by faith, as Dr. Macartney
has pointed out, and the efficacy of prayer, as the Lutheran poingg
out.. The second quotation presented by Dr. Macartney unfolds the
Christology of Seripture: The omnipresence of God and the omnj-
presence of Christ are identical. The doctrine of good works: “The
Holy Spirit is promised to the believer in Christ, and through Chrisy’s
grace the Spirit produces in the heart a desire for good. Under its
influence the individual voluntarily and without expectation of ve-
ward performs his good works for the honor of God.” “Luke would
say: ‘His faith was great; hence his many and mighty works. For
when faith truly exists, its fruits must follow. The greater the faith,
the more abundant its fruits. True faith is a strong, active, and
efficacious principle. Nothing is impossible to it. It rests not nor
h_es1tates.” The doctrine of the universal priesthood of the Chris-
tians: “The precedent of Stephen holds good. His example gives
{111 men authority to preach wherever they can find hearers, whether
1t be n a building or in the market-place. He does not confine the
breaching of God’s Word to bald pates and long gowns. At the same
time he does not interfere with the preaching of the apostles. He
attends to the duties of his own office and is readily silent where it is
the plac.e of the apostles to preach.” As to reproof: “Similar to them,
the papists of to-day, when they hear it claimed that works are not
effectual and that faith in Christ must precede and must be of sole
efficacy, cry out that good works are prohibited and God’s command-
I.ne}lts blasphemed. Were Stephen a preacher of to-day, he might not,
1t 1s true, be stoned, but he would be burned, or dismembered with
tongs, by the enraged papists” Denouncing false doctrine: Luther
‘V‘Vlu not minee words: “There” (in “the costly papist churches™)
greater_ Sins are committed, more blasphemies uttered, and greater
destruction of souls and of churches wrought than take place in



THE THEOLOGICAL OBSERVER. 245

brothels and in thieves’ dens. The keeper of a public brothel is less
a sinner than the preacher who does not preach the pure Gospel, and
the brothel is not so bad as the false preacher’s church.... Does .
this astonish you? Remember, the false preachers’ doctrine effects
nothing but daily to lead astray and to violate souls mewly born in
Baptism — young Christians, tender souls, the pure, consecrated
virgin brides of Christ.” Plain language — and God’s truth! As to
correction: “Many a man passes by his poor neighbor who has a sick
child or wife or is otherwise in need of assistance and malkes no effort
to minister to him, but, instead, contributes to endow some church.”
As to instruction in righteousness: “We see in Stephen’s conduct love
toward God and man. ... Stephen’s love for God constrained him
to his act. No one who possesses the same degree of love can be silent
and calmly permit the rejection of God’s commandments. He cannot
dissemble. He must censure and rebuke every opposer of God. Such
conduct he cannot permit even if he risks his life to rebuke it. . . .
Stephen’s conduct is a beautiful example of love for fellow-men in
that he entertains no ill will toward even his murderers. However
severely he rebukes them in his zeal for the honor of God, such is
the kindly feeling he has for them that in the very agonies of death,
having made provision for himself by commending his spirit to God,
he has no further thought about himself, but is all concern for them.
Note also, when praying for himself and commending his spirit to
God, he stood, but he knelt to pray for his murderers. How his heart
must have burned, his eyes have overflowed, and his entire body have
been agitated and moved with compassion as he beheld the wretched-
ness of his enemies!” As to comfort: “This epistle-lesson, by the
example given, strongly inculcates the doctrines of faith and love:
and more, it affords comfort and encouragement. Death, the terror of
the world, it styles a sleep. Luke says: ‘He fell asleep.” Comfort and
encouragement are further increased by Stephen’s assertion: ‘I see
the heaven opened and the Son of Man standing at the right hand of
God.” Here we see how faithfully and lovingly Christ watches over us.
What should not stand open and ready for us when the heavens, the
supreme work of Creation, are waiting wide for us a.nd rejoicing at
our approach?” Divine thoughts, all of them pulsating with divine
strength and invigorating hearer and reader, all of them flowing from
the text, all of them serving to carry out the design of the sermon!
And we have not exhausted its treasures. Dig them up for yoursel,f.
Dr. Macartney must not be the only one to profit by _our Luther’s
sermons. (See Luther, XII, 177; Lenker, Luther’s Bpistle Sermons,
I, p. 194.) And the Christian Advocate of New York wrote th.e other
day: “The Reformer ought to have twenty-four hours of our time for
a few days. One need not be a Lutheran to relish and digest
such food.” L.

A Fundamentalistic Convention, — Concerning the recent con-
vention of the Northern Baptist denomination, Dr.F. A. Goodehild
writes in tho Watchman-Examiner: “The Chicago convention of
1997 was a thoroughly fundamentalistic convention. From the ad-
dress of President Brougher in the first session to the sermon of



246 THE THEOLOGICAL OBSERVER.

Dr. Magsee in the closing session there was hardly a trace of Mod-
ernism in any of the utterances; at any rate, the published reports
of the convention have not revealed it to one who is fairly sensitive
to the bad odor of Modernism. . . .

“There has been a great change in the convention in ten years,
and that change has been brought about by the faithful testimony of
Fundamentalists. It would seem from the utterances of the speakers
at the convention as though we are at last agreed as to what ought to
be done in our schools and on the mission-field. Now let us have some
sign that it is being done, and the Fundamentalists will thank God
that their work of protest has been to some good purpose. Our
Foreign Mission society is saying: ‘We will send out as missionaries
only men and women who are thoroughly evangelical’” I venture to
say that as soon as it is made evident that only such missionaries are
in the field, criticism of the board of the Foreign Mission Society
will cease, and there will be no opposition ticket presented at the
convention. Let the convention rebuke rationalism and check the
havoc to the Christian faith of our sons and daughters which it has
wrought in our colleges and theological seminaries, and we shall feel
that a victory worthy of any reformer that ever lived has been wrought
under our very eyes. Let the admirable things that were said in the
convention be done, and we shall cry out a fervid ‘Thank God! To
Him be all the glory 1’ ”

This, of course, does not mean that the convention was hundred
ber cent. fundamentalistic or that the advocates of Modernism were
cither silenced or expelled. This the convention should have done.
While touching on Modernism in very guarded terms, President
B_I'Ollgher. m.issed the wonderful opportunity that presented itself to
him of ridding the Church of the pestilential plague. Very mildly
he said: “No doubt there are a few of us who have gotten so far
away that it will be impossible for them to come back and be recon-
01.1ed to the fundamental truths of our great denomination. But
ninety per cent. of us are near enough agrced now to stop fighting
one anqther and unite our forces against a common enemy.” This
18 certainly a pitifully weal arraignment of the error of Liberalism.
Dr. Brougher admits that ten per cent. of the Baptist delegates were
Liberalists and that a large percentage of the others were not out-
Spo}ien adherents of the Christian faith. Can Fundamentalists be
satisfied with this woefyl condition? Is it time to rejoice and thank

God when so much of the leaven of the Sadducees still poisons and
defiles the Church ? MvueLLEg.

“Shall the State Take Human Life?”’ — The American Review
of Reviews, J une, 1927, prints an instructive article on this subject.
We regret that we have space for only a few excerpts. “Capital punish-
ment 18 as old as law itself. If any man hate his neighbor and lie
in wait for him and rige up against him and smite him mortally that
he die, then the elders shall deliver him into the hand of the avenger
of blood that he may die. . . And thine eye shall not pity.” Thus
spake Moses to the Israelitos, Six [#] thousand years have passed, and
the death penalty is still invoked in nearly all the countries of the
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civilized world. It is the law in all but eight of our States. The
murderer’s own life is safe only in Michigan, Rhode Island, Wisconsin,
Maine, Kansas, Minnesota, and North and South Dakota. ... There
are two principal arguments against capital punishment. One is that
it is morally wrong — just as wrong for the state to take life as for
an individual. The other is that the death penalty fails to check
murder. Both arguments are supported by the convietion widely held
that life imprisonment is, after all, the greater punishment. (Any
governor will tell you that it is not so considered by the condemned
man.) The first of these arguments — that capital punishment is
morally wrong — is entirely a matter of opinion. The second argu-
ment can be proved and disproved. Let us prove first that capital
punishment does check murder. Vermont had the death penalty and
four or five murders a year until 1911. Then a kind-hearted legis-
lature passed a law abolishing capital punishment, except when a
jury should speecifically recommend it. In the year following, twenty
murders were committed in Vermont. This may have been mere
coincidence, but it may also have been a direct result. Vermonters
took the matter seriously. The jury in a famous case ordered the
convicted man to be hanged, and the crime wave subsided. In 1924
and 1925 there were two murders each year in Vermont.” (A number
of similar instances are cited.) “Having thus proved that capital
punishment does check murder, let us likewise prove that it does
not! — Massachusetts punishes first-degree murder with death, and so
does Connecticut. Lying in between is Rhode Island, which abolished
capital punishment seventy-five years ago. Presumably the population
elements are nearly alike, on the average. Yet Rhode Island, without
the death penalty, has by far the lowest homicide rate of the three.”
(A number of similar instances are cited.) — We have here another
illustration of the truth that arguments based on reason and'ex—
perience are never absolutely conclusive. Arguing along these lines
Jeads to endless disputations. Only those questions settled by .Scrlp-
ture stay settled. And this question has been settled by Scnptu.re.
When men argue that capital punishment is morally wrong, we ’I,Joxnt
out to them, not only that that “is entirely a matter of pp1n1on,‘ but
also that such an opinion directly militates against Squpture. ‘The
yuler bearcth not the sword in vain; for he is the minister of God,
a revenger to execute wrath upon him that doeth evil” 'l_‘hus spake
Paul in the New Testament, Rom. 13,4. It will not be amiss to state
here the teaching of the Lutheran Church: “God and government are
not included in this [Fifth] Commandment, nor is the power to kill,
which they have, taken away. For God has delegated His authority to
punish evil-doers to the government instead of to parents, who flfore-
time [as we read in Moses] were required to bnpg their own children
to judgment and sentence them to death.” (T'rigl., p.631.) To con-
tinue: “The opponents of capital punishment are usuallly the sociol-
ogist, the professional reformer, and _the .sentlmcntahst ; and the
female of the species is less deadly-speaking in terms of punishment —
than the male. The notorious bandit Chapman, who killed within
prison-walls as well as outside, received far more sympathy than did
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the families of the victims. ... Well-meaning persons who work sq
hard in the interest of murderers might find greater satisfaction iy
saving the lives of sick babies in their own neighborhoods.”
Strenuous efforts are being made to establish scientifically the
non-accountability of the criminals as a class and so to prove the
Scriptural method of dealing with the murderer immoral. We know
a priori that these efforts will fail. Scripture assures us that thg
just Lord does not deal unjustly with the murderer. And we know
that honest investigation will establish the accountability of the
murderers as a class a posferiori. It is doing it now. The Lutheran,
(May 19, 1927) writes on the Heredity Fiasco and quotes the well.
known anthropologist Professor Dorsey. “Most of this talk abouy
heredity as the cause of crime he calls ‘bunk.’” The THEOL. Mo~y
(March, 1927) quotes Dr. James H.Hepbron, director of the Baltimorg
Criminal Justice Commission: “Tt even appeared that the mentality
rating of the prisoners was about equal to that of their guards ang
rather higher than the rating of the citizens drafted for military
service in the late war” ; and Dr. Mabel Seagrave, who ‘“protesty
against the sweeping statements, much in favor with a certain class of
‘Sunday-supplement sociologists,” which attributes crime to any of g
thousand causes except the free choice of the individuals.,” And they

that take the sword of their own free choice shall perish with
the sword | E.

Clergywomen. — After the war, women in Germany, hungering
or a livelihood, have crowded into every profession, the Christiay
ministry not excluded. For a long time the authorities of the Germay
Evafigelical Church were nonplussed over the question what to do with
the ever-growing number of woman graduates of theology. Last montl,
thf? General Synod, at Berlin, decided to permit women to be or-
dained, but with restrictions. Women may function only so long as
they remain wnmarried ; they may lead religious services for children
and teach Bible classes of girls; they may perform work akin to that
of the social workers of this country — welfare work in prisons, alms-
ouses, pesthouses, and refuges for the aged. IHowever, they may
not officiate at marriages, funerals, baptisms, and deaths. The pay
of elergywomen will be three-fourths that of clergymen.— If the
Teport is true, the field for women’s activity in the Church has been
properly limited in accordance with 1 Cor. 14, 84. 35, and they are
restrained from executing the particular funections of a pastor.
Whether the rules will satisfy the ambitious German women, is not
hard to tell; no doubt, efforts will be made by them to be granted
authority to do the entire work of the Christian minister.
MUELLER.
: us Zwingli and Calvin. — In his book Christianity
and Liberalism Dy, Machen of Princeton wrote a fine passage dealing
with the “cross” in propular hymns, which culminates in striet Lu-
theran theology. It ig worth transcribing verbatim. He says on
page 126 ff.: “The Christian doctrine of the atonement, therefore, is
altogether rooted in the Christian doctrine of the deity of Christ.
The reality of an atonement for sin depends altogether upon the New

Machen vers
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Testament presentation of the person of Christ. And even the hymns
dealing with the Cross which we sing in church can be placed in an
ascending scale according as they are based upon a lower or a higher
view of Jesus’ person. At the very bottom of the scale is that
familiar hymn: — “Nearcr, my God, to Thee,
Nearer to Thee!
E’en though it be a cross
That raiseth me.
That is a perfectly good hymn. It means that our trials may be
a discipline to bring us nearer to God. The thought is not oppose
to Christianity; it is found in the New Testament. But many per-
sons have the impression, because the word ‘cross’ is found in the
hymn, that there is something specifically Christian about ij: an.d
that it has something to do with the Gospel. This impression 18
entirely false. In reality, the cross that is spoken of is not the cross
of Christ, but our own cross; the verse simply means that our crosses
or trials may be a means to bring us nearer to God. It is a perfectly
good thought, but certainly it is not the Gospel. One can only be
sorry that the people on the Titanic could not find a better hymn to
die by than that.
“But there is another hymn in the hymn-book: —
“In the Cross of Christ I glory,
Towering o’er the wrecks of time;
All the light of sacred story
Gathers round its head sublime.
That is certainly better. It is here not our own Crosses, but the
Cross of Christ, the actual event that took place on Calvary, t.hat 18
spoken of, and that event is celebrated as the center of all hlst.OI'Y-
Certainly the Christian man can sing that hymn. But one misses
even there the full Christian sense of the meaning of the Cross; the
Cross is celebrated, but it is not understood. ) )
“Tt is well, therefore, that there is another hymn In our hymn
boole: — “When I survey the wondrous cross
On which the Prince of Glory died,
My richest gain I count but loss .
And pour contempt on all my pride. )
There at length are heard the accents of true Christian feeling —
tho wondrous cross on which the Prince of Glory died. When bwi
come to see that it was no mere man who suffered on Calvary, uf
the Lord of Glory, then we shall be willing to say that one <.1rop 0 d
the precious blood of Jesus is of more value for our own salvation and
for the hope of society, than all the rivers of blood that have flowe
upon the battlefield of history.” . )
Certainly the Christian doctrine of the atonement 18 alt.ogethel
rooted in the Christian doctrine of the deity of Christ, V_VhICh includes
the doctrine of the genus idiomaticum. Unless the Prince of Glory,
unless God, died on the cross, there was no atonement. I.f the suﬁe_r-
ing of the cross be restricted to the man Jesus, as Zwingli and Calvin
would have it, the Christian doctrine of the atomement ffllls.
Dr. Machen has done well in warning all Christian congregations
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against singing Watts’s hymn to the tune of Zwingli’s alloiosis, ip
ingisting on the Seriptural sense of the wondrous words: “It was ng
mere man who suffered on Calvary, but the Lord of Glory.” E.
Pulpit Prayers without Christ.— A writer in the Presbyterian,
(April 21) protests against the omission of Christ’s name from pulpit
prayers, which under the influence of Liberalism is rapidly becoming
the vogue. (Cp. review on Dr. Stidger’s Pulpit Prayers.) He writes:
“The pulpit prayers are a very important part in the service of woy-
ship, and they may be an exceedingly edifying part. In fact, this is
so true that many of the people of God are more edified by the pulpit
prayer [because of the rottenness of the sermon and the insipidity of
the songs — En.] than they are by any other part of the service.. .
This is my point: The greater number of pulpit prayers are addresseq
solely to the Father, especially by those whose entire Gospel is the
Tatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, while the Son,
Jesus Christ, and the Holy Ghost are disregarded and dishonored.. .,
As a sinful man, what do X need from the Son of God, my Savior?. . .
As a Christian, what do T need from the IToly Spirit, my Comforter?
As a child of God I need the assurance of the Father’s love, the cep-
tainty of His care, the surety of Fis purpose concerning me. I need
His forbearance, His sympathy, and the firm conviction of His ac-
ceptance of me in and through the merits of His Son. As a sinfu]
man T need the cleansing blood of the Son, I crave the merit of His
obedience, T seck Hig pardoning grace, 1 plead for His continued
merey, and I long for His presence with me. And as a Christian
I.need the Holy Spirit to show me the Father and the Son, to en-
l{ghten my mind in and by the Word, to inspire me to do what is
right, to restrain me from doing what is wrong, to comfort my heaxrt,
to guide me in all the transactions of life, to sanctify my heart, and
to ennoble my life. I cannot know the Son as my Savior unless the
Holy Spirit reveals Him to me; I cannot be acceptable to the Father
unless I believe in the Son as my Savior. Thus, out of the depths of
the heart the believer appeals to the Xather, to the Son, and to the
! 0_]3' Ghost in their personal and distinctive offices.... How helpful
1t is when the minister keeps in mind the distinctive offices of the
three persons of the Holy Trinity and so directs his prayer in the
pulpit1”?
While it is not necessary to address by name each person of the
Holy T{‘inity, the deliberate omission of Christ’s name from the pulpit
brayer i3 a proof of the infidelity of modern Liberalism. Christ has
charged ug to pray in His name and has promised the granting of
our petitions only when they are so offered. A preacher who de-
!1berately omits Christ’s name from his pulpit prayer does not belong
 a C?ristian pulpit. MunLLER.
s ;Vlll_the Wrath of Atheists in the End Praise God ? — Under
1s heading the Luthergn (June 80, p. 14) comments on the decision
of the Superior Court of New York, which endorsed the action of
the lower court when it declared the practise “of dismissing children
from jcho public schools of White Plains, N. Y., for one half hour a
week in order that they might receive religious instruction from the
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churches,” entirely proper and legal. The Freethinkers’ Society had
contested this ruling and had appealed to the higher court to have it
declared unconstitutional. Tn its editorial comment the Lutheran
says: “Whether a half hour’s time a weck is worth making much ado
about and fighting for is a debatable question. It seems so utterly
inadequate for the high purpose it is expceted to serve as to make its
va.lue or worth almost negligible. If it were half an hour per day, it
might be worth striving for. But as long as most parents and the
public in general exalt the value of a sccular education above that of
a truly religious education, there is little hope that more than the
half-hour pittance can be laid as a poor man’s crumb at the Church’s
table. The importance of training children in the heavenly wisdom
does not seem to impress most parents who hold membership in our
Christian churches — if we except the Roman Catholic Church. Some
day there may be a rude awakening, and even non-Christians, if not
freethinkers, may learn that godless parents and godless children are
a menace to the welfare of any nation. Godlessness is given a free
hand if the absence of religious instruction in the case of probably
one-third the children of the United States counts for anything.
TUnbelief has a voice in many of our public schools; for the number
of teachers who sneer at religion is by no means small.

“But the zeal of the Frecthinkers’ Society may prove to be 2
blessing in disguise. It may create a counter-zeal in the hearts of
many Christian parents who are not taking their religion seriously
and give them some concern as to whether they can afford to be
satisfied with the half hour of promiscuouns instruction in religion
which their children are receiving in the Sunday-school, especially
when their attendance is exceedingly irregular. It may have the
effect, in some cases, of stirring up languid and indifferent parents
to depend less upon the Church and the Sunday-school for the
religious instruction of their children and to come up a little nearer
to Luther’s idea of qualifying as teachers themselves. If that sholfld
be the result, the wrath of the irreligionists would in the end pralse
God. We fear that kind of wrath much less than we do the in-
difference and lothargy of members and parents belonging to the
Church.”

When excepting the Roman Catholic Church from the charge of
indifference with regard to Christian education, the Lutheran sh(?uld
have mentioned also the Missouri Synod and those denominatu.)ns
which maintain Christian day-schools. Its failure to call attention
to this great institution of Christian education shows how little this
is appreciated in the circles which the Lutheran represents. Negative
eriticism is not sufficient in this great crisis; the Church must lqad
its members to the fulfilment of their duty by offering constructive
programs. To-day the need of Christian day-schools is much greater
than it ever has been. MuzLLER.

“The Fine Art of Saying Nothing.— The New York Sun has
reprinted a trick speech written by a professor in Princeton which
should cause earnest secarching of heart to every public speaker, par-
ticularly to those who are gifted with that mysterious endowment
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known as the ‘oratorical’ temperament. For this speech is a demon-
stration of how eloquently words may be put together so as to mean
absolutely nothing at all!” After giving a part of the speech, an
editorial writer in the Western OQhristian Advocate of May 12 com-
ments further: “There is a seductiveness about mouthing of grandil-
oquent nothings against which every minister must set himself like
steel. . . . There is unquestionably a glory of the highfalutin oratory
which raises a Newfoundland fog about every subject it discusses.
But a much higher glory is that of the concrete positive word.
P.S8. We have just compared this speech with our last Sunday’s
sermon and are wearing a new suit of sackeloth and ashes.”

If this article (we are passing over the flippant form of the last
remark) expressed the sentiments of the editors of the Advocate, they
suffered a relapse within the week. The opening article of the issue
of May 19 has the heading: “The Hour of Great Hunger,” and we are
wondering what it is aiming at. “This is a time of great hunger.
D?Gp calleth unto deep, while the souls of men cry out in the
wilderness, The day has been long, a great weariness has set in.
The cry of the soul carries the despair of the ages. In the midst of
UXury men starve. Within the shadow of overflowing granaries
c.hlldren cry for bread. . .. In the day of faith’s mightiest proclama-
thI}, doubt and agnosticism shadow the pilgrims of eternity, prey upon
their resources, and beset the way of the righteous with the terror of
an endless tragedy. . .. Mankind lives on the level of the low register
n the presence of the highways that lead to eternal light. There is
Do urge to be up and doing. The eall of the mountain, the challenge
of the altitudes, falls like the water of a cataract. The spirit that
devours and consumes has destroyed all safety zones, and the traffic
of @he universal planetary system rusheés on without check or signal....
It is the day of approaching Pentecost. What waiting! What prayers!
What expectation]. .. Quick, quick, ye thinkers, ye preachers, ye min-
isters Of. grace, break these shackles of bordage, open the windows, open
th_em wide for all spirits that they may breathe the air; open them
wide, yes, wider still, that the intellects of men may find relief, that
the human Spirit may enjoy release and leap forth, bounding on its
Way to the ineffable heights where God and His people meet in the
eternal pavilions of uncreated excellence. . . . On the left is the tree
fénd the dangling rope. Judas went that way. On the right is

alvary, g cross, and immortality. Jesus went that way. .
Ob, Cl}urch of Christ, rise, stand on thy feet! It is time to be going.
¥ linger by shaded waters? Move forward! Take the direction

of Pentecost. Only that way leads to full fruition.”

If the Advocate is referring to Modernism, which is throttling
t%le Methodist Church, it does not say it; if to the vicarious satisfac-
tion made by Jesus Christ, it does not say it; if to Scripture as the
sole source of faith, it does not sdy it. E.

Is the Eighteenth Amendment Based on the Moral Law ? — The
Amerzf‘an Beview of Reviews found space in the June issue for this
slur: “IL could only wonder whether these continual raids on dis-
orderly houses would start some objectors to the formation of an
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Association against the Seventh (Sixth) Commandment, including
many of the same general groups who have formed an Association
against the Prohibition Amendment!” If the writer had been dealing
with an Association against the Fourth (Fifth) Commandment, that
ig, if those advocating the repeal of the Eighteenth Amendment
refused to be bound by it as long as it is in lawful force, his parallel
would be justified. Again, if the Decalog contained an Eleventh
Commandment enjoining total abstinence, the Association against the
Prohibition Amendment would have to be put on a plane with an
Association against the Seventh (Sixth) Commandment. The Pro-
bibition fanaties, indeed, insist that there is such a commandment in
the Moral Law and that it is the greatest commandment (“Prohibi-
tion continues the greatest moral and political issue of the country”;
Western Christian Advocate, June 9, 1927). However, if the Meth-
odists would turn their Sunday-schools into Associations for the
Better Study of the Ten Commandments, they would find that the
Moral Law inculcates temperance, but not total abstinence, and they
would, in the main, agree with President Harding and the conference
of governors, which declared that Prohibition is “not a question of
morals or ethics, but purely an economic and financial question and
as such should be treated by the state.” And if the writer became
an active member of such an association, he might learn that thel"e
is quite a difference between advocating and practising what 1s
inherently immoral and ealling into question the wisdom of ena‘ctmg
the views of the prohibitionists into laws. Tinally, the persistent
spreading of the insinuation that the denial of the wisdom of t.he
Eightcenth Amendment reveals a depraved moral sense seems to point
to the existence of an Association against the Bighth (Ninth) Com-
mandment of which our writer would be an honorary member.  E.

Glimpses from the Editor’s Window.

Several months ago the Royal Society and the Royal College thf
Surgeons in Great Britain celebrated the one-hundredth anniversary of lle
birth of Joseph (Lord) Lister, the father of antiseptic surgery. .Tli
Watchman-Examiner says: “Lord Lister was not only the.most emm}e}nt
surgeon of his day in Ingland and the discoverer of antiseptic surgerylz . 1(11
a humble Christian belisver and & man of amazing tenderness and kind-
liness.”

While Mr. Thomas Edison, at eighty, avers that the Word _of GrodI has
no meaning for him, former Senator Chauncey M. Depew, at ninety-three,
has this to say: “From my experience of ninety-three years I am ot
firmly anchored to the Bible than cver before and believe implicitly in its
teachings and the God it portrays. I have always felt a real dgpendence
upon God. My idea of God is personal rather than one of. fOI'C(-:.

The Methodist Church has enjoyed remarkable‘growth in China. There
are 92,000 Chinese members of the Methodist E.p1s‘copa.1_ Church, says the
Christian Advocate. 1t further states that 93 missionaries are in the field
and 4890 ordained Chines pastors, 457 local preachers, and 100 unordained
local preachers and cxhorters, . .

A rather remarkable use of the Book of Genesis was l:eported in the
press some time ago. There was a dispute between tl}e British government
and Mohammedan authorities with respect to a piece of ground. The
Mohammedans laid claim to the land near tl}c sepulcher of Rachel. . They
hased their claim partly on Gen. 35, 16, which refers to tl1q }ocut1011 of
Bethel. We are told in the Awustralian Lutheran that the B.ntlsh govern-
ment admitted the evidence and settled the case on that basis.
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The Watchmaen-Examiner recently earried on its front page this ferveit
declaration concerning the Bible: <“Other books are of the earth. This
is from heaven. Do not think and do not say that this Book only contains
the words of God! It is the Word of God. Think not of it only as a good
book or even as a hetter hook, but hold it in your heart and faith, not as
the word of man, but, as it is in truth, the Word of God; nay, more, as the
living Word of the living God: supernatural in origin; inexpressible in
value; infinite in seope; divine in authorship, though human in penman-
ship; regenerative in power; infallible in authority; personal in appli-
cation; inspired in totality.”

. Tho Presbyterian Churéh of Scotland and the United Free Presby-
terian Church are endeavoring to unite. The Preshyterian Church of
Scotlfmd is state-supported, in other words, it is the established Church,
and it wishes to retain the state support which it now enjoys. It will
be interesting to observe whether the United Free Presbyterian Church,
w.luch has always opposed unscriptural alliance of Church and State, will
yield or not.

Another union of churches spoken of is that of the Congregationalists
and Universalists. That the Universalists deny the fundamental truths
of the Gospel is well known. The question is, Do they now lay aside their
syul-destroying heresies and accept the beliefs formerly espoused by the
Congregationalists, or have the latter changed their faith and adopted the
Universalist platform? We fear that error is about to triumph in the
Proposed union, especially sinee the main principle on which the two
cln.n-ch.es wish to unite is the following: “The basis of vital Christian
unlt.y 18 & common acceptance of Christianity as primarily a way of life.”
Christianity is reduced to a system of morals. IBnough said!

The Anglican Church is discussing revision of the Book of Common
Prayer. The proposed changes that have provoked most debates are those
which strike out the word “obey” in the marriage service and permit the
80-called reservation of the consecrated bread and wine for the communion
of the sick, We are told that among the additions that are advocated
are prayers for the dead, for peace and industry, for the League of Nations,
and for the king’s air forces. Before the new version is fully authorized,
it will have to he accepted, not only by the Anglican Church, but by
Pa.rhan'lent. Church and State are still strongly mixed in England, and
Romanism, to use a figure, is considering the Anglican pond good fishing.
... Dr. A, C. Diefenbach has not much respeet for his fellow-Liberals who
still Pose as Gospel-preachers. He says about them: “This group prescnts,
a'i‘s we Liberals know, the most ugly and the most inconsistent position.
hhevy are half forward-looking, half backward-looking. That is why they
ta_“’ largely lost their power. In the nature of their divided minds they
31,3“1(“0, equivocate, and muddle all vital religious questions. If they are
t}Il‘xven to a hard corner by the persistent reasoning of a serious inquirer,
o ely turn sentimental and utter vague, clusive abstractions on goodness
nd such like,” Not very complimentary!




