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188 Theological Observer. — Ricdlidy=eitgefchichtliches.

Pieper: Theological Observer. - Klrchllch Zeitgeschichtliches .
ftet vor bir. & bin 8, und idh tann meine Straft gu frgenbeiner Yeit
Betdtigen. Vgl. Job. 5, 25. Weldj infaltreidhe Verheifung, fonberlid
fitr bie fiber Razarus’ Tob betriibte Shtvefter] Dann folgt die prilfende,
bad Juuerfte durdforjdende Frage: ,Glaubjt du bad?* Berheipung
wic Frage Glauben fordernd, Glauben Todend, Glauben emu!.mb.
Durd) Vereifung wie Frage offenbart JEus, daf er in Walrheit ift
Auferjtehung und Leben. 1lnd Marctha? Sie glaubt, aud umm_ﬁ‘
nod) nichts fieht. Pepisteuka, id) ftehe im Glauben, toill aud) midt
wanten, das foll mein Glaube fein und bleiben, dafs du bift ufr. Stones
Bitte fic ihr tiefed Verjtindbnis der Worte JEfu nidt ausbriiden fonnen.
Qft ex Gotted Solhn, dann ijt ihm nidts unmoglicy, bann mup ec Leben
und Anferjtehung fein. Jjt er auf die Grde gefommen, bann gilt all fein
Werf und Tun den Kindern diefer Erde, dann Hat aud fie tciI_ barl:m

Halten aud) wir unsd an die Herrliden BVerheifungen, ?le 'm_f“
grofer Fitlle im Wort der Scrift unsd gegeben jindl Seien wic getoif:
2 Stor. 1, 201 (Qied 241.) T8

Theological Observer. — Rird)lid)-Beitgefdjicytliches.

I. Amerika.

us ber Synodbe. Was im Salenber unferer iilbnm_erihﬂﬂ'ﬁﬁ:
©ynobalgenofjen gu finden ift, daxiiber beridhtet €. H. W, im .Shtfflﬂlﬁ!““
von Rorto leqre: ,Diefer feinem Jnbalte nad) in Silbamerila eingig
baftefende Stalenber ift in jeinem fedijten Jahrgang exfdjienen. @lc alls
jabelidh, jo findet fih) aud) dieSmal vieder nur toirtlid) guter, emm‘_‘b'
freier, Belehrender und erbaulidier Lefeftoff barin. CEr fann beﬂﬁaw_mﬁ
lwarm genug empfoblen twerben und follte geiwify in feinem lutﬁ.lﬂﬁﬂ‘
Haufe fehlen. Aufer einem Uctifel iiber die Augsburgijde .Shmfcii!ﬂ} "-“b
aioei Glemeindegejdidten, ciner aud Vrafilien und einer ausd !rqtnhmﬂl-
enthalt er eine Anzabl Heiner Gefdichten und Cradhlungen. Wir toollen
nur ,Eine anjtrengenbe Wodje*, ,Etoad vom BVater Gowert’ un_b ,Sdjalli’
Berausgreifen. llnter Jtundjdou’ werben dem Lefer bie idtigiten Bes
gebenBeiten Ded bergangenen Jahres in der Welt im Lidjte ded fBorted
Gotted Turg bor Augen gefiihet. Landiirtidafilidhes’ wird bejonbers auf
bem Qande mit Jnterefle gelefen twerben. uferbem finbet ber Refer .He
fAdrefjen unferer Pajtoren und Lefrer folie unjerer Gemeinden, Predigts
und Mifjionsplibe berzeidmet. Durdh) die grofe Unzabhl bon _anaeiem
Bat der Stalender cine erfeblidhe Wergroferung erfabhren. Alled in nllc'm:
ber Salender ift e8 wobl wert, bafy er gefauft und aud) gelefen toicd.
Steiner berjdume e8 daber, ihn bei feinem Pajtor au bejtellen.” Der fBerlag
in Porto Alegre filgt aber die MNadridit Hingu: ,Scdon volljtindig auds
berfauft.” & B.

fiber Quthers ,Grobheit” lafen toir im ,.Lutferiffen Herold”: .E3
gibt immer nod) Seute, die und Luiferanern die ,Brobleit’ Luthers bors
erfen und fid) ifred8 Helden ald eined biel feineren Gefellen riljmen.
Des mogen fie fij brilften; aber bas migen fie fidy merlen, baly ber ,grobe’
Quiber aller Sdjallheit feind war und vom Polititus aud) Iein Harlein
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on fid) fatte. Hiren toix bodj, wad der fanfte Magifter Philipp Melandthon
fiber biefe ,@robleit' su fagen Hat: ,E3 Gaben ctliche, fonft guiberzige Leute
geflagt, bafy Sutfer Geftiger getvefen, al8 fid)'8 gebiifet. Jch till Hier feinen
el beilegen, fonbern anttvorten, was Eradmus oft gefagt Gat: Gott Hat
biefer leisten Beit, mwo grofe Strantfeit ilbexrfand genomunen, aud) einen
{darfen Arat gegeben. Auch leugne id) felbit nicht, daf fold Geftige Neigung
gutveilen filnbige; denn ¢8 ift niemand in diefer {dhwadjen Natur ofne alle
@cbredien. Dod) tenn inded jemand fo ift, wie die Alten von Hertules
und @imon gefagt Haben: Gr ift gwar nidht immer hoflicdy, jonjt aber gut
mnd aufridhtig, fo ift er ein Viedbermann und billig gu Toben, und wo jemand
in ber Stivdje, mie Paulus jpricht, ritterlich ftreitet und den Glauben und
guted @etviffen behiilt, fo ift ex Gott gefiillig und audy von und in Chren
u Balten. Wir wiffen, cin folfer war Luther. Denn ex Hat beftindig die
reine Rehre verfodhten und fein Gemwiffen unbefledt exhalten. Vud) mufp
ein jeber, ber ihn redht crfemnt, bBezeugen, dafy er cin febr giitiger Mann
nﬂul'ql und unter feinen Freunden fid) imumerdar licbreid) erzeiget, nie
aber cigenfinnig und zinfifdh. Und 3 war bod) dabei ecin Ernjt in feinem
BWefen, al8 einem joldjen Manne gebiifret. Sturg, ed tvar in ihnt ein Hera
05'“3. Salfd) und ecin freundlidher Mund.‘* Einige Monate vorfer lafen
oit in einem anbern amerifanijd@-Iutherijen Stirdjenblatt ein anderd ges
atteted Urteil {iber Quifers Girobheit. Da twurbe Luther gwar aud) ents
fduldigt, aber bornehmlid) dburd) ben iiblidhen Hintveid darauf, dbaf gu jener
Beit Grobheit allgemeiner 1jus war. Jugleid) tourde aber in diefem Blatt
auf Quthers Schrift ,Wider das Papjttum gu Rom, vom Teufel geftiftet”
(1645) Bingedeutet in dem Sinne, dafy Hejonbders in diefer Sdrift ein Beis
fpiel bon anjtifiger Grobfeit vorlicge. So Haben fdhon bviele gebadit.
Rutber felber ift fid) betouft und fpridht 8 aud) aus, dbafy ex in diefer Schrift
Defonber8 qrob fei. Cr fdhreibt (St. L. XVII, 1087): %), mein lieber
Bruder in Chrijto, Habt mir's ja zugut, wo id) Hier ober anbderstvo jo grob
rede bon bem Ieidigen, berfluditen, ungeheuren Monfjtro zu NRom. Wer
meine Gedanfen tweify, der mupy fagen, dajy i) ihm viel, viel, biel zu tenig
tue und mit feinen Worien nod) Gedanfen erlangen fann die jddndlide,
bergtoeifelte Qafterung, die er treibt mit dem Wort und Namen Chrifti,
unjers licben HCErrn und Heilands, ladit danady in die Faujt, al3 Habe er
be8 MNarren Ghrifti und feiner Ghriften, die ihm foldhe Glofjen glauben,
fein gefpottet, und dodh) grofie Pompa vorgibt, ald fei er Ehrifti BVicarius
und mwolle alle Welt felig madjen mit jeiner Peiligleit.” Mit diejer Sdrift
Bat e8 eine befondere Betvandinis. Sie ift veranlaft durd) aivei iiberaus
unberjidarite Screiben ded Pabjted Paul IIL. an den Saifer Starl V., mweil
diefer {id) anmafe, in Glaubendjadjen anbders zu urteilen ald der Papit.
Dicfed Verbredjen Hatte ber SNaifer namentlid) dbaburd) begangen, daf er
im Reidystagdabidhicd bon Speier (1544) den Protejtanten ein freied deutjded
Stongil augejtand. Der Papjt forbert, bajy ber Staifer alled miderrufe.
Wenn dasd nicht gefdjehe, jo twerde ex, ber Papjt, hictere Mafregeln gegen
den Saifer ergreifen. Selbjt Iatholijche Fiirjten iviinjdten, baf [uifer
gegen bieje papfilidhen nberidamiheiten die Feber ergreife. Des faifers
Bruder, Sionig Ferdinand, urteilte: ,Wenn bic bijen Worte Heraus tvdren,
fo bitte ber Quiber nidjt iibel gefdricben.” Wad bem Lefer, ber die Sadys
" Inge nidjt ndfher fennt und iiberbentt, anftofig erfdeint, ijt die Tatiade,
bajj Suifer gur Sdjilberung ber Greuel des Papjttums gleidnistveife bon
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14$ieper: Theolo‘c:ﬁicfal 0) bs‘grr\ygr. -K ricﬁ}c% Qeitng!gc imlliches
Rrperteilen und beren Funttionen rebet, itber die man in ber Megel jhiveigt.
RNadidem Luther baran erinnert Hat, daf ber Papft bon feinen eigenen
Sfeologen und Juriften geridjtet und geftraft wicd, fahet er fort: .9 ridte
und ftrafe iGn [ben Rapijt] traun audj nidht, ofne daf idy fage, er fei bom
eufel Hintenaus gebozen, boller Teufel, Liigen, Gottesldfterung” ufiv,
unb nun folgt eine Iingere Aufzdhlung greulider Dinge, bie ber M aud
feinem cigenen QYnnern Heraus in die Welt gefelst Hat. WAber man T_ﬂ aud)
in begug auf diefen Punft mit feinem rteil iiber Lutherd Gxobheit bore
fidhtig, toeil Der Deilige Geijt, ber dodj einen fo ,reinen Vunb und Fedes
Bat Ivic irgendein Menjd”, in ber Heiligen Schrift wabelidy nidt felten
oIdjambare Dinge” beriifet, PGl 8, 8; Matth. 15, 17; Marl. 7, 10; Hejek
16, 15 ff.; Offend. 17, 1 ff. .8 i

What about the Doctrine of Inspiration? — Kirchliche Zeil-
schrift, November, 1929, publishes a review of Dr. John A. 'W: Haas's
book What Ought I to Believe? stating that “it is a book written by
a mature scholar and a Christian of much experience, and it will
appeal to thinking Lutherans who are troubled by the gonﬂlch“
voices of the leaders of thought in our age.” On the conflict regard-
ing evolution the reviewer states: “Haas solves the problem, creation
or evolution, by accepting ereation through evolution (V).” _Thﬁ
troubled Lutheran would certainly care to know where the reviewer
stands on this matter. And as to the conflict regarding inspiration
the review summarizes chapter IT thus: “We accept authority in
religion, not because of any church decree concerning infallibility,
but because we sense and feel the claim of divine truth through the
convictions it has wrought in us.” We have a right to know whether
the reviewer agrees with this statement, particularly whether he agrees
with it as elucidated in the book. We know what Dr. Haas thinks of
the infallibility and inspiration of the Bible. The book (_leclmﬂ
“The early position of Protestant doctrine put an infallible Blblt_l over
against an infallible organization. It is supposed that the .oﬂxlﬂll
manusecripts of the books of the Bible were without error in every
detail. No one ever saw or can prove such an infallible set of books;
but their existence is made an article of faith. ... What the theo-
logian calls the Word of God, namely, the spiritual content of the
Bible, is an authority of freedom. It is not dependent upon a I_MM"
acceptance of an infallible record or any doctrine of inslzn:a.tlon-
What does the reviewer think of the inspiration and infallibility
the Bible, the Word of God? E.

Gine Drofung mit Prebigern weibliden Gejdledts, Der Lutheran
Companion (Yuguftanajynode) fpricht eine Drofung aus, twenn fid in Bus
funft nidht mehr junge M a&nnex filc ben Dienjt im Prebigtamt bors
Bereiten, al8 bied bisher ber Fall war. Diefe Drofung geht nad) einem
Weridit im News Bulletin balin, bap bie Synobe fid) veranlaht fehen
midite, bem Mangel an mannliden Predigern durd) FPrebiger weibs
liden Gefdlechtd abubelfen. Jn biefem Jujammenfang ivicd auf bie
Satfadje Bingeiefen, daf junge Manner von ber BVorbereitung auf bad
Predigtamt burd) den zu erivartenden geringen @ehalt und bie Sht:ﬁb
verforgung im Wlter abgejhredt merben. ud) Luiber ieift auf biefe
®efabr Hin, wenn er 3.W. jagt: .Diefe Nargheit [in ber Ileibliden BVers
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forgung ber Prebiger] {djredt bie am beften begabten §topfe bom Dien
ber ftirdie ab. Denn nidjt alle Daben bie Geiftesftirle und die Beit&nbmf:
Ieit, baf fie filc bie allerjdjwerften Arbeiten nur Haf und Hunger entgegens
nemen midjten. 1lnd vornehmlich einem Ehemanne fann nidts Scives
Tered begegnen, al8 fvenn er MWeib und Stinder darben fieht, bie er, wenn er
in einen anbern Gtand trite, glangend erndfren Iomnte.” (XIV, 1050.)
_ﬂemﬂ: malnt Quiher, ,baf man bie, fo im Amt find, aljo BHalte, baf fie
ihre8 ¥mied warten, bem Stubdieren obliegen und nidt enttveder Nahrung
Balben gar bavon Ilafien ober mit anbern Pandeln miifjen umgehen”.
(XIIT, 8)) 9Mmbererfeitd erinnert Suther dbaran: ,Ein frommer Prediger
forgt nuc bafiir, baf er fein Ymt redit ausridjte, damit den Seelen ges
bn.!fen tvexbe; adjtet nicht, ob er nidjt viel bavon Ifriegt, ja allerlei bdazu
Ieiben :!m[;. . « . lifjet’s Gott Defohlen fein, wo er gu efjen friege ujm.,
trdftet fidh aber cines anbdern €Sdabes, dbarum cr joldjed alled tut, in jenem
Leben, teldjer fo grofs ift, dafy alle Ungliid’, jo er Gier leidet, biel gu ges
tinge dagegen find.* (VII, 562.) %ud) Walther (Paftorale, S. 61) unters
laft 8 nidht, Bieran zu erinnern, wenn er jdreibt: ,Bor allem aber
bergefle ber Prediger nie, dafy nidht Menjdhen, fondern ber HErr, defen
Mt er ijt, filr fein und der Seinigen armes Leben forge und bdaf, je
geringer fein Qobn in diefer Welt ijt, cine dejto jdjonere Strome ihm bort
5_¢ltltftgt fei, fo exr Glauben Galte 6i8 and Enbe.” MWalther [dliekt Hieran
die folgenben Worte bon LQuiher: ,Was fragen ir danadh? Wir, jo der
ut[banlbatm Welt dienen, Haben dic Verheifjung und Hofinung ded Hinunels
Teidhs, und twird die Critatiung und Wergeltung diefed unferds Jammers
fo grof fein, baf wir audy uns jehr jdjelten tverben, daf twic um folder
Beradtung und 1ndanfbarleit willen der MWelt und jemald cine Trime
nh.tr Geufger Gaben entfallen lafjen. Warum, tverden tvic fagen, Haben
it nidit nod) ctivad8 Schtvereres exlitten? Hatte i bdody nimmermehc
geglaubt, bafy cine folde grofe Derrlidhleit im civigen Leben fein iviirde;
denn fonjt ivollte i) Ddefjen Ieine Schen getragen Haben, wenn idh aud
nod) viel mehr Hitte leiden follen.” (St. L. II, 1287.) DBeide Teile follen
3u Hergen nehmen: Ein jeder Tern’ fein’ Leltion, fo wird e wobl im Hauje
ftobn. & .

Fictitious Unity. — The American Federation of Lutheran
Brotherhoods is an enthusiastic exponent of it. This body, made up
of members of the United Lutheran Church, the Norwegian Lutheran
Qhurch, Augustana, Towa, Ohio, and several other synods, has for
its major objective Lutheran unity. Its second biennial convention
was in session October 30 and 31, 1929, in Chicago and was attended
by 94 pastors and 215 laymen.

The reporter for the Lutheran (November 14, 1929) is convinced
that these men are one in doctrine. “Another characteristic was the
evident desire to harness the man-power of the Church for economic
reasons and for the more effective advance of the Kingdom. Dr. More-
head remarked that, according to synodical statements made by the
officers of the several bodies, as recorded at Washington, D. C.,— and
not less than nine were represented at the convention,— they agree
in all essential points. Dr. Morehead’s slogan was ‘unity’ rather than
‘anion’ Throughout the entire convention not one discordant note
was sounded. There was no effort to obliterate synodical lines. There
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Pieper: Theologﬂal Observer. — Klrch Icﬂ ?eitgc‘e‘gc imiches :
was full acknowledgment of nationalistic differences which still obtain.
Each group has certain practises peculiar to itself. These distinctions
must be recognized. Synodical traditions are not readily cast aside.
It was perhaps because of these liberal constructions that there was
such a fine spirit of fraternalism. One was made to feel that he was
back in the apostolic times when it was said, “How these Christians
love one another? Some one said, “We all look alike. Wh;anmt
we be one® So are they one. One in doctrine. One in spirit. For
the present, more is not essential. The Lord of all will take care of
the future. . . . Dr. Fandrey, president of the Iowa Synod, Dr. C.C.
Hein, president of the Joint Synod of Ohio, and Dr. G. A. Brandelle,
president of the Augustana Synod, were the spokesmen (at the ban-
quet) of their respective bodies. Dr. Fandrey believes that the men
of the Jown Synod are better churchgoers than those of some oth_er
synods, and the need of brotherhood work is not so evident. Dr. .Hun
wants full agreement in all essentials first. Dr. Brandelle believes
that this body of men can be a great spiritual asset to the Chureh. . . .
Dr. T. F. Gullixson was the chief speaker at the banquet. He referred
to the celebration of the anniversary of the Catechism, the use of it
by the fathers and mothers of long ago. Dr. Gullixson has Ienr!_led Ehlt
for some provincial Lutherans it is easicr to cross over the line into
some Reformed Church than it is to cross a synodical lu!e within our
own Lutheran body. Dr. Gullixson left a fine impression upon his
audience.” ]

The Brotherhood is deluding itself. The unity extolled :!t Chi-
cago is a fictitious one. The “nationalistic differences” and ‘gynod-
ical traditions” would leave the unity unimpaired; but the synods
there represented are not one in doctrine. There is the vital difference
on inspiration and the sola gratia. The synods of the I"edcr_ahon are
not one in these doctrines. Dr. Hein had these things il} mind when
he “wanted full agreement in all essentials first.” And whl_le Dr. More-
head, according to the Lutheran, stated that these bodies agree in
all essential points, according to the Lutheran Church Herald, “he
[Dr. Hein] laid down as the first principle that there must be ﬁm
of all unity in the truth, in doctrine. To try to find unity by working
together and ignoring creeds is mot the true principle of Christian
unity” It is rather a pernicious form of unionism. And both those
who “because of these liberal constructions” are ready to practise
fraternalism and those who in spite of the recognized difference in
essentials are ready to cooperate in church activities are practising
unionism. .

As to Dr. Gullixson’s statement, — indifferentism as applied to the
relations between the Lutheran and the Reformed churches merits the
rebuke he administers; but indifferentism practised in intra-Lutheran
relations is unionism still. His address (printed in the Lutheran
Church Herald) ecloquently extols the treasure of the Lutheran
Church, the Catechism. But when he states: “In these streams are:
the murmurs of children reciting, of people singing, of groups con-
fessing, their faith, of men preaching, and, behold, when alien tongues:
merge into the common language of America, each stream finds the
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otherm possession of like precious faith itself” he is speaking of

a fictitious unity. — Unless this fiction be speedily destroyed, it will
lead to full church-fellowship among the congregations of the synods
of the Federation.

. The _Lutheran of November 28, 1929 reports: “A joint Reforma-
tion service of all the churches of the Joint Synod of Ohio and of
the Ul_nl_:et.l Lutheran Church in America which are in Columbus, O.,
mq vicinity was held recently in the Central High School Audi-
torium. . . . The service was in charge of the following pastors:
R. E. Golladay, D. D., Grace Church (Joint Synod); Rev. C. A.
Robertsotf, Indianola Church; Rev. H. E. Haas, Hilltop Church;
Rev. Lewis P. Speaker, First Church. Excecllent music was furnished
by the choir of ninety voices under the direction of Rev. Ellis E.
Snyder of Capital University. It is hoped that this meeting will be
but the first of many such joint services and cooperative endeavors.”
We do not believe that all the churches of the Ohio Synod partici-
pated. There is surely a mistake in the report. The churches (or
?hllm!l) that have participated have made themselves liable to synod-
ical discipline. We are sure that the hope expressed in the Lutheran’s
last sentence will be disappointed. We are sure that the great majority
of the Ohio people would subscribe to the paragraph on “church-
fellov.rship" in the late Intersynodical Theses: “Church-fellowship,
thnt 18, mutual recognition of Christians as brethren of the faith and
their cooperation in church activities, presupposes, according to God’s
Word and our Confessions, their agreement in the pure doctrine of the
Gospel and in the confession of the same by word and deed. (Matt.
7,15; Rom. 16,17; etc.) Ignoring doetrinal differences existing at
the time when church-fellowship is being established and maintained
or declaring them to be of no import, is unionism, which fictitiously
presents a unity that does not exist.” E.

Death of Prominent Baptist Pastor.— When, several months
ago, Dr. John Roach Straton, pastor of Calvary Baptist Church in
New York, died, a picturesque figure disappeared from the stage of
Ameriecan religious life. Dr. Straton was known as a Fundamentalist
who attacked Modernism without fear and without kid gloves. His
«defense of the Bible truths against the propounders of the evolution
theory will long be gratefully remembered. Unfortunately, he was
 dyed-in-the-wool sensationalist, whose vagaries and eccentricities in
this direction undoubtedly brought much reproach on the cause of
the Scriptures. A.

Berbreitung Nener Teftamente in Lateinifd-Amerile. Der ,Fricbensds
bote” {djreibt: ,Wie und aus Megifo beridhtet ird, beabfidhtigt man in
begug auf biefes Land bie BVerbreitung bon nidht tweniger ald 250,000 Neuen
Teftamenten. P. Dabvis, der im vorigen Mai Mexifo bereifte, [dkt fich diefe
Uufgabe bejonderd angelegen fein, nadjbem er bereitd in fritferen Jahren
«ihnlich fiic die Wibelverbreitung in Ehina und Storea getviclt Hat. Gegens
‘toietig befindet er fid) in England und madit audj bort Stimmung filc bad
‘WMexito gugebadite lnternehmen. Die Hauptarbeit foll im Jahre 1930 auds
gefilfrt merben, und bie ebangelijdjen Arbeiter in Mexifo begeidhnen fie ald
sein Wer? bon gang befonberer Vedeutung fiir bas Land.” Die BVerbreihmg
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ber WBibel in allen Lindern ber Welt, wie mwir fie Heututage bor Augen
Baben, gehdrt mit gu bem Segen, ben die Reformation, insbefonbere bad
Helbenmiitige Seugnis ber Suiheraner su Augsburg bor vierfunbert Jahren,
ber Welt gebradit Hat. Audj dbaran twollen tvic benfen, wenn twir biefes Jabe
bas bierhundertjibrige Jubildum ber Nugdburgifden Ronfgﬁ;nmﬂu

Is the Unity School of Christianity Christian? — This sect is
also known by the name of Truth Students or simply Unity. A good,
brief description of it is given in the “Open Letter Notes” of the SW_I-
day-school Times, which writes: “Unity, like Christian Science, is
unscriptural and antichristian because it denies the fact of sin, man’s
need of a Savior, and the Gospel of salvation through the shed blood
of Christ as the sinners’ Substitute and Savior. Unity identifies man
and God. That is the meaning of the word that designates this false
and deadly religion. It teaches that there is no sin, sickness, or death
and no Satan, or devil. It even goes to the blasphemous extreme that
‘man represents I AM identity.’ They make such statements as: ‘Th&
I AM, or Christ’; ‘In his true estate, man is the Christ’; ‘In m““}
both Jehovah and Jesus mean I AM’; ‘I AM is man’s self-identity.

“A valuable study of the subjeet is n booklet by C.E.Putnam,
The Unity School of Christianily and What Its Teachings Buea!-
(Bible Institute Colportage Association, 843 North Wells Street, Chi-
cago, 25 ets.)”

Since the Unity School of Christianity, as we understand, regu-
larly broadcasts its “services” and thus preaches its errors to thou-
sands, the information here given may be of value to our pastors whose
parishioners may listen in to such broadeasts. J.T. M.

Liberalism a Narcotic to Mission Enterprise. — Under the
heading “Why the Halt in Foreign Missions#’ Dr. W. M. Turnbull in
the Sunday-school Times advances the well-founded claim that “Lib-
eralism is a narcotic to mission enterprise.” He writes (in part):
“The issue of Liberalism must be squarely faced by denominational
organizations as the primary hindrance to any large advance. There
is much encouragement in the fact that in a recent conference on
missionary preparation, attended by representatives of the principal
Foreign Missions boards and training-schools of the United Sm_:es
and Canada, two important admissions were made, even though Lib-
erals protested their inclusion in the report: ‘a) Unitarianism leads
to sterility of propagating power; b) Religious Liberalism has yet to
reveal the dynamic passion which missionary ministry requires.’

“Tf the men who advanced these statements could catch the ear
of the Christian public, they would render important service to the
whole missionary world. When a missionary magazine publishes,
even with editorial questioning, an article containing the statement
that ‘missionaries no longer go to India to make Christians out of
Hindus, but to make Hindus better Hindus,’ the ordinary layman 18
outraged. Questions regarding the message and meaning of thlf
which attempt to undermine His claim to be the world’s only Savior,
may not disturb the faith of missionary contributors very much, but
they do undermine confidence in the leadership of the men who harbor
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them. Most missionary enthusiasts have been educated on the Bible
ln_d revere the achievements of men who were heroes of the historic
faith. They have not read of any missionary successes on the part of

bernh that would lead to offering them substantial support. In-
dividuals repeatedly stated: ‘Although I am a loyal church-member,
I do'not give through our board, because I am not sure of its sound-
nesa. Sul_pmion of Liberalism is deadening missionary interests in
the denominations. The people must be satisfied thoroughly before
there can be any hope for a forward move.”

The point here made is certainly well worth considering. Deny
the truth of Christianity, disavow the precious Gospel-message that
Jesus Christ is the only Savior of the world and that sinners are
saved alone through His blood, and no weighty reason whatever is
left wh_y the Christian Church should send missionaries to the heathen
countries. If the question of missionary pursuits is merely one of
making “better men,” then, indeed, the Christian Church ought to
confine its missionary endeavors to the home country, where there is
great need of “better Americans.” J.T.M.

President Hibben’s View Concerning God. — When recently
the Clugago Seminary (Presbyterian) celebrated its centennial, Presi-
dent Hibben of Princeton University was one of the speakers. On
account of the prominent position he occupies, his views on religious
matters cannot be lightly regarded. In addition, he is a Presbyterian
minister, who may be supposed to have given some of the best years
of his life to the undivided study of theology. The subject of his
address at the aforementioned celebration was “The Concept of God.”
What he said eame dangerously near to the shocking declaration, as
the Presbyterian puts it, that God is a creature of man rather than
man a creature of God. This paper quotes him as having said: “It
has been said that in our modern age we are creating God after our
own image; but we can conceive of God only after our own image,
and we justify that conception on the ground that we are made in
!hu image of God Himself; for, as St. Paul says: ‘A man is the
image and glory of God.” We merely take that divine element, poten-
tial in us, that enables us to recognize and entertain ideas of wisdom,
of justice, mercy, goodness, truth, which are imperfectly realized by
us; and yet we are inevitably constrained in our thoughts to raise
them to their highest power and then ascribe them as attributes of
perfection to the Being whom we reverently acknowledge as our God.”
There you have the characteristic earmark of the theology which we
call modern. The conclusions reached are not built on revelation,
but on man’s own observation, intuition, and ratiocinations. A.

A Scriptural Principle Defended. — The debate on woman’s
status in the Church alluded to in our last issue is proceeding apace
in Presbyterian circles, and articles are written on both sides of the
question, conservatives as well as the innovators, or would-be emaneci-
pators, setting forth their views. From an unexpected quarter, namely,
from the president of a woman’s college, comes a strong defense of the
Scriptural position. The writer is Dr. E. D. Warfield, president of the
Wilson 1('E‘»’ollege for Women at Chambersburg, Pa. He places himself

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/19




146 Theological Observer. — Rirclich=Beitgefchihtliches.
Pieg%‘:,Theolo ical Observer. - Klrchllch Zeitgeschichtliches
on r. 14, 34 and 1 Tim. 2, 11. 12 with an emphatic “Thus saith the
Lord,” stating that “the Bible is the Word of God and the words of
St. Paul are contained in the Bible and are God’s Word to us” Some
of his other ideas are worth being set down here. He agrees with
Dr. Erdman (Princeton) in the position that the distinction between
man and woman made by Paul “lies deep down in the facts of human
nature as originally constituted.” Man seems to possess the greater
fitness, under existing physical and spiritual conditions, for the post
of leadership and responsibility in the Church. Woman, however, is
not inferior in intellect or capacity for strenuous effort and may lay
claim to superior spirituality and consecration. “Nothing worse could
happen to the Church than its feminization.” Women themselves wgll
not be attracted more by preachers of their own sex than by men in
the pulpits, and the men who now come to church will hardly remain
faithful if the preaching will be done by women. While many women
are good speakers, the “essential power of the pulpit lies in qualities
which are masculine.” Paul has pointed out a more excellent way
for women in 1 Tim. 2,15. Then Dr. Warfield lapses into an exegesis
where we cannot follow him. Child-bearing in this passage reslly
means “nurture of children,” he says, adding that this was
long ago. It is true that Chrysostom offered this interpretation, but
it evidently does violence to the Greek term (feknogonia). But the
following words of Dr. Warfield strike the right key. “Beginning in
the home, the place of the Christiann woman has been that of .’dm
mother training her children in godliness, and her children have rigen. .
up and called her blessed. In the Church she has been not only a will-
ing hearer, but, like Dorcas, busy with charity. In every field she has
labored for and with women and children. In all times she has borne
her full share of the burdens of life for and with man, and in times of
persecution she has borne more often the pangs of martyrdom than its
crown, though that ecrown has been no stranger to her brow. Well as
she has wrought, her work is not done. She cannot be spared from
her multiplied labors in Home and Foreign Missions and the service
of every good cause to take up the work of man.” A
The Baptists and Disciples. — Under this heading the Waich-
man-Ezaminer reports an attempt at union by two local churches of
the above-named denominations. Since, however, the union move-
ment is gradually becoming more general, the writer of the article,
Dr. A. R. Stark, submits to the subscribers for his periodical for care-
ful study the “tentative agreement of the Disciple minister,” with
special emphasis on four points: a) the name of the new church must
include the words “a church of Christ”; b) the Lord’s Supper must
be observed by the new church every Sunday; c) the literature of the
new church must not have on it the name “Baptist.” These, of course,
as the writer admits, are only “facts of minor importance.” But there
is & fourth point of greater importance than the foregoing. This is
expressed in the words: “No one could be saved until he was immersed,
that his sins were forgiven in the act of immersion.” With this point
the writer takes issue. He states: — 2
“Tt is not fair to assume that this particular Disciples church is
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8 typical church among the Disciples. The present writer hopes that
it is not typical. But it is one church among the Disciples that holds
the doctrine ‘be immersed or be damned.’ I should like to know if
there are any more left that hold such a doctrine. We are entitled
to mformn?on on this subject before our churches are asked to unite
with the Disciples Church. The reference of tentative plans of union
to our associations would give an opportunity for denominational
expression and to gather information concerning local Disciples
chu_mhas_. + « . The unity of a few prominent leaders in both denomi-
nations is not enough to guarantee that such unity exists among the
ﬂlouuf.ndn of churches. It would be calamitous for leaders to attempt
to unite churches that are not in agreement on the great things in
the spiritual life.”

: _Whether the writer is a liberal or a conservative, he does not
indicate; but insistence on immersion still seems to be a criterion of
orthodoxy in Baptist circles. The Fundamentalists regard it as abso-
lutely necessary, whereas the Modernists look upon it as an adiaph-
oron. But be that as it may, we certainly agree with the last two
sentences with which the writer closes the passage and wish that all
Of our present-day union-mad denominations would carefully con-
sider them. If churches are really to unite, there must be unity not
merely among the prominent leaders, but also among the churches
the!nselvcs. Hence these have a right to be heard even if they voice
their dissent. That would delay many a church union, not for the
worse, but for the better. The last sentence ranks highest in im-
portance; for it certainly is calamitous for leaders to unite churches
where there is no agreement in doctrine. J.T.M.

IT. Xusland.

Die Torheit antiveligitfer Propagandbn, Wie bdie ,A. C. L. K.“ mits
teilt, Hat der Freidbenler Dr. € Wengraf im ,Neuen Wiener Journal” an
Ieitender Gtelle ein mutiges MWort gegen bie antireligisie Propaganda ges
tidtet. Cr {dhreibt: ,.Jebe antireligidfe Propaganba jdeint mir ein BVers
bredien. RNidt ald8 ob i ifre friminelle BVerfolgung miinfdte — gemwif
nidit —, aber i finde fie unfitilidh und verabjdeuungstviitdig. Nidt ausd
Glaubenseifer — bder liegt mir fern —, jonbern aqud bder einfadjen, in langer
Lebenderfahrung geiwonnenen Erlfenninis, daf ein religidfer Menfd unter
fonjt gleidjen Berhiltnifjen glidlider ijt al8 ein irreligidfer. Wie oft Habe
id) in meiner, allem pofitiven Glauben abgefefrien Jnbdifferena und Stepiis
anbere Menjdjen beneidet, denen ihre tiefe Meligiofitit einen fejten Halt in
allen Qcbensdjtiivmen gabl GSoldie Menfdjen feelifd) entturgeln ift ein
{ddndliches Beginnen. . . . Mic ift alle Projelytenmadjerei guiwidber. Unbd
Dbody begreife 1§ e nodj, daf einer, ber feft ilbergeugt ijt, im Befily bes feligs
madienden Glaubend zu feim, dagu aud) anbere gu befehren judt. Cine
Propaganda des lnglaubens aber begreife i nidht. Man Hat Tein NRedit,
einem anbern bad fdjithende Obdbach, und fei ed aud) nur eine baufalige
Diitte, gu nehmen, twenn man nidgt fider ijt, ihm ein befjeres, jdhinered
Daus bieten gu Innen. Aber Menjdien aus bem ererbten Heim ihrer Seelen
Berausguloden, um fie bann in ber Wilbnis ber Hypothefen und philojophis
{den Fragegeiden fiifrerlo3 Herumirren gu Iaffen, dad ift verbrederijder
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Satalismus oder berbredjerifdjer RLeidhifinn.” ~ JYn bdiefer HAusfprade bes
Tunbet iy da3 mafhnende Gemwiffen, dad fidh audy felbft nodj bet einem Freis
benfer finbet (bgl. Mbm. 2, 15) und jebem, ber barauf Gart, begeugt, baf
Chriftenverfolgungen fo unverniinftig find, baf fie ihren Urjprung nur im
Haf gegen die Wahrheit Haben (vgl. Joh. 17, 14). MWorte wie die obigen bon
Dr. Wengraf berbienen e8, baf man darauf adtet. ST
Mussolini’s Activities Predicted in Revelation 16?—Writing
in the Presbyterian, Rev.Jos. Taylor Britan, D. D., contributes a
lengthy article to the discussion of the prospects for world peace.
His contention is that there will not be any lasting, outward peace
on earth as long as Jesus Christ is not reigning here, which will not
happen, says he, till the Millennium sets in. 'We are here not inter-
ested in the chiliastic notion expressed by Dr. Britan, from which,
of course, we dissent, but in his interpretation of Rev. 16, 13. 14
According to Dr. Britan, the three unclean spirits which, as St. John
says, were like frogs and came out of the mouths of the dragon, the
beast, and the false prophet, can be identified. The dragon (and here
we all agree with him, because the Bible itself furnishes this explana-
tion) is Satan. The spirit coming out of his mouth is a different one
in the various periods of history. In our age it is Bolshevism. On
the beast the Doctor quotes some exegete, evidently approving of the
interpretation: “The beast is twofold; territorially, it is the Roman
Empire; personally, he is the last Roman emperor.” When he con-
tinues: “Before our eyes, under the magic hand of Mussolini, tlxe
Roman Empire rises again,” he creates the impression that in his
view Mussolini is the spirit proceeding out of the mouth of the beast.
“The false prophet” he seems to regard as a collective term, denotin's
all those that teach pernicious, subversive doctrine; and the epirit
coming out of their mouths are the individuals who are guilty of
corrupt teaching. If Dr. Britan thinks that Mussolini is pointed to
in this passage, that view can, of course, not be proved from Scripture.
If he wishes to hold such an interpretation as a private, personal one,
we need not quarrel with him; but he must not demand acceptance of
it as if it rested on divine revelation. In general we have to say that
interpretation of this sort had better be avoided, because a few years
hence it may be proved to have been entirely erroneous, and the
enemies of the Secriptures may use the occasion to heap ridicule on
the prophecies of the Bible. A
fiber DentfHland frither und jefst driidte fich nad) einem Veridjt der
Uffogiierten Prejfie der BVot{djafter de8 Deutidhen Reidhd bei einem in Relw
Port abgefaltenen Banfett fo aud: ,Wihrend [in Deutfchland] in ber
WBergangenfeit auf bie rein intellettuelle Wilbung ber grofte Wert gelegt
tourbe, ift jept bie Eniwidlung dex fogialen, der phyjijden und der Gefiifiss
eigenfdjaften die Yauptaufgabe der Erzichung.” Dicfe Bemerfung W’ﬂf
einer Einfjranfung. Golange bad beutfde BVolf noch) L[uihers Sleinen
RatedjiBmus austvendig lernte, glaubte und in die Pragis umjepte, wucben
in ber Ergiehung die .fogialen” Gigenfdaften reichlidy  entmwidelt”. Man
erinnere §ic), weldhe Berrlidhen fogialen Gigenfdaften Quthers Nleiner
Natedhidmus {don im erften Haupiftiid (,Bon ben Jehn Gebnt'en') Tefet
und einjhacft: ,Wic follen Gott fiirjten und lieben, baf ir unferm
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RNadjften an feinem LQeibe feinen Sdaben nody Leid tun, fondern iGm Gelfen
und firbern in allen Keibedndten”; ferner: ,Wir follen Gott fiirditen
unb Ticben, bafy wir feujdy) und iichtig Teben in Worten und Werlen unbd
ein jeglidjer fein Gemafl licbe und chre”; ferner: , Wit Jollen Gott fiirdten
und lieben, baf tvir unfers Nédhften Geld ober Gut nidht nehmen nody mit
falider Ware oder Handel an uns bringen, fonbern ihm fein Gut und
Rabrung Yelfen beffern und behitten”; ferner: ,MWic follen Gott fitedjten
und lichen, baf ir unfern Nacdjten nicht falfclich beliigen, verraten,
afterreben ober bdfen Leuntumd madjen, fonbern follen ihn entjduldigen,
®uted von iGm reden unbd alled gum bejten Tehren”; ferner: .Wic follen
G?H filedten und lieben, daf tir iumferm Nadften nicht mit Lift nad
feinem Exbe ober Haufe ftehen nod) mit cinem Schein ded NRechtd an uns
bringen, fonbern ifm dasfelbe zu beBalten forberlid) und dienjtlich fein”;
ferner: ,%Wic follen Gott fitedjten und lieben, dafy wir unjerm RNaditen
nidit fein Weib, Gefinde oder BVich abfpannen, abbringen ober abivendig
madjen, fonbern bicfelben anfalten, dafy fie bleiben und tun, wasd fie jduldig
find.*  Malelich, ein Herrlicher Unterridht iiber die .fogialen” Werhalinifie,
ben bad beutidhe Wol? {dhon ,.in der Vergangenfeit” im erften Hauptitiid
bes §tleinen Statechismus Suihers gefabt Hat! Ferner: Auf die widtige
Grage, twofer die Straft fommen finne, fogial forreft gu [eben (wenn
bas Mefultat aud) Hinter dem Biel auriidbleibt), anttwortet Buiher im
gioeiten und britten Qauptftitd des SatedjidBmus, bie bom drijtliGen Glaus
ben unb vom GJcbet Hanbeln. Dafer Haben audy boriges Jahr (1929) Manner
ous allen Berufsftinden Deutidlands ihr Bolf gu Luthers Sleinem Satedjiss
mud guriidgerufen a8 gu einem Budh, dasd nidt nur bie ,Seligleitdfrage”,
fondern aud) bie ,foziale Frage” loft. 8- %B.
fiber bie [utheriffie Rirde in Norwegen fdreibt Yvar Welle, Pajtor
ber [utherijdhen St. Peterstivdhe in OB8lo, Nortvegen: ,Wie in allen anbern
Iutherifhen Réindern, jo Hat die Iutherifdhe Sirde aud) in Nortvegen ihre
Feinbe. Das find vornehmlich) der Nationalidmusd und Atheidmus, die in
Nortvegen allerdingd imumer fticfer werben. Diefe beiden find gefdhrliche
Feinde; aber mwir trauen Goit gu, baf er nod) immer eine fefte Burg,
£in’ gute Wehr' und Waffen” ijt.” Diefes BVertrauen wird nidt ujdanben
toetben, wenn bie Iuiferijdie Slirdhe in Nortvegen bei dem reinen Evams
gelium bleibt und, wo jie bavon abgewiden ift, u dem reinen Evangelium
guriidfehrt. — fiber bdie usbreitung bder romifdien Stirde in Nortoegen
beridjtet P. Melle: . Wéhrend der finfzig Jahre, in welden bie Iatholijde
Stivdje verfudgt Hat fidh in Noriwegen feftaufepen, jind iiber breitaufend
Statholifen nad) Norivegen eingetvandert. Folglidh, ba 1928 fajt bierhuns
bert Statholifen tveniger twaren, al8 eingetvandert finb, Hat bie Fatfolijdje
Stivdie in Norwegen nidht getvonnen, fonbern verloren.” Aud) dem SKaifos
ligi8mus gegenitber tvird die Tutherifde Stirdge in Norivegen ben Sieg bes
Balten, toenn fie bei dem reinen CEvangelium bleibt unb, two {ie bavon abs
getwidjen ift, gum reinen Gvangelium guritdfehrt. g B

Der Papft Hagt fiber andbauernde {Hledhte Vehanbdlung feitend bder
italienijhen Preffe. Ausd der ,Batifanjtadt” mwurde unter dem 8. Degember
. Y. gemeldet: ,Papjt Pius Hat {id in einer Unfpradje an bie Iatholijden
Priefter Rom3 fehr jdarf iiber die Halhing dber fafdijtifden Prefje ber
Iatholifden Stirdje gegenilber auSgefprodjen foivie bariiber, baf e3 unter
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ben gegentvdrtigen Verhiltniffen atholifden Jeitungen be3 Lanbed immer
fdtvieriger gemadit twerbe, firdjlidie Angelegenfeiten und JIntereffen gu bes
fpredjen, iiber ben Papjt gu beriditen und jo jeine Redjte nad) dem neuen
ﬂatcmnidjen Bertrag gu erdrtern. Dagegen dufere fid) bie Fajdjiftenprefie
in rildjidtslofejter, unhoflidjter Weife iiber die Stirde, fo daf ber Papit
fid beran[nﬁt gejeben Habe, Hiergegen fehr energifd vorjtellig gnslng‘hﬂ-

Bu fpit. Aus der ,Batilanijhen Stabdt” twurde unter bem 15. Des
gember 1920 gemeldet: ,Die Seligipredjung von 186 britijden Priejtern
unbd fatholifdien Laien, die wegen ifhred Gilaubend in ben Jafren hvifden
1694 und 1679 Bingeridjtet tourben, tvourbe Gier Geute bei einem Hodamt
im ©t. Peters-Dom vollgogen. Starbinal Vourne umd eine groe Jabl
englifjer Pilger, die vom PHergog bon Norfolt gefilhet wurden, toohnten
ber Jeremonie bei.” Wir bringen biefe Meldung iiber die ,Seligfpredung™
unter der fiberfdrift ~Bu fpdt”, weil fiber bie Seligleit ber 186 britifden
Priejter und Laien fdjon Dei ihrem Todbe entjdicden war. Dasd iviffen wic
aud bder Sdyrift, welde lehrt: ,Wer an ihn [den Sobhn Goites, ben cins
digen Mittler wifden Gott und den Menfdjen] glaubet, ber wicd midt
geridjtet; Iver aber nidjt glaubet, der ift {don geridjtet, denn er glaubet
nidt an ben Namen des emgel’mmcn Solnes Gottes”, Joh. 8, 18. Femner:
»Selig {ind die Toten, die in dem HCErrn fterben, bon nun an®,

14, 18. 1iber ben tnm|fcﬁcn Unfug ber ,.Seligipredung” und .ﬁﬂﬁl'
iprtd;unn findet fid eine Darlegung in ,Lehre und Wehre”, Sﬂgﬂ-“:

8 ff.

&

Gine Negeruniverfitit in Afrifa. Aud der ,Philadbelphia-Gagetie”
teilen tvic folgendes mit: ,Wihrend dic Neger in den Bereinigten Staaten
lingjt ifre ecigene lUniverjitdt Befifhen, muften fid) ihre Naffengenofien in
ber afrifanijdien Heimat bidGer ohne cine joldje DeGelfen. Dem Mangel
ift unlingjt abgcholfen tworben; in Stompata, der PHauptitadt ded englifdien
lganba, twurbe bie exfte afritanifdie, ausfdlichlid) fiiv Sdwarze bejtimmie
Univerjitdt exdffnet. Da eingeborne Profefjoren nod) nidht zur Verfiigung
fteben, Bat man fid) einjtiveilen englijdje Qehrer Holen miifjen. Die BVors
TIefungen erftreden fid auf Mebigin, Tierheiltunde, Argneifunde, Philologie,
Theologie und Landivirijdjaft; fie erfolgen in der Sijuahelifprade, die in
gan3 Mittelafrifa verftanden ird. Jm crften Semejter Haben fidy bereitd
iiber breifunbert {Hwarge Mujenfdhne immatrifulieren laffen. Sollte diefer
erjte Berfud) exfolgreid) fein, jo diicften bald aud) in anbern Teilen Afrilad
Negerhodfdulen eingeriditet werden.” g 3.

Bermifdyted und eitgefdhidtlidhe Notizen.

@rage: .o ftehen bie Worte von Luither, die in ,Ehriftliche Dogmatit’
III, 626 itiert {ind und fo lauten: ,Meber ift der Papft Hiher ald die
Bijdjofe, nodh ijt ber Bijdof Hiher als die Presbyter nad) gottlidem Redt',
»Nec papa est episcopis, nec episcopus est superior presbyteris'?” Dieje
Worte jtefen Opp.v.a. Erl. III, 384, ind8 Deutide itberfeht St. L. XVIII,
819. Die Worte finden fi) am Sdluf von Luibers Erlauterung iibec
feine breigehnte Thefe .Bon ber Gemwalt bed Papjtes”. Die Thefe Eds
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