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Blan geoffenbart. 8. Seine AUmadit madt unsd die Herclidhleit u
cigen. — Die Herrlidhleit ded Chriftenjtandesd. 1. Der Chrijt ift
im Befib gottlider Weisheit. 2. Ex beurteilt alles. 3. Er ift ein Erbe
ber Herrlichleit. (Die Weidheit bergeht nicht, jondbern ihr Plan tvicd Hins
ausdgefiihrt.) — Menjdengeift ober Gottedgeijt, twem tvollen twir folgen?
1. Folgen wir bem Menfdjengeift, fo bergehen vir. 2. Folgen iwir bem
@eift Gottes, fo find ir eig felig. — Die Herrlidhleit ded PHeiligen
@eiftes. 1. Seine Herrlide Perfon. Der Geijt Gottes, von Gott quss
gehend, @otted Tiefen erforfdend, gleidher Gott mit BVater und Sohn.
2. Gein Berrlided Werf. Offenbarung der berborgenen Weisheit
Gotted. JInfpiration. Crleudtung bed verfinjterten BVerjtandes. Bers
Teibung redjten lrteildvermigens. Civige Seligleit. TH L

-0
Theological Observer. — Rirdjlid)-Beitgejd)idhtlides.

I Amerika.

Audy eine Vetvadiung fiber Marburg. JYm ,Fricbensboten” ber Evans
gelijdien Shnobe Hat P. W. Frengen bon Netw Por? einen Artifel berdifents
lidht unter bem Titel , Cines Geifte8 — anbern Geijted”. AIS mweitere
fiberidrift ift angegeben: ,Bur Gledenffeier Ded Marburger NReligionss
gejprid)d 1620—1929.“ E3 ift merfviicdig, was diefem Herrn fiir Gles
banlen gefommen {ind, als ex feinen Geift nad) dem Marburg von 1529
wandern lief. .Mandjerlei Gaben und ein Geift” — an biefed Apojtels
wort miipft er gunddijt dben Seufzer, Gott toolle ,die Menjdhheit bor ber
Gleihmadjerei, dber Sdyablone, der nivellierenben Walze eines internationas
Ien Ginerlei belvahren, dad am liebjten ein Menjdens (Raffen, Glaubens-)
Cremplar gujdneiden und nady diejem WVilb bann alled gujdneiden iviirbe”.
Cr freut fid) bann, dbaf Chriftus ,dad Geheimnis und bdie Straft feinesd Geijted
nidit in ciner glatt geprigten [Sticdhens] Sprade bejdloffen hat”. Aller
berftandigen Eregefe Hobn bietend, fithrt er in diefem Jufammenhang Pauli
Wort an: ,Der BVudjjtabe titet, aber ber Geift madyt lebendig”, 2 ftor. 8, 6,
o bodh, tvie ber Stontext zeigt, der Upojtel nidht bon mendhlider Sprade im
Gegenfals um Geift rebet, jondern vom Unterjdhied zwifden Gejeb und
CGoangelium. Worauf der Sdhreiber Hinaudiill, dasd ijt dber Lieblingsgrunds
{a aller Unioniften, namlid) dbaf auf die Einfeit in der Lehre nidht jo biel
anformumnt, jolange nur alle bon ein und dbemfelben Geift erfiillt find. Dak
Luther und Jwingli fo ftanden, wie dbie Gefdidite erzdblt, mup man ihnen
vergeifen; f{ic ivaren eben 3wei gang ver{djieben geartete Perjonlichleiten.
»E8 foar je und dann nahe daran, al3 twollte und jollte ber eine redjte
Geift beide vereinen. Aber auf Grund der in beiden perfonlich begrenaten
und auseinanberftrebenden Einjtellung — dogmatijd) tvie politijd) — ivar
3 unmoglidh. SQuther jabh .einen andern Geift’, Bwingli gog betriibt bon
bannen.” 1nd toelden praftijdien SHuF aieht unfer Screiber daraus?
~Die Wahrheit und Reinfeit der Lefhre ald bollfommene und unfehlbare
Raragraphentveisheit fiir alle und jeden ilberidreitet bad Grofenmap ixgends
eined Theologen ober Sirdenfiiriten. E3 tviderjtreitet ber ,Fillle bed Meidys
fums Beide Der Weisheit und der Crfemninis Gottes’.” — Go foll e und

<
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alfo freifte§en, mit Gotted MWort gu fdalten und zu twalten, ivie wic wollen?
1inb toenn ein Lefrer gottlide Walrheit iiber BVorb twirft, fo follen die anbern
dagu ftillidiveigen und fprecdien: €3 ift bad Treiben bes Weifted? MWelde
ngft man bod) Gat bor bem Dringen auf Fefthalten an dbem Bibelwort,
gerabe al8 ob bann eine nivelicrende MWalze iiber unsd Hingerollt fviicde und
Slavenbande fidh um unfere Glieder legten, wihrend es dod felige, Herelide
Greibeit ift, den Vusjpriidien ded Himmlijhen Waters folgen zu bi!_tfm.
Allerdings, bas ift wahr: ,Die Wahrheit und Neinbeit der Lehre uln_t-
{dreitet das Grofenmaly ivgenbeined Theologen ober Stirdjenfiirjten.” Dier
verfagt Menjdentveidheit. Diefe Stitde find cine Gabe Gottes, die ex bme_n
verleift, die ihn inbriinjtig darum ancufen und fid) demiitig unter fein
Wort beugen. A

English Translation of the Chicago Theses,— In the October
number of the Theologische Quartalschrift, published by our sister
synod, the General Ev. Luth. Synod of Wisconsin and Other States,
a translation of the Chicago Theses into English is submitted. While
the Missouri Synod at its last convention did not accept these theses,
a demand for an English version had been voiced in various quarters,
and this has now been met. The committee in charge of the transla-
tion consisted of the following theologians: Lorenz Blankenbuehler
(Missouri); A. W.Walck (Buffalo); A.D. Cotterman (Ohio); Karl
Ermisch (Towa). Beneath the signatures of these men the stntem_ent
is added: “For his kind help in the preparation of this translation,
Prof. W. H. T. Dau deserves honorable mention.” The whole dqeu-
ment is signed by A. C. Haase, secretary. Concerning the translation,
Prof. J. Meyer writes in the Theologische Quartalschrift: “Any one
who has ever done any translating will realize the difficulty that
confronted the committee and will agree that they have produced
a creditable work. The style is easy and fluent, and the anuE_len“
are reproduced correctly in the English idiom.” A few minor inac-
curacies are then mentioned by him. The English translation can
be ordered from Northwestern Publishing Iouse, Milwnukcck Wis.

Shall the Status of Women in the Church be Changed ? — In the
Presbyterian Church three overtures will be voted on this year by the
various presbyteries which have to do with the status of women in
the Church. The Presbyterian informs us that the particular ques-
tions under consideration are the following: Shall women be cligible
to licensure as local evangelists? Shall they be eligible to election and
ordination as ruling elders? and, Shall they be eligible to election an‘d
ordination both as ruling elders and as bishops or pastors? There 18
a strong movement among the Presbyterians to give an affirmative
answer to all three questions. Among Lutherans it has usually been
held that the only answer given by Holy Scripture to these questions
is negative; and the Lutherans of America, generally speaking, have
maintained a conservative attitude in this respect. However, here,
too, the lines are weakening, it seems. We read in the Lutherischer
Herold of October 17, 1929, that the New York Conference of the
U. L. C. admitted women as official delegates. The writer (v. B.)
says: “Bei der Sitzung der New Yorker Konferenz meldete sich einer
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unserer Pastoren 2zu Wort und fragte an, ob es statthaft sei, weibliche
Delegaten einzutragen als Konferenzteilnehmer. Da kein Widerspruch
erfolgte, wurden dieselben zugelassen. Es ist das unsers Wissens das
erste Mal, dass in unserer Gegend weibliche Vertreter offiziell teilge-
nommen haben an eciner unserer Distriktskonferenzen. In ver-
schiedenen Kirchenracten unserer New Yorker Gemeinden gibt es
Frauen, die Sitz und Stimme teilen mit den Maennern. Wir sind es
heute so gewohnt, Frauen auf allen Gebieten faetig zu finden, dass
auch diese Neuerung nicht mehr auffaellt.” 'This news is distressing.
It is a sad state of affairs when Lutheran congregations eleet women
to serve as members on their church council, in which position they
are the rulers of the church together with the pastor, and it is repre-
hensible when a TLutheran conference permits women to serve as
official delegates, which implies not only that they are put on a par
with the male delegates, but that they will have to inform and instruct
and admonish their home congregations with respect to the business
transacted at the conference. Such a procedure not only contradicts
the words of Paul, 1 Cor. 14, 34 and 1 Tim. 2,11 £f., but is contrary to
the natural order of God, who has made woman the weaker vessel
and according to her physical and mental characteristics has subordi-
nated her to man. We hope that the U.L.C. will not permit the
unseriptural practise to spread, but will call a halt and correct the
evil where it has emerged. A

Papal Triumphs.— As Professor Graebner in his recent book
The Pope and Temporal Power so ably shows, the real spoils of the
‘World War were eaptured by Pope Pius XI. Commenting on the
Pope’s masterly diplomacy in settling the Vatican question, Cardinal
Hayes of New York recently wrote letters to the pastors of his arch-
diocese, instructing them to dedicate October “to the supreme shep-
herd, Pius XI, in honor of the fiftieth anniversary of his holy priest-
hood” and to collect the Peter’s pence on Oectober 13. As reported
by Time, the cardinal wrote: “Our Catholic hearts were filled with
joy and our souls profoundly touched with indeseribable emotion
when we realized that the serene, impressive, apostolie, illuminating
figure of our beloved Holy Father passed beyond the portals of
St. Peter’s, out under the blue dome of heaven, bearing Christ Him-
self in the Holy Eucharist. Verified, surely, was the ancient truth:
‘Where Peter is, there is the Chureh; where the Church is, there
is Christ’ This is our ‘spiritual inheritance that cannot fade.””
1 Pet. 1, 4.

The Pope, however, scored another victory by recently healing
completely the breach between Czechoslovakia and the Catholic
Church. The rift occurred in 1925, when the Czechs celebrated as
a national holiday the anniversary of the martyrdom suffered by John
Huss five centuries ago. Resenting this celebration, the Pope with-
drew the papal nuncio from Prague as a token of his utter displeasure.
This act deeply hurt the feelings of the Czechs, who revere Huss as
a national hero. To heal the breach, the Pope, during the last week
in September, bestowed on President Masaryk of Czechoslovakia the
Grand Cross of the Order of the Sacred Tomb, which hitherto had
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been given only to Catholic sovereigns. The reconciliation was made
in the midst of the celebration of the one-thousandth anniversary of
8t. Wenceslaus, patron of Czechoslovakia. On the following day the
restored Church of St. Vitus was opened to the rejoicing multitudes.
This church was supposedly begun by St. Wenceslaus, and there his
body was brought a few years after he was murdered by his brother,
Boleslav the Cruel. J.T.M.
The Mass a Heathen Performance.— In the first place, the
opinion that the mere performance of the Mass obtains grace is of
the very essence of heathenism — “that pharisaic and heathen opinion
concerning the opus operatum.” (Apology, p.387.) In the second |
place, the entire dogma of the Mass (“Forasmuch as in this divine |
sacrifice which is celebrated in the Mass that snme Christ is contained
and immolated in an unbloody manner who once offered Himself in
a bloody manner on the altar of the cross, the holy Synod teaches that
this sacrifice is truly propitiatory,” Tridentinum, Sess. XXII, chap.II;
on the ex opere operato sce Sess. VII, Canon VIII) has for its source |
the source of all heathen religions, rites, and opinions, viz., the mind
of man — “it is but a pure invention of men; fabricated and invented
without the will and Word of God; men’s twaddle.” (Smale. Art.,
463.) And in the third place, it has been, and is being, invested with
all kinds of heathen conceptions and practises. “In addition to all
this, this dragon’s tail (I mean the Mass) has begotten a numerous
vermin-brood of manifold [abominations and] idolatries.” (Smale.
Art., 465, where also a number of these heathen practises are pointed
out.) That is the natural result. The mind and wisdom of depraved
man once being given the floor, there is no telling what profanities,
monstrosities, and abominations will be produced. For inatln_ee-
a pamphlet at present put into the hands of the Roman Catholics
(Pray the Mass, by Rev. J. E. Moffatt, S.J., 1927) thus arouses their
devotion: “That the Sacrifice of the Mass and the Sacrifice of the
Cross are identical we believe with unquestioning faith. That the
same Divine Victim immolated on the cross of Calvary is daily offered
on the altar and the great work of redemption begun on the skull-
shaped hill outside Jerusalem’s walls is, from the rising of the sun
even unto its setting, perpetuated in the Catholic sanctuary, we hold
as sacred truths for which we would gladly shed our blood. But as
we kneel daily before the altar, do we think of the Mass in this
way? ... Like Mary at the foot of the cross we would be not mere
spectators, but actual coofferers of the Sacred Victim. . .. The altar
represents Mount Calvary. ... The most solemn part of the Mass is
drawing near. Soon will the Divine Victim come down upon t_he
altar.... We. .. offer up to Thy most excellent majesty a Victim
which is pure, a Vietim which is holy, a Victim which is stainless.”
And when the devout Catholie, not quite sure of what is really meant,
seeks further information, the priest may read to him Cardinal
Gibbons's view of the matter: “Jesus was offered once in a
manner. But in the Sacrifice of the Mass He is offered in an un-
bloody manner. Though He is daily offered on ten thousand altars,
the sacrifice is the same as that of Oalvary, having the same High
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Priest and Victim — Jesus Christ. . . . Let us represent to ourselves
the Mass as another Calvary, which it is in reality.... If the wounds
of the martyrs plead so eloquently for us, how much more eloquent is
the blood of Jesus, shed daily upon our altars!” (The Faith of Our
Fathers, chap. XXIII.) Is, then, the priest actually putting Christ
to death? Is Christ again suffering the torture of the crosst
W. Faerber tells the wondering Catholic, in his Catechism and Com- °
mentary: “Holy Mass is therefore not only a memorial of what once
took place, but that which once occurred on Mount Calvary occurs
again in every holy Mass. The sacrifice of the cross is there renewed
and repeated. Would you not wish that you might have been present
there that you might have stood beneath the cross and seen how Jesus
died for us? Well, then, go to Mass frequently and gladly, then you
are present at the great sacrifice of Christ, present as Jesus sacrifices
Himself for us.” The priest may say something about the distinetion
between real and “mystic” shedding of blood, but the simple Catholic
will believe that “the blood of Jesus is shed daily upon our altars” and
that Christ daily endures pain in expiation of our sins. (Cp. Klotsche,
Chr. Symbalics, p.107; Proceedings of Southern Ill. Dist., 1915, p.29.)
The imaginations aroused in the mind of the devout Catholic by the
language used by Gibbons while the peeping and muttering priest is
performing the mystic rite are on a par with what the frenzied par-
ticipants in the old heathen faurobolium felt as the blood of the
sacrificed beast poured down upon their hands and faces. The
Catholie teachers indeed are not agreed on this point. “As we find
on Calvary and in the Mass the same identieal Vietim and the same
principal Offerer, Jesus Christ, the two sacrifices are essenfially the
same. The two sacrifices only differ in non-essentials, because only
the manner of offering is different. The former was offered with real
suffering, real shedding of blood, and real death of the Vietim; the
latter, with only a mystical suffering, a mystical shedding of blood,
and a mystical death of the same Vietim.” Thus Dr.di Bruno in
Catholic Belief (p.79). And Father Wilmers, in his Lehrbuch der
Religion, IV, p.550: “How, indeed, could the glorious body of the
Lord die once again or die here and at the same time remain alive in
heaven?’ The Pope may have the prospective council look into this
matter. 3
Union of Denominations. — Under this heading the Watchman-
Ezaminer (September 19) editorially comments on the present mania
for denominational unions. We read: “We have been roundly abused
for our lack of enthusiasm over organic church union. It would be
a joy to us if all Christians might be together according to the pattern
laid down in the New Testament. We will gladly forward any such
movement that does not proceed on the basis of compromise.
As we see things now, nearly all proposed unions would result in
compromising. We confess that we cannot see the practical value of
bringing great denominations together into one organization. As
a matter of fact, both the Northern Baptist Convention and the
Southern Baptist Convention are already too large for effective work
and certainly too large for effective meetings. No one would dare
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suggest a division of these conventions, but no one will dispute our
contention. . . . We do not often quote the Christian Register to
prove a point. We do not wholly agree with the following paragrapki
from that journal, but there is much common sense in it: —
. “‘One hears much said about church union. But church unior:
to-day, while desirable, is not expedient. One might as well be sensibles
and face facts. All of us want a united church. It is not that we
do not want union, but we feel that, when it comes, it must come:
naturally and inevitably and not through forced measures. Different:
interpretations of religion correspond to different interpretations of!
human nature. Unite all the churches to-day, and to-morrow they’
would be separated again, with the latter state worse than the former.
A different intellectual approach, a different idea of church govern-:
ment, of liberty, and of ceremony, the tradition values, invested funds,
pride, and prejudice, all make denominations a present necessity.’”
The Christian Register fails to mention the chief barrier of
organie church union — difference with regard to doctrine. All other
differences will be adjusted wherever doctrinal unity exists. On the
other hand, every organic church union effected without agreement
in doctrine is a contradiction and a monstrosity. The Watchman-
Ezaminer is right in saying: “As we see things now, nearly all pro-
posed unions would result in compromise.” It is refreshing to note
that at least once in a while that truth is frankly stated.  J. T. M.

A New Sunday-School Bible.— The Associnted Press recently
reported the publication of a new Sunday-school Bible under the
auspices of the National Sunday-school Union of Great Britain. In
the new edition “both the Old and the New Testament have been
carefully revised and expurgated of all things that might bring enl
thoughts to the young,” as the weckly news magazine T'ime puts it.
Among the things omitted are: the tempting words of Potiphar's
wife, for which the National Sunday-school Union substituted: “She
tempted him to do evil” (Time asks quite properly, “Does the substi-
tution help?”); the part of the story of Ruth where she is pictured
as seeking marriage with Boaz (Time asks, “Would a child suspect
evil?”); Solomon’s Song of Songs, which was deleted in its entirety;
the story of David’s murder and adultery (Z'ime asks, “Is it well to
let the child think of David as always good?”) ; the story of Solomon’s
decision when he was confronted by two harlots, both of whom claimed
the living child; the story of Christ’s decision when He was asked
to condemn the woman taken in adultery, ete. 7Time rightly remarks:
“At some point, of course, the youth must learn these stories, other-
wise he becomes an ignorant boor. But the question is, When shall
the child or youth learn them?” However, we hold that this question
does not give any one the right to change the Bible. Such changes
as the National Sunday-school Union has made are unfair both to
the youth and the Bible itself. To change the Bible means to alter
its character as the Book of absolute truth, which the Holy Ghost
gave to the world not to “bring evil thoughts to the young,” but to
uncover sin in its frightful pollution and most emphatically to warn

-against it. The Bible frankly exposes sin, earnestly condemns sin,
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but also mercifully points out the way of salvation from sin. To
blur its divine Law means to obscure its sublime Gospel. Much more
might be said on this score, especially in view of the lewdness of the
modern press and the lasciviousness of the modern movie, to which
our youth are not strangers; yet this may suffice in voicing our
disapproval of the step which the National Sunday-school Union of
Great Britain has taken. J.T. M.

Do Modernists Still Believe in the Existence of a Personal
@God?— This question is discussed by a writer in the Watchman-
Ezxaminer. He first quotes some modern philosophers, who either deny
that there is a personal God or declare this is a matter of indifference.
Rudolph Eucken says: “Whether God exists or not is not important
to the nature of religion.” Prof. Wm. James of Harvard said:
“I think the only God worthy of man must be finite.” Professor
Alexander of Manchester University, an outstanding philosopher in
Great Britain, writes: “God as an active, living Deity does not exist.”
Professor Otto of the University of Wisconsin said recently: “Among
the present-day philosophers there is a self-conscious determination
to dethrone God, stripping Him of authority and power and displacing
Him by a god selected on the platform of political and social ideals.”
Then the writer proceeds to speak of the position taken by prominent
theologians in this question. Dr. Fosdick is quoted as having said
recently in a sermon: “You may be surprised when I, a minister, say
to you that it does not matter very much whether you believe in God
or not.” Dr. W. N. Weirman, Professor of the Philosophy of Religion
in the Divinity School of the University of Chicago, wrote recently:
“In what sense it [i. e., the Divine Being] may be called personal is
a matter for further consideration. With me,” so the author says,
“it is an open question whether God is a personal being, a thing, or
a principle.” Our writer complains that a book by Walter Lippmann,
Preface to Morals, has received the endorsement of leading theologiecal
teachers in spite of its “disinclination to accept century-long defini-
tions of a personal God.” From the above it is evident that Mod-
ernists like Fosdick are ever becoming more negative as time goes on.
Finally they will probably arrive at open skepticism, whither, if they
are consistent, their religious thinking has to lead them. Put your
reason above God's revelation, and in the end agnosticism is inevi-
table; for reason cannot answer the great questions which agitate our
heart, which relate to the Being to whom we all are responsible for
everything we do. It is horrifying, however, to think that men who
call themselves Christian teachers are willing to drop belief in God
from the list of essentials and are thus on their part dethroning the
Creator of the universe! A.

In Confirmation of Gen. 11. — Mlle. Homberger, a distinguished
French philologist, recently published, and supported by numerous
proofs, a theory which goes far in confirming the truth of the eleventh
chapter of the Book of Genesis. Her thesis, set forth in a communica-
tion to the Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Létires, is that the
African languages are derived from the ancient Egyptian. M. Meillet,
a high authority in this field, has declared himself in favor of the
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theory, and his comments on the view are summed up by the French
periodical Le Temps as follows: “He believes that Mlle. Homberger
has formulated a theory that strongly conforms to the facts of the
case. According to Meillet it is certainly a hypothesis of the first
rank in this field. It gives reason for believing that the African
languages belong to the Babylonian group, the oldest known. The
result of this is to show that the number of linguistic types existing
in the world is really very small.” The Sunday-school Times, from
which we quote the report, comments on the theory, “This, of course,
points to the unity of the race from a stock inhabiting the Baby-
lonian plain, a theory with Biblieal implications.”

II. Ausland.

Berfammlung der Iutherifhen Freifirde in Finnland. ,Schrift und
Belenninid” beridtet Hieriiber, tvie folgt: ,Am 7. Juli [1929] fand in Labii
bie erjte orbentlidie Shnobalberfammlung unferer Glaubensbriiber ftait.
Die Eriffnungspredigt hielt P. Viind Y. Salonen iiber 2 Tim. 1,18.14. C
ftellte bie Frage auf: ,Warum miifjen die Glicder einer driftlichen Sirde
tren unb ftandBaft bei ber rediten, gefunden Lehre bleiben?* Die Anitvort
Iautete: ,1. Deshalb, tweil wir nur dann im Glauben bleiben und in ber
Crlenninid der Wahrheit wadfen Hunen’ Die gefunde Lehre bes Worted
Gottes Galt und durd) dbas Gefeh in fortgefehter Erfenninis unferer Siinben
und durd) bad Evangelium in fortgefesster und ftetd erncuter Erifenninis ber
Gnabde. ,2. Dedtvegen, weil twir nur bann Ehrijti Gemeinde auf Erben
Bauen fonnen.! ud) die Apojtel arbeiteten und lefrien allein gemdp ber
tedjten, gejunden fehre. 1lUnfere Gemeinbden wiren fidgerlidh grofer, wenn
in unferer Mitte iwenigitens eine Menjdjenlehre erlaubt twiirve. Aber bad
fonnen toir nidjt tun, da ivic bei der gefunden Qehre bleiben miiffen. LObs
gleid) fo bie redjte Qehre Falidhed bom Rechten trennt, fo gerreift fie bod
nidjt den Glauben, nod) gerteilt fie die Einigleit des Geijtes, jondern erzeugt
tediten Glauben und erhdlt ifn. 1Und badurd) ISnnen ivir mandem zum
©Segen fein ald8 Salz ber Crde und Licht der Welt. — Die Gejdiifte der
©tmnobde beftanden in Weridjten bes BVorfienden ded Synobalvorftandes, des
Saffierers und bed veranttvortliden Perausgebers der firdjlidfen Blatter
iiber bie lirdlide Qage und ihre amtlide Tatigleit, die durdjaus bie Billis
gung ber Gtnobe fanben. Alle bisher fdhon titigen Rerfonen wucben toieders
gemdhlt. Bum Programm der Stynode gehirte nod) ein Lehrovortrag von P. K.
Balve iiber die Redjifertigungslehre ald Hauptpuntt der drijtliden Qelre.
€3 toucbe barin ausfiifrlidh gezeigt, wie bie redite Lefre von der NRedits
fectigung bes fiinbigen Menfdien vor Gott dburd) Chrijtum der WMittelpuntt
ber gangen diriftlidhen Qefre ijt, fo bak alle Lehrpunite enttoeder dorthin
gielen ober bon bort ausgefen. 1nd tvieberum: tenn biefe Lehre falid ift,
ijt aud alle anbere Qefire falfd. 1nb teiter: Unbdere folgeriditig gelehrie
falfthe Relrpuntte verberben audy bie Necjtfertigungslchre. — Eingegangen
toaren givei Begriigungsidreiben, eind aud Hamburg bon Prifes 0. Nidel,
ba3 anbere aus Urensburg auf der njel Hfel (Eftland) bon P. N. Bauerle
(ber jebt aud ein bierteljahrlidhes Blatt Herausgibt unter dem Titel ,Quters
Iane)). Buleht fand ein Gemeindeabend der Gemeinde Labti ftatt mit BVors
trag De P. . Wegelius iiber ausivirtige Glaubensgenofjen. Die nadfte
Jafresverfammlung findet in Turku (Ubo) fatt. Fiir die Sffentliche Stellung
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unferer Glaubensbrilber ift e ein erfreulidher Fort{dritt, dbag infolge ifrer
Bemilhungen nunmehr der finnifde Staatsrat am 22. Auguft befdlofien Gat,
fie, bie Stirdhengemein{djaft al8 Ganged und alle bagu gehirigen Gemeinben,
in bad Regifter ber Religionsgemeinidhaften eintragen gu laffen. ,Siderlid’,
Heift €8 im ,Quterilainen’, ,ift in unfern Gemeinben die funbe bon der BVers
wicklidung ber {don lange in Ungriff genommenen Negiftrierung unferer
@emeinden und Sirdengemeinfdaft mit Freuben entgegengenommen worden.*
Yud) ic freuen und mit und mwiinfden unfern Briibern bon Hergen einen
?ieggb nad) bem anbern und reiden Segen fiir ifre Arbeit burd) Glotted Gnade
n Chrifto. . B.
Goangelifdje Belenner. ,D. €. D.” teilt bie folgenben Gedbadhinisfeiern
ebangelifdier Velenner in Deut{dland in Tefster Beit mit: ,Die Gemeinbe
@ibdringen bei Sarftedt in Hannover feicrte bas Gedbidinis ihres vor breis
Hundert Jahren von bden HildbesSheimer Jefuiten BHingeridjteten Pfarrers
Johanned Viffendorf am 8. September [1929] durd einen evangelijden Bes
Tennertag filc Stabdt und Land Hildesheim. Die Feier fand in befonders ers
ridhteten grofen Belten jtatt. — Die reformierte Gemeinde Nabevormivald
im NRbeinland gebenit ded Glaubendzeugen Adolf Sundbermann, ihred erften
Pfarrers, der, einundbadtzigjdhrig, auf BVeranlafjung der Jejuiten im Mira
1628 in8 @efiingnis geworfen fourbde und darin nad) anberthalbjibriger Haft
am 2. September 1629 ftarh. — Jm Rbeinland Hielt man bdie Clarenbadys
Qcdentfeier. Abolf Clarenbad) twurbe am 27. September 15629 zujammen
mit feinem Genofjen Peter Fleifteben twegen feined evangelifden Belennts
niffed in Stdln auf dem Sdjeiterhaufen verbrannt.” UAn ben Hanben ber
Papijttivde Ilebt bviel edles deutidies Welennerblut. IUnferm fveidy gewors
benen Glejchlecht tut es fehr not, baran erinnert gu werben. Y. T. M.
Starfes Wadi¥tum ber fatholifden Miffionen. Die ,Evangelifden
Mifjionen”, gitiert in ber ,A. €. L. §t.“, beridten iiber ein ftarfed Wadistum
ber fatholijdhen Miffionen in ben leften JYabhren. Wixr lefen: ,Mit Madt
Bat bie fatholifdje Stirdje in Weftafrifa im Togogebiet eingefepst. Sie Hat ihre
Arbeit dort erft 1800 begonnen und 3ablt jdjon 40,000 Chriften, wahrend
die Norddeutjdhe Mifjion, die feit 1847 bort tatig ijt, nur 28,000 getauft Hat.
Qhre Mijjion Hat fedhBundiiebziq Urbeiter, wikhrend die Norddeutidhe Mifjion
. . nur zehn Arbeiter dort ziabhlt. Allein in Lome {ind zehn Patred unbd
clf Sdwejtern. Der eingeborne Predbiger BVaeta beridjtet, dafy bdie Iathos
Tijden Werkjtdtten in Lome jeben Monat fo biel iftberfdjuf ablverfen, daf
Dafiir eine neue Station erriditet werben fann. Die apoftolijde Delegatur
in Pelfing hat bon allen Wifariaten in Ghina Statiftifen gejammelt, bdie
i auf dbad Jahr 1927 erjireden. Die Gejamizahl aller Katfolilen in
China ijt demnad) 2,427,331. Delehrt tourden im Jahre 1927 51,850
Heiden. Die Priefter dinefijdier Nationalitat gahlen jebt 1,248. An auds
Iindbijdjen Priejtern, die fo giemlidh aud allen Linbern bder Welt ftammen,
arbeiten in Ehina 1,887, alfo indgefamt 8,180 Priefter unter ben 400 bis
450 Millionen Ehinefen.” Uns lutherifdien Chriften ift e8 toidtig, gu wiffen,
daf diefe Crftarfung bed Papfttumd unter bem Jeiden des gottliden Ges
Tidhts jteht. (Bal. 2 Theff. 2, 8—12.) Nur fo Ionnen tvir fie “:?t zfm.l’;::ei[m.
fifer bie beutfde Miffion in den Paliftinaunrufhen beridjtet der Berliner
wJeihsbote” : ,Nad) ben BVeridjten der deutiden Miffionsftationen in Palds
ftina find bie beut{hen Unftalien in Paldjtina von den lUnrufen giemlid
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unbedRER"GHatiERGO ORI bMC BN efthe 818 NekiarcmBbceins, dec feit
einer Meibe von Jahren in Jerujalem, Bethlehent und an anbdern Orien
cigene Sdulen unterbidlt und Schivefterfiationen eingeridjtet Gat, Heridten
RNiffionar Jent{d und Dr. von Brigen, daf die Arbeit ungehinbert tveiters
gehe; Tebiglich die gemeinjamen Abendveranftaltungen feien dburdy die Bexs
bangung De3 Siricgdzujtanded befdjrintt. Dasfelbe gilt filr bad belannte
Armenifde Waifenjaus, dad chbenfalld vom Jerujalemsverein unierfalien
ird. Die deutidhen Miffionare Halten i) von jeber Einmijdung in bie
innerpolitijden Auseinanberfefungen ded Lanbdes fern, jo dafy ihre Stellung
bet ber ecinfeimifdhen Vebdlferung in Yeiner MWeife beeintradjtigt mwicd.”
$

8. $.

Das Elenb bed jiibifhen Sheinftanted in Paldftina fdhilbert ein Veridt
aud Jerufalem, den eine &t. Lounifer Jeitung exhalten Hat und verdffentlidt:
»Der fiibifhe Nationalrat Hat, um cine Entjpannung Herbeizufilhren, die
Juben aufgefordert, den arabijden BVoyfott nidht zu erividern; aber ba die
Araber ihn gegen dic Judben wweiterfithren und driftlide und mohammebas
nijdje Slunben mit Getoalt aus jiidbijden Gefdiiften Herausholen, veranlaffen
natiiclidy bie jiibijden Gejdiftsleute und befonbders bie Heinen Staufleute
und Handiverler ihre Frauen und Freunde, nicdht bei Arabern zu Iaufen.
Bubem ift bie Crbitterung bei den Juden gang tief in die Mafjen einges
brungen umd gerabe in den unteren Voltd{didten auferordentlidy ftarl. €3
Derridjt unter den Juden ein unbejdyreiblicdies MiBirauen gegen alle unbd
alle3: gegen bie Wertvaltung, gegen bie Lonboner Megicrung, gegen bie
¥raber, gegen den jitdifden Nationalrat, gegen bdie ionijtijhe Erelutive
und jogar gegen bie auslandijden Ehriften, bon denen fid) allerbing3 einige
toiifrend ber lnruben nicht Befonders gefdhictt aufgefiihrt Haben. Jebed
Wort, dbas bon irgenbeiner offiziclhen Stelle ausgefprohen wird, twird jofort
im ungiinjtigiten Sinne al8 Taujdungdmanidver oder politijher Trid ausds
gelegt. . . . Die Lage Hat §id) fo gugefpitt, daf amtlide Exfldrungen und
Berfpredjungen fmum eine beruhigende Wirfung Haben, fondern ehexr ald Vers
hohnung empfunden twerden und dadburd) nod) verbitternder twirfen. Wenn
nidjt entidyiedene Mafnahmen folgen, die gang eindeutig Letveifen, dak die
Regierung entjdlofien ijt, ofne fih um Drohungen und Propagandamandver
u tiimmern, eine fefte politijde Rinie inneguhalten, dann ijt dad Enbe dec
Cntiwidlung nidt abzufehen.” Wie die Juben, ald fie nod) in dem von Goit
ihnen gugeivicjenen Lande iwofnten, nad ifrem cigenen Programm Hanbels
ten, fo tun bied aud bie gioniftifdhen Juden unferer Jeit. A3 die Juben
nod) in ifrem fande mwohnten, follten fie nad) Gotted3 Programm an ben
ifnen berheifenen und in der Fiille ber Jeit erjdhienenen Mefjias glauben.
Gtatt beffen bertwarfen fie ifren Meffiad und wollten auf dbem Wege ber
eigenen Werle {elig twerben. Nadidem fie nun ihren Mefjiad berivorfen
haben, geht Gotted Programm mit ihnen dafin, dafy fie unter bie BVilfer
gerftreut werben, bamit fie in der Berftremung durd) bem Dienjt gliubiger
Ehriften quf bem Wege der Nadjeiferung an den exfdienenen Mefjias glauben
Ternen unb alfo felig twerden. Gtatt deffen ftreben bie zionijtijdert Juben
(unter Buftimmung anberer Juben, die feine Luit Haben, nad) Palijtine ausds
gutvanbern) nadj einem mweltliden NReid) in Paldftina. Urmes BVolfl WAber
Teiner bon und §at Urfade, fich iiber bie nady irdifen Dingen tradjtenden
SJubden gu erheben. Wenn Gotted Gnade fid) nidht ilber uns erbarmt Hatie,
fo tvilrden tvir aud) nad) unjerm eigenen Programm Hanbdeln. & B.
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