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Jrbijdies Vrot erhilt dies leibliche Qeben und felbft dasd nur eine
Beitlang, V. 49. 58. Migen Menjden nod) fo grofe Vorrdte ixdijden
Brots Haben, bamit Innen fie fid) nidht bom Tobe erretten, ebenfowenig
toie burd) bie Weisheit und Stlugheit diefer Welt, auf die fo vicle ihr
Vertrauen fepen. Sie mitjjen dodh Feitlid) jtexben und, iwenn fic fein
anberes Brot Haben, civig berderben. Nur ecin Lebendbrot gibt es,
Chrijtum. Nur durd) dad Cijen bdicjes Broted erlangt man etiged
L¢hen, B, 53.60.61a.57. Durd) JEfum fommen fvic in Wahreheit
gum Leben, gum geijtlichen Leben Hicr auf Grben. Ein Leben mit gutem
Getvifjenn — tie fann man da dicd ivdbijdje LQeben, die bon Gott dars
gercichten Gitter und Sdhdpe dicjes Lebens fo gang andbers genieBen,
fvic gang anderd Ieben! Wie wird ba dburd) FEfum, der unjer cigen
ijt, aud) unjer ganzer Lebenstwandel umgejtaliet, fo dap twir nidt mehr
im Dienijt der Siinde vergeblid) leben, jonbern auf Gotted Wegen twans
deln, unjern Glauben in guten Werfen criveifen. Wenn vir aud) jdlieks
lid) bon der Crde, aus dicjem Leben fdieiden miifjen, er wird unsd aufs
eriveden gum ewigen Leben, B. 54. Lied 194, 8. g
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Theological Observer. — Sirdjlid)-Beitge[djidjtliches.

I Amerika.

Aud ber Synobe. Jm Atlentic Bulletin lefen wiv aus der Feber bed
Dijtrittdprifes Virkner: ,Seien fie [biec Vefenuner bon Augsburg 1580] und
LWorbilber! Wix leben in einer Jeit, da dad teure Gottedtvort biclfad) gerings
geadytet wird. 1Und tveil man bad Wort Gotted geringjdhapt, jo ift aud) bad
Belenninis, die Lebre, vielfad) wohlfeil getvorben in der fogenannten drifts
lidjen Stivdje. Nidht Lehre, nidhit Dogma, Heifst ¢ vielerorts, jonbern drifts
Tidjes Leben fei die Parole. Demgegeniiber twollen tvir fejthalten, dajy Gotted
BWort, bie Lehre, obenanjtehen muf und alled drifilide Leben nur auf dem
gotiliden Worte, ald auf jeiner Grumdlage, beruht. Nur wo das Wort
@oites Iauter und rein gelehrt twird, merden tviv aud) Heilig als die Sinder
Gotted banad) leben Isunen. Soldjed Beugnid erivedt Wiberjprud) bei
benen, benen am reinen Goitedtvort fvenig gelegen iji. Gott fei mit und
vie mit unfern ,Batern® und {denfe und Glaubensdjreudigleit und Jeugens
mut im Belennen unfers allerheiligiten driftlidhen Glaubens, fvie er in dber
aué bem gittlichen Wort gefdhopfien Augdburgijdhen Nonfefjion Zum Auss
brud fommt!l ... Daf dicd gejchehe, fiellt Anjorderungen an uns, fordert
Opfer an Beit, Sfrdften und irdijdem Vermigen. Seien wir mit Freuden
Bereit, bem HErrn davon gu geben, damit fein Reid) FTomme und fein Wille

. gefdiehel  Wefeelt un3 jo der Geift der ,Biiter’, fo tird dbasd Jubildumsjahe
1980 ecin reidigefegneted tverben, ein Jalr, in lnel’:ﬁcm man nidt mux in
einem befonbc:m Seftgottesdienit einer Groftat im Neidje Gotted gedendt,
fonbern in tveldjem fortlaufend dber Segen Gottes fidh ilber uns, unfere Ges
meinbden, unfere Synode ergicfen Iird. . B
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A Request by Synod’s Catechism Committee. — At the synodical
convention at River Forest last year the English District had called the
attention of Synod to the desirability of the publication of a revised synod-
ical catechism or an entirely new exposition of Dr. Martin Luther's Small
Catechism. On recommendation of the committee to which this memorial
had been assigned, Synod passed the following resolutions: 1. Resolved,
That Synod instruct its Ven. President to appoint a committee of eleven
which is to make a thorough study of our Schwan Catechism with a view
to its eventual revision as well as the grading of the catechism material;
and be it furthermore 2. Resolved, That the committee ask for, and con-
sider, suggestions with regard to this work and submit its findings, to-
gether with the proposed draft, to all pastors’ and teachers' conferences and
eventually to the 35th synodical convention. This committee has been ap-
pointed by President Pfotenhauer and consists of the following men: Prof.
R. C. Neitzel, Prof. E. Kochler, Prof. A. Keinath, Pastors W. H. Luke,
E. Hoelter, E. F. Haertel, H. J. Bouman, School Superintendents A. C. Stell-
horn, W. N. Nickel, 0. E. Schrocter, and the undersigned as chairman.
The committee met for the first time on January 6 at River Forest Semi-
nary. A number of preliminary questions were disposed of, such as the
exact scope of the work, the manner in which the work should be carried
out, etc. While all the members of the committee are held to study the
entire catechism with a view to an cventual revision and grading, each
member was assigned a portion of the catechism for special study and con-
sideration. In later meetings the suggestions of these members and all
other suggestions received from other sources will be carefully considered
by the entire committee. We hope to be able to submit a tentative drait
to the various conferences at a date sufliciently early to give them ample
time for a ecarcful study of the proposed draft and for sending in their
suggestions to the committee, and still to enable the committee to submit
the final draft to Synod at its next convention in 1933.

Synod has required its committee to ask for suggestions in this im-
portant matter, undoubtedly actuated by the confident expectation of
Synod-wide interest in its Catechism. This notice is being written chiefly
for the purpose of arousing such interest and soliciting Synod-wide co-
operation and support. The committee asks all members of Synod, espe-
cially all pastors and teachers, individually and in conference assembled,
to give us their whole-hearted assistance. Above all, we ask you, dear
brethren, to remember this committee in your prayers, invoking with us
the blessing of our Father in heaven upon this important work. At the
same time the committee hopes that all members of Synod will show their
interest by sending their suggestions to the chairman and sending them
at as carly, a date as possible. We ask you to give us your candid views
in the matter. Tell us whether in your opinion the catechism should re-
main unchanged or, if it is to be revised, according to which viewpoints, to
what cxtent, etc., a revision is desirable, naming changes, additions, ete.,
which you feel ought to be made. Kindly also express your opinion as to
thie grading of the catechism material, its necessity, its nature, scope, ete.
The more outspoken Synod’s members will be, the better will the com-
mittee be able to serve the best interests of Synod. Every suggestion will
be thankfully received and duly considered by the individual members and
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the committee as a whole. Send your suggestions to the chairman, Prof. Th.
Laetsch, G529 Clayton Ave., St. Louis, Mo.

We are sure that the committee will not be disappointed in its hope
and expectation of Synod-wide cordial cooperation. Tx. LAETSCH.

fus dbem fheologifdien Seminar unferer Sdwefterfynode bon Wiss
confin beridhtet das , Gemeindeblait”: ,AMm 3iweiten Adventsjonntag [1929]
lurde P. M. Lehninger von Plymouth, Nebr., um Profejjor an unferm
Seminar in Thiensville, Wis., berufen, in cinem feierlidien Glottesdienft,
ber in der Mapelle unfers neuwen Seminars jtattfand, in fein Amt eingefithet.
Prof. A. Lieper Hielt die Hauptrede, in der er in Haver und nadbriidlider
Weije {id) iiber dad in unjerm Seminar befolgte theologijde Stubium bers
breitete.  Gr fagie citva folgendes: Dad theologifdhe Studium bdarf nucr
cine Quelle anerfennen, ndmlid) die Heilige Scyrift. E3 mui genau
fein, indem ¢ jeden in der Schrift vorgelegten Gegenjtand jo bejdhreibt, fo
von allen andern in der Sdrift vorgelegten Giegenftinden unterfdjeidet,
Degrengt, tvie die Sdrift bas tut. Wie dic Sdyrift alle Sadjen fein auds
cinanderhilt, um aller lUnflarheit vorgubengen und cine Hare Crlenninid
au jdafien, fo muf aud) das theologijdhe Studium fein. Dad iheologifdhe
Studium muf aber aud) umfaifend fein; e muf alle Qebren, die
bic Sdyrift vorlegt, treiben, nidjt eiliche Deadjten und anbdere unbeadjiet
Iafjen. Ferner mufy dad theologijdhe Studbium redit ordnend fein,
indem ¢8 bie in der Sdirift borgelegten Lehren jo ordnet, ifnen die Stellung
qibt und fie in ein joldes Verhalinis gucinander feht, ivie die Sdrift dasd
felbjt tut. Cndlich muf dbas theologijde Studium bejdeiden, bemiitig
fein. Jn der Sdjrift Hat Gott unsd jo viel offenbart, tvie zu unjerer Seligs
Feit nitig ift, aber nidt alles, was Gott Jelbjt weif. DesShalb bleiben und
mandie Sdyritte in den Wegen Gotied uncrllict und dbavwm dunfel. Hier
muf dad theologifdfe Studium Vejdjeidenheit und Demut iiben und {idh
nidht vermejfen wollen, Dinge zu erfliren, in Cinflang miteinander zu
bringen, dic Goit 1uns nidht offendart Hat. Das theologijdhe Stubium muf
fid an dem, wad bdba ift, geniigen lajfjen und bon dem, tad ed erfennen
fonnte und erfannt Hat, befennen: €3 ijt wohl 15itlid), aber dod) Stiiderl;
bad Wollfommene Iwerden tvir oben erlangen. Dad theologijde Studium,
fvie oben Dbefdhricben, ift jo widtig und notig, daf 8 durd) fein andered
erjei werden fann. Der erjte Sdritt zum wabren inneren Ehriftentum
ijt dic Erfenninis Glaube, Liebe, Hojfnung, Fricde und alles, wasd
nod) gum toabren Ehriftentum gehoren mag, Hingen an der Crlenninis
und Ednnen nidt ohne dieje jein. Sollen aber Glaube, Licbe uftw.
redjter Uct, twert, Geiljam, wirfjam fein, jo muf aud) die Crfenninis eine
flare fein. ©oll fie getvicit tvexrden, fo miifjen die, die dagu Gerufen find,
fie JeIbjt Haben; denn feimer, dex jelbjt nicht flar ijt, fann andern ettvad
Harmadjen. ©ollen bie, jo berufen {ind, anbern ecine Hare Sdrifterfennts
ni3 gu geben, felbit Har fein, fo miifjen fie bagu ausgebildet twerden. So it
ba3 unter uns geiibte theologijdie Studium unerlijlihg. — Die Einfiihrung
P. Lefningers in feinen neuen Veruf vollgog P. X. Brenner, Vorjifier ded
Berwaltungsratd unjers Seminard. Hierauf Hielt Prof. Lebninger eine
Unjpradie, in der er in gewinnender Weife betonte, daf exr {idh der Grife
der ihm nmun aufgetragenen Arbeit twohl berouft fei, deshialb aber nidt bers
dage, fveil er geif fei, der HErr twerde ihm beiftchen. BVom Stubentendjor

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1930



Uimpse

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/28

Concordja Theological Monthly, Vol. 1 [1930], Iss. 1, Art. 28
%Leologlulgomer.—x'itd;lw-éelmi idhtliches. 219

outbe cin Ried borgetragen. Alle, die antvefend taren, twerden bdarin
fibexeinftimmen, baf; €3 ein Genufy ift, dbem Gefang unfers Stubentendjors

_ guloufdhen. Die Falultit unfers Seminars ift nun ticder vollahlig. Der

HCrr fegne und behiite fiel” F. 8.

Dad religidfe Gefiht der Vereinigten Staaten. Nad) einem Veridt
in ,Epd.“, ben der . Apologete” bringt, foll fidh gurzeit im .religivien Ges
fidjt ber Bereinigten Staaten” cine Hidhjt bemerlendiverte Wandlung boll=
gichen. Der Sdjreiber bemerlt: ,.Man dilegt e8 in Deutfdland ald ein
Stenngeidjen be8 amerifanifdgen Stirchentums angufehen, daf Hier die prals
tifje Seite de8 Ehriftentums, oft in Geftalt einer biclgejddftigen jogialen
WBetriebjamleit, int BVordergrund ftehe und bdie rein religitie Yufgabe zu
berbunfeln brofe. 1ind oft Hat man dbamit — nidht immer mit Red)t —
eine abjdjihige Weurteilung amerifanifer Frommigleit vexbunden. Gleide
ofl Tiegt cin Derechtigier fadilidher Stern ber geiibten Siritif zmweifellos
gugrunde. Nunmechr beridhtet ein griindlider Stenner ded amerilanijden
Sticdjentums, Sir Henryh Luhn, in der lehpten Nummer der angejehenen Jeits
{dxift Revicw of Churches bon einer §odyjt bemerfendiverten Wandlung, bdie
fid gurgeit im religitfen Gdeficht ber BVereinigten Staaten bolziche. Man
fei Geute miide, fogiale ober politijde Probleme gu behanbeln, und verlange
bielmeBr nady einer fldrung der grundlegenden religivfen Wahrheiten. Dad
fei die Cinjtellung Dejonbders der Jugend in den Scdulen und Univerfitdten;
dod) aud) die Minner und Frauen der dlteren Generation, die die drijt=
lidjen Gemeinbden verantworilid leiteten, dringen auf Behandlung der lefsten
LQcbendfragen. ie feien der Gefdyiifiss und Finangberidhte mitde, mit denen
man fie itberhduft Habe. E3 beftehe cin ftarfed BVerlangen, gu den Grunbds
Ingen de8 drijtlidhen Glaubens zuriidzufehren. 1lud die Stirdjen miiften
biefer neuen Lage Mecdhmung tragen.” Riditig an bdiefem Veridt ijt, daf
man Biergulande die ginglide Verfagung ded .fozialen Evangeliums” ers
fabet, bad man fajt ganz allgemein an Stelle be8 Cvangeliums von Chrijto
gefeist Bat, wenigjtens in den Sreifen der reformicrien Stirdien. Da3 joziale
Covangelium Hat feine Sirvaft, bie Menfden an guien Werlen reid) su madjen,
chen tweil e3 nid)t Chriftum predbigt, die cingige Quelle alled wahrhaft
Guten. Wo aber der Glaube an Ehriftum fehlt, dba fehlt aud) die ausd dbem
@lauben Hervorwadyjende Licbe, die i) im Gutedtun ertveift. MWer {idh
bafer mit dem ,fozialen Cvangelium®” befaist, madt Banlfrott und muf
Banfrott madjen. Un dem Veridht ijt aber nidht wahr, daf fidh Hiergulande
ein ftarfed Verlangen finde, ,3u den Grunbdlagen ded driftliden Glaubens
guriidgulehren”. Man bdringt allerding® auf BVehandlung .der Ilehten
Lcbendfragen”, aber nidht im Sinne ber Sdrift, jondern im Sinne bders
felben blindben Vernunift, die {id) borhin mit dbem fozialen Evangelium breits
madite. Dad Hat dbad Foberalfongil flar bewiejen, indbem ed Nationaliften
ie Cabman, Fosdid 1. a. in Ymt und Wiicdben gefeist Hat. . T. M.

The U. L. C. and the Federal Council. — By virtue of the “con-
sultative” relation obtaining between the United Lutheran Church and the
Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America the Lutheran (Octo-
ber 31, 1929) feels free to publish and disseminate among its readers a com-
munication from the Commission on Evangelism to this effect: “At the
meeting of the Commission on Evangelism of the Federal Council, together
with the denominational secretaries of evangelism, who are members of
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the commission, . . . a program for the coming months was unanimously
adopted, culminating in the commemoration of the anniversary of Petecost
from Easter, April 20, 1030, to Whitsunday, June 8. . . . On Tuesday,
December 3, in Zion Lutheran Church, Harrisburg, Pa., the annual meeting °
of the Pennsylvania Council of Churches will be held. Later on, Monday
and Tuesday, January 27 and 28, 1030, the Pastors’ State Convention will
be in session at Grace Methodist Church, Harrisburg. . . . Throughout
the State a fine spirit of cooperation is prevailing, and every word received
from the headquarters of the different denominations has been encourag-
ing.” The U. L. C. is not ready fully to cooperate with the Federal Council.
The Lutheran declared on December 13, 1928: “The Lutheran Church holds
to the conviction that there is a fundamental difference between us and the
group of denominations for which Calvin and Arminius are the sources of
interpreting the New Testament and constituting the Church on earth. ...
A clear distinetion appears not only in the definition of the means of grace,
that is, in the recognition of the Word and the Sacraments as our Lord’s
instrument to generate and continue His kingdom on earth, but also in
a distrust of methods of changing the beliefs and acts of men by pressure
from authority, by State-cnacted laws and by compulsory efforts.” There-
fore “the present connection of the United Lutheran Chureh with the
Federal Council is ‘consultative’ and not organic.” And “the Council in
our judgment undertakes to function in spheres for which we deem it
lacking in authority. Into those spheres we are not free to go along.” So
the U. L. C. will not and cannot establish organic relations with the
Council. But the Lutheran hastens to add: “This partial membership is
not indicative of hostility to an idea of interdenominational cooperation.”
Its refusal to unite with Reformed bodies does not include the refusal to
unite with them in inaugurating a nation-wide celebration of Pentecost and
a joint celebration wherever feasible. There is nothing in the communica-
tion published October 31, 1920, tending to forestall such an extension of
the cooperation. The Lutheran does not tell its readers that Lutherans and
Reformed may, according to the principles of the U. L. C., join in preparing
such a celebration, but must not join in the celebration itself. Will Zion
Lutheran Church of Harrisburg, after opening its doors to the Reformed
preachers planning a celebration, close its pulpit to these same men desir-
ing to speak at the celebration itself? And what would happen if, in
designating men as available preachers, the Commission on Evangelism
should, as is fit and proper, designate the president of the Council, Bishop
McConnell? Bishop McConnell does not only deny the means of grace,
but is an out-and-out Modernist. Zion Lutheran Church would hardly in-
vite him into its pulpit. Even Reformed circles refused to do so. Then
why sustain any kind of relation with a body submitting to the leadership
of such a man? E.
Die bfumenifdje Bebentung der deunt{den Spradie, Die ,A. C. 2. K.
f{djreibt: ,itber bie SPumenifdie Wedentung bder bdeutiden Sprade md
beutjdjer Theologie Jprad) jiingjt in BVerlin der befannie D. Adolf Seller
in vertrautem Sireife. Cr Deridhtete iiber eine Meife, bie er gerade durdy
©dveden, Finnland, die baltijdjen Staaten und Polen gemadit Hatte. Er
tvie3 babei auf ben ftarfen Cinflufy der deutjdien Sprade und Wijjenfdaft
Bin, den er in ben nordijdjen und baltijdhen Léndern gefunden Habe. Jebers
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amani, indbefonbere fver etivas mit der Theologie au tun Habe, Lnne Deutid,
Tefe bie beutfhen mwiffenfdaftlichen Biidher und fei bertraut mit den deutfden
theologijhen Problemen.” fihnliche8 fonnte der Werliner lniverjititdpros
feffor Dr. Ridjter bon einem BVefud in den Vereinigten Staaten bon Rords
amerifa beridgten: ,Wdhrend in ben Jahren 1924-25 audy in firdlichen
und wiffenfdjaftlidhen Sireifen Nordameritad nod) cine Spannung Deutids
Iand gegeniiber gu verjpiiren war, legten in diefem Jahre die ameritanijen
heologieprofejjoren, mit demen bder Nebdner gujammentam, Wert darauf,
3u berfidern, bafy jie minbdejtens cbenjo vicle bdeutide Viidger lefen ald
englijdie.” Wir giveifeln etivad davan, ob die Tebte Ausfjage voll und gang
auf Walhrheit beruht. Jnmmerhin diicfen Iir aber nidht den Wert ber
deutidjen Spradye fiic die Theologic audh in unjern Siveifen verfennen. Und

- Ddabei denfen ivir vor allem an die theologifdge Riteratur, die und Gott in

der eigenen Shnobe gejdjentt Hat. R

Der ginglide NRicbergang der Evangelifjen Synodbe von Norbs
amerife. Die Cvangelijdie Shnode bon Nordamerila Hat im Oftober vorigen
Sabred gelegentlid) ifrer Generalfonferenz in Rodjejier, N. ., den Unirag
gur Bereinigung mit der Reformiecten Stivdhe in den Vereinigien Staaten
und der RNivdhe der Verecinigten Britder in Chrijto fajt einjtimmig anges
nommen. Jn den beiden lebtgenannten Norperidafien war die Vereinigung
bereitd in friiberen Stonferengen genchmigt twordben. So bleibt jebt mur
nod) bie Ausgleidhung minderividtiger Ungelegenheiten iibrig, um die BVers
cinigung ber drei Gemeinfdhafien gujtande zu bringen. Dad bebeutet bie
vollige Losfjagung der Cvangelifdien Nirde bom Luihertum und ben villigen
fibergang gum reformicrten Sdivarmgeijtertum. BVei einer jolden Vers
feudung burd) lnionismus und Sdwdrmerei ijt e3 nidt zu vertmmbern,
Daf fid) der Mobernidmus unter den Evangelijdhen inmumer toeiter berbreitet.

J. T M.

Neidlid) verbienter Spott iiber cine ,mene Neligion”. JIn einer
©t. Qouifer politifden Jeitung Deriditet jemand, baf fidh in Netw FPort eine
neue Religiondgefelljdaft unter bem Namen ,,Crjte Humanijtijde Sefelidaft
von Netw Pork” gebilbet habe. Die neue Gefellfdaft wird niher jo bejdries
ben: ,Sie ijt up to date. Sie hat bi3 jest 106 Glicdber. €58 gibt feinen
Gott, feinen Himmel, feine Siinde, feine Crldjung, fein Gebet in dber neuen
Religion. Sie ift bejtimmt fiir jolde Qeute, ,die {idh) zu gar Ieiner Stirde
Balten’. ... G35 ijt boch fonderbar, bon NReligion u redenm, ofne der ,Siinde’
Crivdhnung au tun. YUber die Siinde zu ignorieren, ift eine ber Eigentiimns
lidifeiten unjerer Tage. P. Dr. Shelton, der an ber Spipe de3 National
Bible Institute jteht, madit die BVemerfung, daf er in 41 Netw Porler Pres
bigten nur einmal dad Wort ,Siinde* gefunden Habe.” — Wir glauben
nidgt, daf; 8 in anbern Stidten twefentlidh anders jteht. Der Unitaridmus,
der feine Simbde und feinen Born @otted iiber die Siinde im Sinne ber
Heiligen Sdixift fennt und dedhalb aud) bie satisfactio Christi vicaria al3
unndtig abiveift und verjpoitet, ijt toeithin die Herrjdhende Religion im Lanbde
gelvorden. Audj ift ¢8 nidht iiberjliifjig, twenn tvir un3 daran erinnern, dap
aud) in unjerm Fleijde nod) eine Jaghajtigleit jid) meldet in bezug auf die
dffentlidhe und jonderliche Vertiimdigung, bafy ber Simbe Sold bie elvige
Berdbammnis ift. Diefer Schivadyheit fommt die Mahnung Hefel. 8, 17—19
Ju Hilfe: ,Du Menjdentind, ih Habe didh) gum Wiadjter gefest iiber bdasd
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Haus Jdracl. Du follit aus meinem Munde ba3 MWort oren und fie bon
meinefloegen warnen. Wenn id) dem Gottlofen fage: Du muft bed Tobed
ftexben, ambd du warneft ihn nidit umd fagft e8 iGm nicht, damit {i der
Giottlofe bor feinem gottlofen Wefen Giite, auf dafy er lebendig bleibe, fo
toird der Gottlofe um feiner Siinde willen jterben, aber fein Blut Wil id
von bdeiner Pand forbern. Wo du aber den Gottlofen iwarneft und er fid
nidjt Gefehret bon feinem gottlofen Wefen und Wege, fo vird er um feiner
Siinde willen fterben, aber du Paft beine Seele ervetiet.” MWalther fogt
in feincr Rajtorale, S. 88: ,ESo nitig die Mmtvendung ded MWortes Gotted
aur Bejtrafung der faljden Lelre ift, cbenjo nitig ift die Anivendung beds
felben aud) gur Veftrafung ber Siinben ober ber epanorthotifie Ges
braud) des Worted Glotted. OHierbon {dhreibt Luiher in feiner Borrede gur
Stirdjenpoftille vomt Jahre 1548: ,Weldjer Pfarrherr oder Prebiger nidt
jtrafet die Siinde, ber muf mit fremben Eiinben gum FTeufel fahren, wenn
er gleid) feiner cigenen &Siinden Halben, fo ihin bergeben find, cin Kind der
Seligleit it~ TP

A Right Verdict from a Strange Source.— The Presbyterian re-
ports a three-cornered debate of more than passing interest, the contending
parties being Humanists, Modernists, and Fundamentalists. Dr. Henry
Sloane Coffin, president of Union Theological Seminary and one of the
protagonists in the camp of Modernism, some time ago expressed the view
that Fundamentalists and Modernists should forget their differences and
join hands in combating Humanism. The Fundamentalists did not take
kindly to the invitation, and the Humanists became incensed, saying some
harsh things about the Modernists, which, however, are true. Writing in
the Christian Register, o certain Willinm A. Marzolf, himself evidently
one of the so-called Humanists, makes the statement that, “whatever the
religion of the Modernists may be, it is not the Christian religion.” San-
tayana, the famous erstwhile Harvard philosopher and man of letters, is
quoted with approval: “As to Modernism, it is suicide. It is the last of
those concessions to the spirit of the world which half-believers and double-
minded prophets have always been making; but it is a mortal concession.
It concedes everything; for it concedes that everything in Christianity,
as Christians hold it, is an illusion. The Modernists in their hearts are
not Christians, but diametrically opposed to the fundamental faith and
purpose of Christianity.” These worldly-minded men have an acute enough
intellect to perceive that, while the Modernists still cling to the shell of
Christianity, they have given up the kernel. A.

Another State Supreme Court Decision against Bible Reading
in Public Schools. —The State in question is South Dakota, where the
respective opinion was handed down on June 27, 1929. The Commonweal
reports the case which led to the decision as follows: —

“Marvin Finger was a pupil in the public schools of Meade County
during the month of February, 1925, at which time the school board of
Faith School District, the competent authority, dirceted that the Bible
be read or the Lord's Prayer recited, withoul scctarian comment, in all
schoolrooms where public school was being conducted. Protest was made
by certain of the Catholic pupils, and for a short period thereafter they
were excused from attendance. Some disarrangement scems to have fol-
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lowed this exemption, whereupon the board instructed the superintendent
to see to it that no child missed either Seripture-reading or the opening
exercises in the morning. That order was enforced, and young Finger
was summarily expelled and informed that he would not be taken back
unless he signed a written apology and promised to ‘willingly and cheer-
fully comply’ with the school board’s regulations, His father sought, by
an action of mandamus, to compel the school board to readmit young
Marvin and thereafter excuse him from attendance at what the father
called religious services. The sought-for relief was denied by the Meade
County Court. On appeal the State Supreme Court, by a three-to-two
vote, reversed this decision, in consequonce annulling section 7050 of the
State Code, which provided that the Bible might be read, without sectarian
comment, in the State schools.”

In supporting this verdict, the members of the Supreme Court who
voted for it pointed out that this country was settled by people who wished
to escape persecution for their religious beliefs; that this is manifest from
the guarantees put into the Constitution; that these men were aware
of the dire consequence of State interference with the Church; that the
legitimate function of the publie school is to impart secular knowledge;
that the attempt to bave the Bible read in the public schools, even when
all comment is to be omitted, leads to difficulties, since our citizens are
not agreed on the version to be employed, ete.— The reader will find this
instructive article in the Commonweal of November 27, 1920, A,

I1. Xusland.

Fiinfunbdswanzigjihriged Beftehen der Gemeinde in  Habderslehen,
CSlewig. Die ,Freilivde” Oeridtet: ,Die Gemeinde in Hadersleben
fonnte am 21. Sonntag nady Trinitatis [1020] ibr fiinfundaivanzigjdhriges
Stirdweihjubildum feiern. In dem fejtlidh gefdmitdten Stirchlein rourden
dwei Feftgottesbienjte gebalien. Am Vormittag predigte Pridjes Peterjen
iiber Bj. 108, 1—38 in deutjder Sprade, bann P. TH. Willtomm: in dinifder
Cpradje iiber 2 Mof. 20, 24. Dant gegen Goit fitx die getwdhrie Gnabe,
bafy er fein Reid) hier auf Crben baut durd) das Wort bon der Vergebung
ber Siinben, und bie Vitte um feinen ferneren Segen twar der Grundion
in diefem Glotteddienjt. m Nadymittag verfammelte fid) die Gemeinde nod
cinmal in dem Stirdhlein zu cinem Mifjionsfeftgotieddienjt. Der fing danifd
an und jdlofy deutid. P. Willlomm geigte an Hand von Jef. 12, daf gum
rediten Miffionsver? Freude ndtig ift und two man bdiefe Freude BHolen
Iinne. Dann redete Prifes Peterfen von der Nottwendigleit der Mifjion
und dem recdhten Jnbalt der Mijjiondvertiindigung. Sein Text foar Apoft.
4,12. Gdjte taren gefommen aud Lodning in Yiitland und Flensburg.
linfere @emeinbe Hier in Hadersleben jtellt die BVerbindbung bdar zmwijden
Deutjhland und Dinemart. Gott fegne unjere Arbeit aud) in Q%ne;;at!l"

Dffene Nivdjen. Dex ,Luth. Herold” Deridjtet Dierilber ausd einem
beutidien Wechfelblatt: ,Jn den beutjdjscvangeliffen Gemeinden Polens,
bor allem jorveit fie Tutherijhe Tradition Haben, gewinnt die Welvegung fiie
bie Dffenhaltung der Stirdhen an ben Wodjentagen an BVoben. Die Sfirdens
Tollegien ber ©t. Johanniss und der St. Matthaigemeinde in Lods haben auf
gaBlreiche Witten bon Gemeinbdeglicbern bejdjlofjen, ihre Stirdjen jeden Tag

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/28

= )



Pager: Theolagissib@ase Otervisr chlighafril gassdninhitigees

von 7 UGr frilh bid8 12 Nhr mittags gedffnet au Halten. Tdglid) lommen
Gemeindeglicder, die die Stirdje au ftiller Andadit umd gum Gebet auffuden.
Die Neuerung twicd daber zu einer ftandigen Einridtung werden.” Offene
Stirdjen Gaben aud) unter Proteftanten einen grofen Worteil: fie laden an
Wodjentagen die Gemeindeglicder gur ,ftillen mbadyt”- unb .geiftlidhen
Gammlung”. Daf ed bei den Chriften der Heutigen Jeit nidit mehr Hiufig
3u foldien fmdacjten fommt, fann man Degreifen, twenn man fi) nuc bad
Gletvirr unferer aufgeregten Beit mit feiner Yaftigen Viclgejdiiftigleit ober
aud) nur bie Beutigen Wolhnungsverhilinifie, bejonders in ben Grofitidten,
pergegenivictigt. 1nd dody, foll bie .ftille Anbdacht” redjter Art und tvirks
Tid) von Segen fein, fo miijjenn cvangelife Ehriften bor allem daran benfen,
baf c8 ofjne Gottes Wort feine redite Andacht gibt. Gelen dafer evans
gelifge Ghriften an Wodjentagen gur ,offenen Stirdje”, fo biicfen fie bied
nicht tun, teil fie vielleicdit meinen, daf iGnen Gott bort néber fei al8 jonjtivo
— viclleidit gar nad) rémijd cingeftellter Unfdauung ald ,cudariftifder
®ott” in der Monjirang — ober dafy ifhre Gebete dort mwirfungsfrdftiger
feien al3 daBeim — aud) das ijt rimijde Anjdauung — obder daf die ftille
ndacht barin bejtehe, bafj man {id) in gelocihter Gefiihlsdufelei exgeht —
das ift Sdwidrmerei —, jonbdern jie fommen, tveil jie bort ungejtort ein
Wort Gotted lefen ober ein Gebet, bad auj Gotted Wort Bafiert, fpreden
fonnen.  Sturg, die rechte Undbadyt lebt und twebt allein in Gotted Wort, ivie
aud) und cvangelifhen Chrijten dic Prebigt des Worted Glotted bie Stirden
redht fueibt und Heiligt. Aud in unfern amerifanijden Sitxden fordern unjere
protejtantijdien Chrijtenn die .Offenhaltung der Stirdien an ben Wodjens
tagen”; fjelbjt in Tutherijden Streifen feblt nidt das Werlangen bdanad.
#»Die Qidter brennen, die Orgel fpiclt, alles ift fo feierlidh.” Sorgen hic
baber, baf die ,ftille Ambdad)t” nidht gur gefiihlsjeligen Schtvdrmerei tvicd!
3.2 M.

A New Roman Catholic Translation of the Bible. — The Common-
weal (Roman Catholic) informs its readers in two articles, which ap-
peared in consecutive numbers, that a new Catholic version of the Serip-
tures is in the making and that the New Testament part of it has almost
been completed. Several New Testament books of this translation have
been issued in advance to acquaint the public with the venture. The work
is to be called the “Westminster Version of the Seriptures.” As the name
indicates, the headquarters of this enterprise is located in England. In
writing about this version in the two articles mentioned, Father Keating,
of London, one of the staff of translators, tells us something about its
history and its nature and incidentally gives expression to some views
which produce a definite reaction in the Protestant reader. The version
which hitherto has served as the standard Catholic version of the Serip-
tures for English readers, begun in Reims in 1578 and printed in Douay
in 1609—10, is declared to be overliteral and no longer adequate. (Asa
curiosity I may point to the translation of the Fourth Petition of the
Lord’s Prayer: “Give us to-day our supersubstantial bread,” which re-
minds us that the Douay version is merely a rendering, and at that not
a very intelligible one, of the Vulgate.) ALout the middle of the last
century John Henry Newman, known as n master of English, had been
entrusted by Cardinal Wiseman with the task of producing an accurate
rendering of the Latin Vulgate into English, and he had engaged in this
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work, having selected a group of coworkers, when the news came that
Bishop (Inter Archbishop) Kenrick in America was working at a revision
of the Reims, or Douay, version, whereupon Newman dropped the under-
taking. The Kenrick version appeared, but did mot prove popular. The
present attempt started as a private enterprise, but in 1013 received the
endorsement of the English hicrarchy. Father Kenting is at considerable
pains to make his renders believe that the Roman Catholic Church has
always favored Bible-reading. “It was only,” says he, “when at the Refor-
mation an appeal was made to the Scriptures as the sole rule of faith and
when, by the spread of unauthorized vernacular translations, Christians
were invited to judge for themsclves what they should believe, that the
Church made strict regulations concerning the use of the Bible by the
faithful, forbidding the issue of translations not approved by herself and
[not] provided with adequate interpretative notes.” What, we ask in
amazement, has become of the learned father’s knowledge of history? Has
he forgotten about, or never heard of, the letter of Pope Gregory VII
written in 1080, addressed to the king of Bohemia, in which the “Holy
Father” vehemently opposed giving the Bible to the people in the ver-
nacular? or the decree of 1229, issued by Pope Gregory IX and the Couneil
of Toulouse, prohibiting the laity to possess the books of the Old and the
New Testament, permitting the common people to own merely the Psalter,
the Breviary, and the Horee, but by no means in the popular speech?
A long list of similar decrees might here be brought to his attention.
His remark on the respective eanon of the Council of Trent is interesting:
“The Tridentine legislation, which restricted the reading of the Scriptures
in the vernacular to those of the faithful whom ecclesiastic authorities
judge likely to profit by it, has long become obsolete, and Pope after Pope
in recent days has urged upon Catholics the advisability of studying the
Bible, so as both to gain a fuller knowledge of their faith and to find fresh
stimulus therein for their devotion.” 'Here the dogma of papal infallibility
evidently is punctured. Of course, even to-day the Popes do not dare to
give the Scriptures to the people without “adequate interpretative notes.”
— The Westminster translation is not based on the Vulgate, but on the
original text. “We thus,” says Father Keating, “get nearer to the minds
of the original writers than if we sought to reach them through St. Jerome’s
intellect, powerful and well equipped as it was.” This is an important
admission. Can Father Keating in the face of it defend his adherence to
the decree of the Council of Trent, which invests the Vulgate with higher
authority than the original Hebrew and Greek Scriptures? A.

Die rimijdjc Propaganda in Jsland. Daf Rom jeist fein Augenmert
auf die jogenannten ffandinavijdien Lander ridtet, ift befannt. Aud Jsland
toith jebt tvieder ald8 Mijjionsfeld ausgebeutet. So meldete cine Depejde
aus Rehljavit, Island, gegen Eude desd vorigen Jabhred nad) ciner Mitteilung
im ,Gb.-2uth. Gemeindeblatt”: ,Naddem vor 379 Jabhren, im Jahre 1550,
Jsland fitr bie romijde Stirche verlorengegangen var, da in diefem Jafre
bdanifdje Reformer den Vijdhof Y8lands, Johann Urajon, toteten, ift Jsland
vieder eine rdmijde Proving mit einem Bijdof. Der gum Bijhof bon
Jsland getveibte Priejter Heijt Martin Miillenberg. Wei feiner Weibe
berlas er ein papjtliches Cdift, tworin Piud die Wicderbefepung Jslands
mit einem Vijchof und biejed al3 eine Proving unter cinem BVijdjof exilart.

15
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Bur felben Jeit twurbe cine Kathedrale, aus Jement gebaut, eingetveibt.
Die Cintveihung bder Stathedrale wurbe von einem Sardinal bollgogen, bemt
brei Bifchisfe und ficben Pricjter affijtierten. Der Papit Hatte ein Krugifis
gejandi, vort cinemt fpanijhen Siinjtler aud Jedernfolz gefdinigt, und biele
anbere Gefdjente famen aud allen WeltriGhungen an.” Wie das Blait
loeiter Devichtet, Teben auf JIsland ungefihr 67 Siatholifen, 102 Reformierte
und ctiva 09,227 Quiheraner. 3. %I,

Something Wrong with LourdesP — The Catholic theologian and
church historian Professor Franz Xaver v. Funk, of Tuebingen, spoke before
his class of “the Lourdes swindle,” and Dr. E. Aigner, of Munich, who re-
ported this in 1916, also called attention to the fact that not a single
miraculous cure recognized as such by French bishops has received the
papal approbation. But we are at present not concerned with this phase
of the matter. In fact, we know that, if a papal commission thoroughly
investigated the matter, it would find that supernatural cures are effected
at Lourdes. 2 Thess. 2,9 tells how.

Our present intention is to point out that, if the Catholic Common-
weal of November 6, 1929, is right, the Lourdes business is being woefully
mismanaged. The article on “Lourdes” there says: “An open truck goes
down the street, pushing people up against the fronts of the shops of
religious souvenirs. Laid across it, side by side, are stretchers. It is too
hot to have many blankets. You sce a body without legs; you sce legs
swollen the size of the body; you see the strange immobility of the heads,
eyes staring wide, eyes closed, in an all-important and absorbing intimacy
with pain. At the corner the truck breaks through a long procession of
wheeled stretchers brought down from the hospitals by volunteer stretcher-
bearers. . . . In Lourdes to-day there are a thousand incurable cases.
There are ten thousand pilgrims. . . . This ceremony, then, consists in
prayer, immersion in water presumed to have miraculous curative virtue,
and the blessing of all the pilgrims by Him whom Catholies consider the
Master of all existence. It is obvious that the only element open to dis-
cussion and which always has greatly been discussed, is the human ele-
ment: How does the pilgrim pray, and for what precisely does he pray?...
The fact, to which enough importance cannot be given, is that the suppli-
cations are a set form, and that form the only one authorized for use at
Lourdes. Apart from this form and hymns the only other prayer employed
at Lourdes is the universal rite of the Catholic Church, What is this
form? The answer to this question is the explanation of Lourdes. The
supplications are in seven sections. They number forty-six. The majority
of them are acts of belief, love, and confidence in God. Sixteen of them
are addressed to the Mother of God and implore her prayers. Six of them,
and only six, are prayers for a bodily cure. All six are taken directly
from the New Testament. All six, spoken by the able-bodied pilgrim, apply
to the cure of the soul. . . . There are only six direct appeals for the
saving of the body. It is divine and human pity that bring the suffering
body to Lourdes. And the Church asks six times that this, perhaps the
most innocent and temporary form of suffering, be averted. But the
deadlier and eternal misery of the soul is its great preoccupation always,
and the prayers at Lourdes are first of all concerned with that migery...."
This point is stressed, too, in the editorial comment on the article: “Yet
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the authorized form of prayers at Lourdes includes only a small proportion
for bodily cure, and these, too, apply equally to cure of the soul.” BSo,
then, the miraculous healings of Lourdes must be, according to the intent
of the Church, only a minor consideration. But then there is something
wrong with the Lourdes management. What Catholics tell us about
Lourdes creates the impression that the bodily cures are the chief attraction
of Lourdes. They certainly make much of it at Lourdes. An exaet record
of the cures is kept. The names of the diseases, the time of the healing,
the number of the cures, are carefully recorded, with proofs and testi-
monials added. The reports of the episcopal commission are published.
Excursions, that is, pilgrimages, are arranged on o grand scale. There is
free transportation for the sick. The preacher beside the grotto has much
to say on the grace and power of the Holy Virgin and the signs and miracles
here performed. The reporter for the Commonweal may have missed it,
but other reporters are impressed with the frequency and fervor of the
ery chanted by the priests and repeated by the multitude: “Lord, heal
our sick!” Perhaps the frequent repetition of this part of the liturgy is
unauthorized. The healing water is bottled and exported to all points of
the globe in great quantities. The apostolic vicar Fenouille in Yun Nan
reported that a few drops of the water sprinkled on the Christian congre-
gation kept the plague away. It is not customary for the Catholic Church
to keep the cures effected at its shrines in the background. A Catholic
priest, for instance, told his home paper in 1893: “Pilgrimages to the
Shrine of St. Anne de Beaupre, 15 miles down the St. Lawrence River from
Quebec, are growing in consequence. There were 16 of us from . . ., the
number including. . . . Two unquestionable relics of the saint are at the
shrine, they being small bones, and the cfficacy of their veneration and of
prayer to God has been cstablished beyond cavil. At the shrine are two
pyramids of crutches, left there by those whose ills were taken away by
God through the intercession of the saint. I was a witness to a number
of cures of o remarkable character and believe that God is doing a won-
derful work at the shrine.” It was not reported what the priest said in
his pulpit.

And what has been going on last year in Malden? The report says:
“Malden, Mass., November 24.— Freezing temperature and a leaden sky,
together with a biting wind, to-day failed to daunt the unending line of
woe-stricken pilgrims seeking relief in the reputed miraculous quality of
the grave of Rev. Patrick J. Power in Holy Cross Cemetery here. It was
the last day of the pilgrimages. A ban which will close the cemetery to
the afflicted until the Church has had opportunity to investigate the mani-
fold stories of miraculous cures was to become effective at midnight. Last
Sunday it was estimated that 200,000 persons had attended.” A second
Lourdes in the making! (It may be that Cardinal O’Connell, of Boston,
does not want Malden to become a second Lourdes. Conditions in Lourdes
are not what they should be. See Lehre u. Wehre, 43, 54. But it may also
be that, if the result of the investigation should prove favorable, the pil-
grimages will be resumed. And the investigation will without doubt show
that remarkable cures have been effected. Dr. Charles Mayo, of Rochester,
Minn., is reported to have diagnosed the Malden affair thus: “There will
always be apparent cures of this type, because many persons with un-
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controlled emotions only think they are sick.” But if he were put on the
episcopal commission, he might find an occasional case that baffies his
diagnosis, that can be diagnosed only in the light of 2 Thess. 2, 9. And
these remarkable eases would make of Malden a second Lourdes.)

What has been going on, then, in Malden and at the shrine of St. Anne
de Beaupre and in Lourdes and a thousand other places shows that in
the Catholic mind the bodily cures play a most prominent role. But the
Commonwcal contends that the Church is not thus minded. Then there is
something wrong with Lourdes, and it should be closed. Cannot the Pope
be prevailed upon to pronounce the ban ex cathedra?

In discussing the Lourdes problem, the Commonweal discloses a point
which is the real “explanation of Lourdes.” “Sixteen of the supplications
are addressed to the Mother of God and implore her prayers. Six of
them, and only six, are prayers for a bodily cure.” That presents the
situation exactly. The bodily cures are not the chief consideration after all.
In the mind of the Catholic Church the worship of Mary is the chief
consideration. The bodily cures are important only in their relation to
this worship. “Are they not,” says Father Gratian v. Linden, “a seal
impressed by the Almighty upon our adoration of, and love for, the Mother
of God? Are they not in a way the pearls and dinmonds placed in the
crown that crowned her who said: ‘I am the Immaculate Conception’t”
And that is what is wrong with Lourdes. And for that reason the Pope
has refused to close Lourdes. E.

Dic geplante Andgarfeier in Sdiweden. Dasd ,Eb. Deutjdland” bes
ridhtet: ,Die protejtantijde Sirde in Sdjiveden gedentt dad elfhunderts
jabrige Jubildum der nfunft Ansgars, ded ,Apojteld bded Norbensd’, im
nddjten Jahre [1930] feierlid) zu begehen. Auf der Injel Virta im Milar-
fee joll eine neue Stird)e errichtet iverden; viele anbere Fejtlichleiten find
geplant. Die romijdy=Fatholijde Nirde, die in Sdiwveden auf mefhr ald fedd
Millionen Cintwohner nur dreis bid biertaujend Mitglieder gdbhlt, Hat nun
fdion in bicjem Jahre [1920] im Augujt cine cigene rdmijd)-Tatholijde
ndgarfeier angeordnet, ju ber Punbderte rimijdy-Iatholijder Gafte aud
Dentjdhland und andern Lindern cingeladen wucrben. WViele Sirdjenfitrjten,
unter ifnen bie Nardindle Faulbaber (Miindjen) und Hlond (Polen) nafhs
men teil. Diefed ungeheure Aufgebot Hat in der jhroedijhen Prefle eine
unerwartete Wirhung gehabt. JIn feltener Cinmiitigleit twenden fidy bie
fonfervativen, Iiberalen und jozialdemofratijdien Jeitungen dagegen, baj
der IatGolifden Stirdhe durd) Gejesseddanderung ihre Propaganba in Sdiveden
crleidhtert tvirb. Dasd fonferbative ,Svensfa Dagbladet* meint, daf eine
Crlaubnis, romijd-fatholije Stldfter su bauen, bedeuten tviicbe, ,ber grunds
jibliden Jntoleranz und der Verleugmung von allem, wad Religionsfreifeit
Beifgt, bie Tiir gu Sffnen’. Diefe Einheitdfront der Sffentliden Meinung
geigt, bafy dad gejonderte Vorgehen der Natholifen in der Ansgarfeier, die
eine ¥ngelegenheit ded gangen driftliden jdwedijden Bolfes ijt, febr bers
jtimmt Hat.” Diefe ,Verftinmumg” ift eigentlid) nidht jo berechtigt, hie e3
anfangsd fdeinen mag; denn exjt redit Hhrijt[id it bad {dhivedijde Vol
getvorden, al8 e3 gur Jeit der Neformation dad purlautere Ebvangelium
erhielt. ¥nsgar fiihrie dbas {divedijdie Volf dem Papjt zu, undb bon ifrem
Gtanbpuntt qus Haben die Mimijdhen ganz redjt, wenn fie die Andgarfeier
fitr fid) beanfprudjen. 3T
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Religidfe Union in ifrer BVollendung. BVon ber .ﬁaﬁnd’;tenaﬁ!utung
be8 Welttomiteed der Chriftlidhen Jungméannervereine” twird ein ,Welibunds
NadjridGtendienit” I)cmusncgcbcn Dicfer Nadridhtendienjt erjdeint monats
lid), aufer Yuguft, in drei Audgaben, ,in beutider, franadiijder und engs
liffer Gprade”. iiber religisie lnion in Rufland tvird gemeldet, daf fidh
bort eine ,neue groje Sdladjifront fiir den Glottedglauben, gegen die Giotts
Iofigleit” gebilbet hat. Diefe Sjladjtfront umfafht ,Orthobore [griedijde
Stirdie], Coangeliumadrijten, Mohammedaner und Jionijten”. Ferner wird
Deridjtet fiber cine lnionsbetwegung, ,die bon Ymerifa und England auf
ben europdifhen Stontinent itbergreift”, deren Selretdre der Umerilaner
Breberic Weller und der Jnder Das Gupta find. Der letere ift ,augleid
Leiter bed DharmasMandal oder der Hinduijtijdsreligitien Bereinigung,
bie alle bom Hinduidmus ausgegangenen Neligionen vereinigen will”. Der
Dharma=Mandal vertritt ald Einigleitspringip den Sab: .Stein Mitglied
ber @efellidaft braudht auf feine angejtammic Neligion zu vergidhien.”
Dad ijt allerdbings religidfe lnion in uniiberbietbarer Bollendung. Auf
Grund des Pringips, dafy jeder bei jeiner angeftammien Neligion bleiben
fann, fonnten {idh alle andern Neligionen Lereinigen, nur nidt die drijtlicge.
Alle andern Religionen find Wertreligionen. BVon bder diriftlicien NReligion
gilt aber 1 Tim. 2, 5. 6: ,E3 ijt e i n Gott und e i n Mittler wijden Gott
und den Menjdien, namlid) der Menfd) Ehrifjtus IEJus, der fid felbjt ges
geben Bat fiic alle ur Crldhmg, daf foldjed zu feiner Jeit geprediget
Iviicbe. “ . B.

Geringer Fortidritt ded Deutfden Moniftenbunded. Nad) einer Mit-
teilung im ,Apologeten” Hat der Deutide Monijtenbund trop aller Reflame
und njtrengung dodh mur verhdltnidmafpiq wenig Anbinger gefunden. Dasd
Blatt {dhreidt: ,Nad) dbem auf feiner jiingjten Tagung in Dredden ers
ftaﬂeten Jahresberidht 3dahlt der Deutidhe S!!omften[nmb nur 8,200 Mits
glieder in 62 Ortdgruppen. Dad ift nad) einer mehr ald ein Halbed Jahr=
BGunbert lang geiviebenen Werbes und Aufflarungdarbeit eine geradegu
critaunlid) geringe Bijfer, der man {id) erinnern miifjen toird, twenn der
Bund bald twiecder ecine jeiner anjpruddvollen Stunbgebungen verdifentlidht.”
Aud) ben Deutfdhen Moniftenbund Hat der Strieg in die fur genommen.

J. 2. M.

Bermifdyted und zeitgejd)idtlide MNotizen.

Bur Berbefferung der ,,Menfdjenliche”. JIn ,Baujteine fiir Leben und
Weltanjdauung” lefen wir in der Januarnummer aud Hilty ,Fiic {Hlafs
Tofe Miichte”: ,Alle fogenannie Menjdjenlicbe ijt ofne bdie Wurzel einer
ftacfen Ricbe gu Gioit ecine JMujion und ecin Selbjtbetrug; benn enttveber
liebt man in diefem Falle nur bie Liebendiviirbigjten ober bie, bon bdenen
man felbjt geliebt ticrd, jtet3 merliicdig rajd) entjdlofjen, bie Riebe zu
berminbern ober fogar ganz aufgugeben, fobald bieje Worbebingungen in
Wegfall au geraten jdeinen. Obder Menfdjenliche ijt iiberhaupt blop ein
{ddnered MWort filr ein giemlid) Hibles allgemeines Wohltwollen, eigentlidy
mehr ein inoffenfived Werhalten, ie e8 jogar gejattigte Raubtiere gegen
ihre 1lmgebung Haben. Bei diefer Menfdjenlicbe ¥nnen jebody Millionen
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