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3.

Was Petrus Matth. 26, 83 verfprodjen, aber nidjt gehalten Jatte,
foll ex Yernen in der Scule bed Heilandes, B. 18.19. Er ivicd im
Dienft feined Heilanded und um feines Heilandes tillen fterben, ihn
nidit vieber aus Menjdjenfurdit verleugnen, den eigenen Wibertvillen
itbertvinden, mit feinem Tobe Gott preifen.

Nidht alle Chrijten miifjen den Mirtyrertod leiden, dod nT.[e ben
Weg bder Triibfal gehen, Apojt. 14, 22. Da3s ift audj dbem E!';nftcn nidt
Teiht. Wenn o8 Beift durd) Welt, durdy Siind’, durc) Not, ja durd
ben Tob reifjen, ivie frdubt fih unfer Fleijh und Blutl Aber ftark
gemadt in der Sdhule unferd Heilanded, aufjehend auf ihn, den Lebenss
filrjten, fibertvinden toir tocit. Lied 97, 8. 9. .8
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I. Amerika.

rgentinien ein offencd Miffionsfeld, 1nter diefer fiberjdhrift Heift ed
im ,G.-Luth. Sirdenboten”, dem Organ unjerer Glaubensbriiber in Argens
tinien: ,Cin Vibelfolportenr beridjtet: ,Vin cben von eciner twunbderbaren
Miffiond= und Vibelfolportagereife Furiidgefehrt. [n Argentinien ftefen
bie Tiiren fiic diec Mifjion tveit, toeit offen, und nur wenige Stirdjen nupen
bicfe Gclegenfeit redit aus. Jdh Habe Viicher in den folgenden Spradjen
verfauft: Deutfdd, Cnglifd, Spanifd, Jtalienifd und Franadjifd; bald
5077: i aud) unier Sloafen, Polen und Nufjen gu arbeiten, beshalb
mup idh) midh mit BiiGern in diefen Spracdhen verjehen. Betet infonbderheit
fitr biefe fremben Gsruppen, die iiber diefes grofie Land ber Freiheit gers
ftreut finbl Man fann auf der Cifenbabhn gange Pafjagicrgiige burdigehen
und aquf ben Biigen und an den Stationen feine Biidjer ungehinbert bers
faufen.” Ried bdieje Worte nod einmal, lieber Chrift, und frage didy einmal
ernjtlih: Stommt meine Stirdje aud) ihrer vollen Pilidht und Aufgabe nad),
inbem fie aud) Hier in diefem grofen Lande der Freifeit Vibeln und Bibels
teile an den Mann bringt, twie diefer cine Vibelfolporteur fiir feine Sirde
geacbeitet Hat?™ Ja, tvic diirfen e8 nidjt abjtreiten, Argentinien ift filc
ba8 Gebiet der Miffion ein tweited, weited Feld. 1nd twegen unferer Trdgs
Beit im Geben und Arbeiten fiir das Neid) Gloties bleiben biele Miffionds
gelegenfeiten linf3 liegen.” g %

Jit 8 nod) Geute nibtig, dben Untidjriften 3u Gefampfen? Auf bieje
Srage antivortet bas ,Glemeindeblatt” der Wisconfinfynobde 1. a. folgenbdes:
~Bic glauben, lehren und Befennen in unfever Stivdje, dbaf Des UApofteld
BWeidjagung in 2 Thefj. 2 in Crfiillung gegangen und daf durdy basd ges
fegnete Wert der Meformation ,ber Menjd) der Siinde und dasd SKind ded
Berberbens’ offenbar gemadit tworbden ift bor der gangen Ehriftenheit ald
sber Mideriviriige, ber 1'id'; erhebt iiber alles, da3 GSoit und Gotteddienit
Beift, alfo bap er {id jelst in den Tempel Glotted ald ein Gott und gibt fidh
bor, er jei @ott!, indem exr iy ndmlid) gottlidhe Wutoritit itber die Sirdje
@otted anmaft. Wir Halten den Papft gu Rom filr den Antidriften und
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glauben, baf der HErr Ehriftus felber burd) fein MWort iGn als folden ges
offenbart unb i ine eigentli t
e e feinnﬂr“;l ﬂ:;:a te'lmm ide Madht und Getvalt gebrodien Hat ,durd)

N Gei bad ift, burdj bie reine Predigt de3 Evangeliums.
Bic iffen ferner aber aud) aus obiger Stelle, bafy ber Untidhrijt toeiters
beftehen tvicd bis an ben Fichen Jiingjten Tag unb baf alsbann ber HErr
.1;=m ein Cnbde madjen twird durd) die Crideimmg feiner Julunft’. Darum
inn_ncn oir aud jept nicht anders ald ifn betdmpfen mit dem Schjivert des
Elet\'teif, weldjes ift dbas Wort Gottes. Damit foll Ieinesmwegs qefagt fein,
Dafj lic alle, die gu bes Papites Sticdje 1md NReid) gehisren, verurteilen unb
berbammen. Y Gfegenteil, twir glauben und Hoffen guverfichtlic, daj der
HCrr JEus Chriftus aud) in bdiefer Stirdje fein NReidh und feine Aus-
etiviiflten fat. Denn ber Apojtel fagt ja bon bem Untidhrijten nidjt, daj er
auferhalb bder Sirde Gotted fein Wefen Haben fwerde, fonbern im
@.enmiei[. daf er {id) felien twerbe ,in ben Tempel Gotted”, dad ijt, in bdie
Stirdie, doch) ofme bafy dicfe Stirdie allenthalben fein cigentlidges MWefen ers
fenmt unb burdifdhout. Was nod) in der rémifden Stirdje bon Gottes Wort
borfanden ift — umd das ift fehr wenig —, das wird allenthalben feine
goitlidhe Straft und WictamTeit ausiiben gur Grrettung unftexblidher Seelen
gum civigen und feligen Leben durd) den Glauben an IEGfum Ehriftunt.
Q‘ns Tann un3 aber nidi abfalten, jtetd alle ChrijtenBeit und injonderfeit
die un3 anvertrauten Seclen bor den Qrrhiimern ded Antidhrijten zu tvarnen
und feine Mngriffe, die er ftetd8 und allezeit Hffentlid) und Heimlid) gegen
unfere Stivdhe ridjtet, abzutvehren und die gottlide Walrheit zu belennen,
und das wm fo mefr, veil derfelbe in dicfer Beit und Bejonders in biefem
Lonbe feine Propaganda allenthalben ecifrig Detreibt.” Der Propaganda
be3 Untidriften jollen aud) die in feinem JNeide gefdehenden ,Wunder”
bienen. Dariiber Heifjt e8 feiter im ,Gemeinbdeblatt”: ,Der Apoftel Paus
Ius Hat jGon in ber angefiifrien Stelle (2 Thejf. 2) darauf Hingeiviefen, was
von folden MWundern gu Halten jei, tenn ex f{dreibt, dafy dic Juhunft Ded
Untidriften toexde gejdjefen nad) der Wirfung He3 Satand mit allerlei
liigenhaftigen Strdften und Beidjen und Wundern’. Allerlei Gebeine, Res
liquien und ,Heiligtitmer* twerben geriijnt al3 Dinge, durdy deren Bes
riilfumg Sivanfe gefeilt und andere Wunbder vervidiet werden. Nody ganz
licglich tourde in ciner grofen Tagedzeitung ein Veridhgt verdffentlidht in
begug auf eine Sctvejter ded efemaligen Papjies Piud X. Dieje Schtvejter
Iebt einjam in ifrer Wohnung in Rom.  Stommt jemand zu BVejud), jo gibt
fic gum Abjdhicd ecin Ynbenfen an ihren verftorbenen Wrubder mit. Diefed
bejteht aus cinem Bild ihres Bruberd, mit cinem Heinen Fehen cines feiner
Sleibungsjtiide darauf gendht. Piud joll namlid viele Wunbder verridjtet
Baben, und fo erivartet jeine Schivejter, daf cin Stiid Jeug von ihm aud)
in diefer Nidtung fraftig und wirfjam fein werbe. Dabei twird eifer
Beridjtet, bafy der Fall ded Piusd jeht dem betreffenden Somitee ziveds
Heiligiprednumg  dedjelben vorliege und bdafy gu dicfem Jived drei beglons
bigte Wunber BHinreidjend jeien, um ihn der Heiligipredumg tviicdig zu
madjen, obiwohl nady BVehauptung der Sdwejter die Angahl feiner Wunber
{idh tatjachlidy in die Dubende belduft. Der aufmerfjome Bibellefer toeifs,
baf, felbjt enn folde Wunder Demviejen firen, dieje Dod) IeineStvegd ein
Beweis filc bie Reinheit der Lelhre Wiren; denn der HErr Chriftus gibt
eben dad al8 ein Beidjen des Jiingften Tages an, daf falfhe Ehrijtt und
faljhe PropBeten fommen und grofe Seichen und MWimber tun twerden, fo
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bajy in den Yrrtum verfiifrt werden, wenn e8 maglidy ivdre, aud) die MAuse
ertodhlten. Tatfadili) Gandelt e8 ficdh um folde liigenbaftigen Srdfte und
Beiden und Wunbder’, von denen der Apoftel jdhreibt.” g%

The Dangers of Unionism Recognized. — While it is only too true
that this is a unionistic age, which cares little for fidelity to God’s revealed
doctrine, but secks satisfaction in forming large church-bodies, there are
men even in thoroughly unionistic denominations, voices in the wilderness,
as it were, who sce that this unionistic course must lead to ruin. Thus
we read in the American Church Monthly, published within the Protestant
Episcopal Chureh, the following striking obscrvation on the danger lurking
in the Federal Council of Churches: “We fear the ercction of o great
ecclesinstical machine which will endoavor to mold the opinions and control
the actions of the members of the Protestant denominations. The matter
of our [the Episcopalian] affiliation is constantly growing more serious
because of the Council’s increasing activitics. More and more it undertakes
to intervene in all manner of moral, cconomical, and political questions and
to advocate specific legislation under all these hends. It assumes to speak
authoritatively for all the Protestant bodies, though there are several,
notably the Lutherans, who have declined membership. Our own member-
ship with the Federal Council is only partinl, but it is precisely on the
social side, where it is most active, that we are in closest touch. We believe
that there is great danger that the Church will be dragged, through this
agency, into unfortunate commitments, and we doubt the moral right of
oven the General Convention or the House of Bishops to put the members
of the Church into such positions.” The paper then discusses the recent
action of the Los Angeles Federation of Churches, which sent a telegram
to Washington endorsing the law proposed by Senator Sheppard, putting
the purchaser of liquor on the same level with the seller. On this action
of the Los Angeles Federation of Churches our contemporary very properly
saye: “This body of California ministers undertakes without hesitation
to determine a legal and legislative question which is gravely debated by
the friends of the cause it concerns. That the Federation should make
prohibition a religious instead of a social and political matter is bad
enough, but when it steps out of its territory so far as to undertake to
guide Congress in deciding on the method of enforcement, it is arrogating
to itself & more than papal authority, which every true American should
resent.” The Presbyterian, from which we have taken these excerpts,
quotes them with approval. In the Watchman-Examiner (Baptist) o
similar note was sounded not long ago. This paper placed before its
readers the words of Dr. George A. Gordon, of Boston, from which we
quote these striking sentences: “Let us make over the problem of a split
and vexed Protestantism to the great Captain of our salvation. Let us
fight, each in our own regiment, under His guidance, with good will and
good wishes to all the others. The Church was united once, the holy
Catholic Church, throughout the world, and what was it? An unspeakable
tyrant, denying freedom over its whole broad domain and crushing the
intellect and the spirit into a dead uniformity.”

And lastly we wish to quote from an article which appeared in a
German paper, the Kirchenzeitung of the Reformed Church, and was re-
printed in the Lutherischer Herold. The author discusses the union of
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Presbyterians, Congregationalists, and Methodists in Canada, which was
opposed by o strong minority in the Presbyterian Church, which, however,
was simply trampled upon. The result was that those Presbyterians who
looked upon the union as an unholy alliance formed a. Presbyterian church-
body of their own. The writer says: “Though the separation was painful
and involved heavy outward losses, the Presbyterian Church did not view
it a8 a misfortune. Through the withdrawal of the majority it was freed
of such clements as were uncertain, and those that remained were knit
together all the more closely. Many congregutions with their property
wore preserved to the Church, and where the majority took all the church
property into the United Church, another organization was undauntedly
started on a new foundation. To-day, four years after the division, the
old Church, with its 180,000 members, its two theological institutions, its
Foreign and Home Missions, is more alive and ready for work than before.
The great sacrifices were not brought in vain. The Church has come to
love its confession, its simple services, its Presbyterian polity, &1l the more
and has arrived at a deeper understanding of these matters. But with
respect to church unions the Preshyterian Church has become very sensitive.
It was too much the object of unholy attempts at bringing about an
alliance. It believes that a separate Church which is obedient to God is
more acceptable to Christ than a united Church which has achieved union
by violating the consciences of its most loyal children.” These statements
are worth careful perusal and consideration. Separation for the sake of
separntion is, of course, an unholy thing, too, but separation for the sake
of the truth should never be deplored. A,

Dr. Morehead Pritfibent des Lutherijfien Weltfonvents. Der .Luth.
Herold” beridhtet: ,Dr. . A. Morehead, Exefutivdivettor bes National Lu-
theran Council in den verfloffenen ficben Jahren und vorfer bier Jahre
Iang Borjier der curopdijdien Stomumifjion des Council, legte zu Beginn
ber ghwdlften Jahrestonferenz ded National Council im Hotel Vanderbilt
jein UAmt al8 Diveltor nicder. Der Mildiritt erfolgte, um Dr. Morehead
Gelegenbeit gu geben, feine gejamte Jeit feinen Pilidien ald Prajident bes
Lutberijdjen Weltfonventd (Lutheran World Convention) toidmen zu ¥onmnen.
Dicfer Weltlonvent ijt eine fooperative BVelvegung, die S1 Millionen Luifes
raner in allen Lanbdern der Welt umfaft. Der Sonvent ift gu einem grofen
Teil aud dem PHilfsiwer? ded National Lutheran Council in Guropa unbd
anbern  Crdieilen nad) bem Weltfrieg Hervorgegangen.” P. Nalph Long
bont ber Ofiofynode ift an Moreheads Stelle getreten. 3.

Bunahme an Miffionaven. [n eciner Mitteilung aud dem ,Sends
boten” Tefen it in ber ,Luth. Skirdengeitung” iiber da3 unehmenbe
Jnterefje fiiv die Mifjion das Folgende: .llnter den UAnzeidhen, die auf
ein gunchmended Jnterefe fiir die driftliden Miffionen Lindeuten, ift die
Tatjadje, baf die Bahl der neuen Mifjionare, die 1928 Hinaudgezogen find,
die 1927 hinausgezogenen um GHundert iiberjtieg. Dasd ivar dasd erfte Jahr
feit 1920, in iveldjem cine Junahme iiber bad vorhergehende Jahr gu bers
geidnen war. Die Jabhl der lehtes Jahr Hinausgezogenen Mifjionare be=
trug 667, aber biefe 8afl ift nidht Hinreidgend, um bas Mifjionsperfonal
im Yudland auf der jepigen Hibe au erfalten. Wenigjtens 1,500 twerdben
jabelidy bendtigt, um bdie durd) Stranfheit, Riidiritt und anbdere Urfaden
entjtefenden Liiden zu fiillen in den gefamten proteftantijden Sraften bon
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ungefdhr 80,000 Miffionaren. RNorbamerila Hat von der [afl iiber bier
©icbtel gelicfert, fo baf jeded3 Jahr menigftend 850 bon

Hinaudgehen follten, um bie gegentvirtigen Miffionstrifte in ben Peibens
Iémbern gu crhalten.” 3. 2.1,

The Lutheran Church and Lodgery. — Last year the Rev. Dr. 0. D.
Baltzly, pastor of the Kountze Memorial Lutheran Church in Omaha; him-
self o 32d-degree Mason and Knight Templar, declared in a statement given
to the press that “the Lutheran Church as a Church does not trouble
itsclf or any one else about the lodge question; that there are just a couple
of ‘Lutheran synods in America that have rules against the lodge, chief
of which is the Missouri Synod, with headquarters at St. Louis; and that
the largest Lutheran body in America, the United Lutheran Church in
America, to which the Kountze Memorial belongs, does mot bother itself
about the lodge question. Every member can do as he pleases about it.”

This statement was at once challenged by the pastoral conference of
the Missouri Synod at Omaha, and letters were addressed to the various
Lutheran synods requesting information on their attitude toward the lodge
question. The replies that were returned contain most interesting and
valuable information and in the aggregate prove that the declarations of
Dr. Baltzly are simply not true. The Synodical Conference, the synods
of Ohio, Towa, and Buffalo, the Norwegian Lutheran Church, and several
of the smaller independent Lutheran synods are unanimous in their out-
spoken opposition to the lodge. The declarations of other Lutheran synods
are listed in the February number (Vol. 11, No. 1) of the Omaha Lutheran,
and these are of importance, since some of them represent Lutheran synods
which have not gone on record as officinlly opposing the lodge. A fow of
the quotations are hero given to enable the student of the lodge question
to form his own opinion.

The Suomi Synod (Finnish, c.m. 20,650) reports: “Concerning the
attitude of our Synod toward the lodge question I have to say that the
synod does not have any article in its constitution concerning the question.
But in principle the synod is against secret socicties, and the pastors of
the Church are not permitted to join them.”

The United Danish Church (c.m. 20,600) declares: “The United
Danish Ev. Luth. Church in America has always in theory been opposed
to the lodge system, especinlly the Masonic Order, which is a religious
system without Christ, the only Savior of man. A lodge-member has never
been ordained in our Church. None of our pastors are lodge-members.
Three years ago the annual convention of our synod passed n resolution
to the effect that no candidate who is a lodge-member can be ordained in
our Church, and no pastor who is a lodge-member can serve as pastor in
our Church.”

The Finnish National Church (c.m. 4,200) says: “The Finnish Na-
tional Church does not testify against the religious principles of the
Masonic or any other lodge. There are pastors and members of the Church
that are absolutely against them, but the synod hns not passed any reso-
lution concerning the membership of the different lodges.”

The Ioelandic Lutheran Synod (c.m. 6,000) writes: “The Icelandic
Lutheran Synod has taken no notice of the ‘lodge question.’ No reference
is made to secret societies in the conmstitution of the synod mor of the
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e Th.llquat!onhunwerhunrdudlntholynod. Many
members of secret organizations are members in good standing in our
congregations.”

However, the most interesting answers are those that come from the
United ZLutheran Ohurch, of which Dr. Baltsly himself is a member. In
the constitution of the U.I.C. (Art.8, Sect.6) the lodge is condemned at
least by description, if not by name. The statement reads: “The United
Lutheran Church shall also have the right, where it deems that loyalty
to the Word of God requires it, to advise and admonish concerning associa-
tion and affiliation with non-ccclesinstical and other organizations whose
principles or practises appear to be inconsistent with full loyalty to the
Christian Church; but the synods alone shall have the power of discipline.”

Dr. F. H. Knubel, in his reply to the letter addressed to him, admitted
that this paragraph referred to the lodge, though also to “much else.”
The Iaxness of the U.L.C. with regard to lodge-membership is, however,
apparent from his declaration “that there exist only a few official actions
which have a bearing upon the topic.” The United Lutheran Church as
such does not deal with the lodge question, since the “synods alone have
the power of discipline.”

But just what is the attitude of these synods? Quite a nmumber of
them at least bar their pastors from membership in lodges.

The German Ev. Luth. Synod of Ncbraska has embodied this paragraph
in its Constitution (Art.9, §10): “Pastors of our synod must not be
members of any secret society. If pastors participate in unchurchly and
other organizations and become members of them, . . . then Synod shall,
if it deems it advisable and thinks the Word of God demands it, warn and
discipline them.”

The Wartburg Synod likewise prohibits its pastors to join lodges and
for this purpose has included a paragraph to that effect in its constitution.
President Neumann writes: “In reply . . . will say that the constitution
of the Wartburg Synod prohibits membership in the Masonic Lodge to
pastors. None of our clerical members belong to any lodge of any kind.”

The Texas Synod has the same provision. President Eberhardt, now
decensed, declares: “Permit me to state that the Texas Synod does not
permit its pastors to be members of any secret society.”

The English Ev. Luth. Synod of the Northwest, through its president,
Rev. R. H. Gerberding, testifies: “Complying with your request, . . . I am
enclosing copy of the constitution of the Synod of the Northwest, with the
paragraph referring to lodge-membership of pastors marked. This rule is
enforced. We have no lodge-members in our ministry, and none can enter
our ranks. . . . The constitution recommended to congregations of our
synod has this among the duties of members of congregations: ‘To ab-
stain . . . from all associations of infidel or doubtful character or which
claim for themselves what God has given to His Church alone.””

Furthermore, that not all pastors of the altogether lax and indifferent
synods of the U.L.C. are personally in agreement with the practise that
pastors belong to lodges is clear from several letters sent to the above-
named pastoral conference by individual ministers of such synods. One
of them, coming from a very lax synod in Pennsylvania, reads: —

“T have never been able to understand how a Lutheran minister could
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be n member of any socret order. It might be different in the case of
a minister in some other denomination, but in a deeply Church
such as ours I cannot understand how a minister can unite in what secms
to me pagan rites. This is my firm conviction. If all Lutheran ministers
would voluntarily demit from all secrot orders, the kingdom of God would
be tremendously advanced.” ¢
The Omaha Luthcran concludes with the remarks: ‘“These Pﬂk!l
lodge-question’ articles have had, and still are having, their honeﬂ.dl
effect. Our own people have been enlightened, especially on this subject,
and have been renewed in their faith. Others will be thankful to kﬂ::‘
that even great men may err. ... Sooner or later we shall publish another
article showing that besides the Lutheran Church in America there are
other church-bodies that condemn the lodge.” ¢ the
Pastors dealing with the lodge question ought to order copies o
Omaha Lutheran. The subject is worth studying. : J.T.M. e
Worte, dbn nid)ts Hinter ift. Die Vereinigung der (Euangt'lli_(ﬁm 6"?':5‘
von Nordamerila mit den Vercinigten Briibern und ber Reformierten mtbet
in merila it sur Tatjadje geworden, und bdie vier Hidjten Yeamtent =
Shnode (Prifes J. Valier, Bigeprafes . H. Veder, Selretir ©. Fijder 1 .
bder Synodbaljdapmeifter H. Vode) Haben iGre fmter an dic bon ber @enera
fonferens in Stodhejter, M. 9., crmwdblten Nadfolger abgegeben. Jbre 1:;
. Sricbensboten” mwiedergegebenen Abjdjicdsworte und ,Segenstvilnide i'n
begeidnend unbd getvibhren dem Lefer cinen tiefen Einblid in ben untomiils
fhen Geift der bisherigen Cvangelijdhen Synode bon Stordamerila.
jchreibt 3. . P. Beder: ,%Was follen ivir vbon der in Ausfidt ngwmm‘“‘l‘;
Stirdienvereinigung Galten? Bedeutet fie nicht den Tod unfjerer Synode a
jolcher? Wird fic nidht ihre Jdentitdt verlieren? BWerlicren denn bie m}ﬂl“
bes Monongahela und ded Alleghany ihre lebenjpendende .Strnft. ““_b ifren
Nuben, twenn jie beim Jujammenilicen in Pittsburgh, wo fic fidh ";“
cinigen, um bden Ofio gu bilden, ihre Sondernamen btciﬁgt.l)?n? ;mb et
Ofio unbd der Mifjouct, wenn jie fidh mit dem Miffiffippi veremnigens 9!1:[1;.
jie bermefren ifre Qebenstraft und ifre Braudjbarfeit, indem fie die Hanbdelse
i®biffe der MNation tragen. lnd wenn aud) mit bem Sonbernamen unjere
Jdentitdt teiltveife berlorengugehen fdheint oder irflidh verlorengelt, vers
fidert und nidht dad MWort ded Heilands, dafy joldy felbitlofe Hingabe :‘;
qrdgerer Braudbarfeit befrudtet, wenn cr jogt: Babrlid), wabelid, I
jage cudy: ©3 jei denn, dafy das Weizenforn in die Erde falle u'nb exftecbe,
fo bleibt's allein; two e8 aber crjtitbet, jo bringet's biel Friidie ? Ja, ber
Qeniner;, ber unjerer Synobe anvertraut ift, wird nidt pinausgeroorfen,
toenn bie Bereinigung guftande fommt, jonbdern er wird dem grofen Arbeitds
fapital in ber Bant Gotte8 Hingugefiigt, bon ber freue Neniner gcicnnci:.
Dividenden in einem gottjeligen und gliicieligen Leben giehen toecben.’
Gine joldje Vertendung der Worte der Schrift Heift nichts anbered ald mit
®ottes Wort feinen Spott ireiben. 3 T M.
From the Ausgustana Synod.— Last year the Augustana Synod
observed an important anniversary. At its convention it was addressed as
follows by its president, Dr. G. A. Brandelle: “On this oceasion I deem
it proper to call the attention of our people to the circumstance that this
year marks the eightieth anniversary of the beginning of the work of the
Augustana Synod in this great and wonderful land of ours. About the
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1st -of Beptember, 1849, the Rev. Lars Paul Esbjorn and family accom-
panied by a number of immigrants from Sweden, landed in New York
after an eventful journey of something like two months. In a fow weeks
the company reached Andover, IIl. Immediately thereafter Rev. Esbjirn
took up the work of the preaching of the Gospel to those who had come
with him as well as to others who had arrived from Sweden at an earlier
date. . . . The outward circumstances of the immigrant community were
hard and bitter in many ways. Their earthly resources were for the most
pn..rl: very limited; they were strangers in a strange land and unfamiliar
with the customs and language of the same, harassed by diseases of various
kinds, and thrown upon their own means and ingenuity as never before.
The task was an appalling one even to the strongest among them. They
tackled it with a determination to win, and the results far outran their
fondest expectations. Vietory was wrested from every form of opposition,
prosperity came to them both materially and spiritually. Additional
immigrants arrived and settled in Illinois, Minncsota, Iowa, Kansas, and
in most of the Eastern, Central, and Northern States of the land. In every
Swedish community of any size there was orgunized a Swedish Lutheran
congregation, until to-day there is not a community of our people of re-
spectable number anywhere in our land that has not a Lutheran congrega-
tion in its midst served by a minister of the Augustana Synod. Behold
what God hath wrought!”

On cooperation of the various Lutheran synods, President Brandelle
says, after having pointed to the recent mergers and rapprochements: “It
should likewise be mentioned that the different Lutheran bodies in Iowa,
Minnesota, the Dakotas, and Wisconsin, with the exception of one only,
feel the necessity of cooperation in their work and have for this reason
negotiated agreoments between themselves with a view of introducing and
furthering close cooperation at all times, so as to climinate overlapping
and to avoid friction.” The one exception, of course, is the Synodical
Conference. We are convinced that a higher law than that of the exigencies
of practical church-work compels us to avoid fraternizing with such as
do not fully accept our teachings. How could we join hands with Augus-
tana as long as it fellowships Archhishop Soederblom?

On the seminary of the Augustana Synod in Rock Island the conven-
tion report, from which we have been quoting, presents interesting informa-
tion. The seminary has seven professors and last year had 08 post-
graduate and 94 undergraduate students and one special resident graduate,
a total of 165. One is struck by the large number of postgraduate students.

A.
IT. Ausland.

Ginfuhr der Bibel in Nufiland verboten. Die bor furgem in Rups
Ianb toieber ind Wert gejebic Propaganda fitr Atheidmus Hat jebt, wie der
»dpologete” Beridjiet, die meitere Ginfuhr von Vibeln in died bom Teufel
geplagte Qand unmiglid) gemadit. Der ,Apologete” {dreibt: ,.Bid3 bor
furgem mar e8 nod) miglich, in Gingelfenbungen Vibeln und anbere drijts
lidie €djrifien nad) Ruiland zu jHiden. Dod) damit ift es jelst aud) borbei
Die Tore {ind bollformmen gejdlofjen. Die Mifjiondgefeljdaft ,Lidt im
Often’, bie bid guleht nocdh) biele Sendungen nad) Rufland gelangen liek,

20
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will fi) mm in der Hauptjadie der Mifjiondarbeit unter ben Flidilinger
aus Mupland gumenben.” Gang mit Recht madjen ficglihe Beitidriften
barauf aufmertfam, bafy Rugland mit feinem ifnmer grimmiges toerbenben
Wiiten gegen bdie driftlidGe Religion die innere Sraftlofigleit des llns!ml.’
bend Har Detveift. Der Atheidmus Faun fid) nuc fo Halten, bftﬁ er mit
brutaler Gelvalt alle Religion ausrottet. Wic vergeblid) aber bied Untexs
nehmen ift, Haben die frangdiijden Mevolutionijten gegeigt. Selbit '_'{_'“'
Yidje WIdtter weifen barauf Hin, daf ber Wol{deividmus mit feiner teIm}Di!“
Brutalitdt cine Srife Gerbeifiljren mwird, bdie gu feinem lUntergang filbrt.
Die Gt. Louifer Tageseitung Globe-Democrat fragt: ,Der filnfzigite Ges
burtstag Jofep) Stalins, ber in Rufland Weihnadjten abidaffte, ourbe
von ben Bol{djetviften mit grofem Jubel gefeiert; aber mit tweldjem Cnthu-
fiaBmus foird man twobl jeinen fedjzigten Geburtstag feiern?” J. T. M.
Gine ,futherifde” und cine ,[utherifd-reformicrte” uguftana-Feier
in Augdburg. Die .. E. L. N.” berichtet aus ,Alg. Ev.-Luif. Sorrejpons
beng“: .Befanntlidy find 3 im Jahre 1980 bierhundert Jahre, daj auf
bem Meidjdtag gu SMugsburg dad Grundbefenninis der Iutberiffen Sticde,
bic Confessio Augustana, Siaifer und Reid) vorgelegt twurde. Jum Jubis
Taum biefes Augsburger Velfenninifjes, auf das nod) Heute alle Diener ber
Tutherifdien Stirdje aller Lanbder verpflidhtet werden, wollen im September
1080 [Bertreter der Mitherifdien Stirche der W e[t nad) ?luusﬁur_g fommen,
um crneut Stellung u ihrem Befenninisd gu nchmen. Man crb:tctf fdhon
Beute bie Frage: MWie tverden fid) die Iutherifdien ThHeologen 1|nb_ﬁlttﬁrn-
filhrer in ber Gegentvart gu bem alten Vefenninis jtellen? Mam ijt um fo
mehr auf bad Ergebnis bicfer Vefenninislonfereng gefpannt, ald neben bent
fiiljrenben Sirdjenméinnern des beutfdhen, nordijdien und iiibcttrn?alfﬂlfll
Suthertums aud ein Reltor einer amerilanijden Univerfitdt und ein Laie,
ein Univerjitatdprofejjor der NRedidmifjenfdafien, NReferate iibem_nnmlcﬂ
Baben. . . . Ju unterjdieiden ift diefe Jubiliumsfeicr ded internationalen
Tutherijdien Ginigungstverfed bon einer Tagung, die im Juni in 9{lln§§“m
jtattfinden foll. Hier will der deut jd) e Protejtantidmus aud) mit jeinen
reformierten und unierten Teilen an cinem Tage banfbar defjen gedenten,
a8 bas Mugsburger Befenninis fiic ben Protejtantismus vor allem Deutid-
Tands bebeutet.” Menn bdie ,lutherifen Theologen und slir-tijel\fllf)f“
aud ber gangen Welt die redte Stellung zum .alten SBetc:mhué_". 3u der
Augsburgijdien Stonfefjion, finden tviicben, jo ivire dasd eine grope Gnabde
von ®ott. Sic Iviitben dann allefamt gur Heiligen Schrift, ald Qnﬂcﬂ
cigenem unfehlbaren MWort, guriidlehren. Sie iviirben dann aud) in der
[ehre bon ber Vefehrung und Redjtfextigung jidh tvieder der s_oln- sl'?'-‘“
gutvenben und dem Synergidmus den Ab[dicd geben, der fidh Im?u: Dbei fo
pielen , Tutferijdhen Theologen und Sirdfenfithrern” findet. €3 nmti.n: bait
burd) Gotte8 Ginabe eine neue, Herrlide Jeit fiix die [utherijdhe mrgf;e in
ber gangen Melt anbredjen. iibrigens jtellt aud) das amerifanifde
Suthertum Teine gejdlofjene Front gegen die Leugner der JInjpiration ber
©drift bar, folange Philadelphia behauptet, daf Scdrift und Gotted Wort
nidt gu .ibentifigieren” jei. Wad die iveite Jubildumsfeier in Slugsburg
Betrifjt, fo will babei ,ber beutjde Proteftantismusd aud) mit feinen rvefors
mierten und unierten Teilen dantbar defjen gebenfen, tas bas Augsburger
Befenninis file den Proteftantismus vor allem Deutjdlands bedeutet”. €3
toicb SMiife madjen, Die Feier au einer cinbeitliden gu geftalten, rweil
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Biinglis und feiner Genoffen Reformation fdhon feit dbem Jafre 1524 ald
Stontrareformation aufgetreten mwar und Fivingli 1530 in Augsburg jein
cigened Befenninis, die Fidei Ratio, einreidhte, worin er nidht nur Rom
befimpfen tvollte, fondern aud) auf dbad Heftigfte gegen bie IutBerijdhe Sirdje
polemifierte, & B.
Prayers by St. Pelagius. — The Federal Council of the Churches
of Christ is distributing the pamphlet The Fellowship of Prayer— for
the Lenten Season 1930 and teaches its disciples to pray thus: “O Thou
who hast written Thy Law in men’s hearts, we thank Thee for the image
of our better selves that sweetly haunts us. Stand before us that our
truer, finer natures may see Thee and come forth to dwell among men.
In Christ’s name. Amen.” “0Q Lord, we thank Thee for the ideals and
purposes that Thou hast implanted in our hearts and that make us better
than we appear to be. Make us loyal to the inmer voices, give us the
joy of 0 good conscience and the comfort which belongs to those who have
striven to be true. Amen.” “0 God, we pray Thee that we may exercise
this day the noblest capacities that Thou hast implanted within us. Give
us wisdom and courage to put into daily practise our best thoughis and
dispositions and the things we most sincerely believe. Amen.” “Thou
great Creator of men’s souls, we thank Thee for the power of the human
spirit to triumph over circumstances and to overcome evil. We covet that
power for ourselves this day, that we may not be easy victims of environ-
ment, but may be greater than anything that can happen to us. Amen.”
0 Thou, who lovest the strength of men and whose rewards are for the
secing eye and the pathfinding spirit, inspire us to trust Thee greatly and
be unafraid. In days of cloud teach us to listen for a voice that is within
the cloud. Amen.” “We bless Thee that we are set amid this rich
brotherhood of interrelated life with its mysterious power to quicken and
uplift. Make us willing to pay the due price for what we get by putting
forth our own life in wholesome good will. Amen.” “O Thou, from
whom life comes and to whom it returns, we thank Thee for our lives.
Grant us to know better than we do life’s divine meaning and majestic
purposes, to the end that we may not live in vain, but become Thy profitable
servants. Amen.” Some of the prayers and some phrases in the samples
here submitted might be uttered by a Christian, but they do not have the
Christian meaning when uttered by Pelagius. Only twice does Pelagius
pray, in & manner, after his manner, for the forgiveness of sins: “Almighty
God, Spirit of purity, of sincerity, and of all truth, grant unto us the holy
gift of a fearless and honest mind that we may behold ourselves as we
are, truly confessing our sins and failures; through Jesus Christ, our
Lord. Amen.” “0 Thou, to whom we look for merey in the hour of our
shortcomings, teach us to show the mercy that we seek and to practise
the gentle judgments that we crave. Out of our need for charity we would
bring the mind of charity to our fellow-men. Amen.” How does Pelagius
meditate on the death of Christ which expiated for our sins? He does
not meditate on that subject. Then what thinks he of Christ? “Deliver
us, O God, from the sclf-centered life. Lead us forth from solicitous and
anxious thoughts of self to the wider flelds of service. In Christ Thou
hast shown us the way; help us to walk in it for His sake. Amen.”
“Lord Jesus, our great Leader and Brother, who didst know on earth the
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love of father and mother and didst share a home with brothers and
sisters, teach us Thy way in our homes. May we not reserve our best for
strangers. Give us understanding hearts and a love that is not provoked
and that never faileth. Amen” A fine prayer, but submitted for the
purpose of showing that the modern Pelagius knows Jesus not as the
Savior, but only as the Teacher and the Leader. On Good Friday, April 18,
he prays: “Lord, teach us to overcome. Make us steadfast and immovable
servants of Him whom we this day commemorate. May His faith reside
in us and the Spirit which led Him to the cross descend upon us and fill
our hearts with love of God and men. Amen.” There are two prayers for
Easter Day. “Almighty God, we praise Thee that in the weakness of all
our love and the darkness of all knowledge before death Thou hast based
assurance of personal life in simple faith upon Thyself. In Thy light
we see light; Thy love is our shopherd and our fold. Amen.” The second
prayer does confess that Jesus Christ is the Son of God, but again brings
man’s own work to the fore. It is much less Pelagianistic than the other
prayers and should therefore in all fairness also be transeribed here:
“Almighty God, Father everlasting, who hast set us in the fellowship of
Thy Son Jesus Christ, be near to us in this time of meditation and com-
munion. May our hearts be open to every holy affection and ready to
receive and cherish every sacred memory and serious impression. Give us
to know the power of that life and death which this scason commemorates.
Let a portion of the Spirit which led our Savior to the cross descend upon
us and fill our hearts with the love of God and man. Here and now may
every selfish passion and desire be quict that by the sorrows of repentance
our souls may be purified; that by pain we may learn patience and that
by the peace of God which passeth understanding our thoughts may be
kept and centered in Christ Jesus, our Lord. Amen.” E.
Brandt China nod) Miffionare? 1lnter diejer fiberjdhrift Heipt s in
ben ,Algemeinen MifjionsNadjridjten”: ,Dr. David Pui, der befannte
@ilhrer ber dincjijden Chrijtenfeit, gab Hirglid) folgende Darjtellung ber
fage ber Sirdje in China und ded Vediirfnifjed nad) iveiterer Hilfe von
auslinbijden Miffionaren: ,China Hat das Sdwerjte Hinter fich und tritt
jelst in bie Beit De3 Wicderaufbaus cin. N mddjte die Widhtigheit, ja bie
Nottoendigicit betonen, daf die drijtlihen Sirdfte der Welt fogleidy bdie
gang cingigactige Gelegenbeit erfennen, die fid) Heute in China bictet. Wer
mit der (Beid'mﬁtc der djrijtlichen Urbeit in Japan vertraut ijt, twixd fidh
erinnern, baf in ifrer neueren Gejdidite ein Jeitpuntt twar, wo der drijts
Tiden Belwegung ifre bejte Gelegenheit, aber aud) ihr grdfter Nuf gegeben
war. Die Stirdje nupte bamals die Gelegenheit nidht aus. JIn China fieht
fie {i) Heute bemfelben MRuf gegeniiber, nur ijt er vicl, viel weitreidender.
Seinbe Ehinad8 und der driftlichen Beivegung Haben den Cinbdbrud gu bers
breiten gejudyt, daf die djinefiffen GEhrijten nidjt linger cin Vebiirfnisd
nad) Miffionaren fiiblien. Das it cin faljdher Gebanle, und wenn er auss
gefilhrt toiicbe, toiithe ex gum Sterben der drijtliden Bewegung in Ehina
fithren, ba diec djinefijhe Fiifreridaft nod nidht ftart genug ijt, um dad
Wer? allein tveiteraufiifren. [ denfe, i Jpredje nidht nur die Anfidten
meiner driftliden Freunde, jondern aud) vieler nidtcdrijtliGer Chinefen
aus, fenn i fage, baf Ivir mit Freudben alte Mifjionare, die nad) Ehina
guriidfefren, und neue, bie gu unjerer Pilfe Herbeieilen, begriifen werdem.
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Jn ben Vegiehungen und dber ArbeitBverteilung migen mande Snbderungen
nitig twecben; aber bie Notivendigleit gu Gndern jollte dodj tweber die Riids
Telir alter nod) bie Gelwinnung nener Miffionare entmutigen.” F.P.

Die Dialeltit Luthers und Narl Varths. 1lnter biefer fiberjdrift mweijt
Lie. Dr. Burgborf in ber .. €. L. N.“ auf den grofen Unterjdjied ivijden
futher und Narl Varth) Hin. Wir onnen nidht allem beiftimmen, twasd
Dr. Burgborf {dhreibt; doch Hat cr twefentlige Puntte Har und fiher bes
urteilt,. Die Differengen ivijdhen Luther und Varth faft exr am Sdlup
feined Urtifeld aufammen, tvie folgt: ,E3 fird deutlid) getvorden feim,
tvic tveit bie Reformation, bejonders Luihers, bon farl Varth verjdieden ijt.
@ie find jo berjdhicden, dafy Dereitd dad ,Sinodjengeriijt’ Deiber THeologen
nidt basjelbe ift. WoBhl find ecinige Ausdbriide gleidy. Aber fie Haben bei
Luther eine gang andere Vebeutung ald bei Varth. Beide Manmner bers
treten Dialeltil, Suther dic BVibeldialektif von Gefep und Evangelium, Barth
bie Dialettit des Glottedgedbanfens. . .. Luthers Theologie jtellt und eine
Geftalt voll Straft vor dic Augen; bei Varth nehmen tir nur ein jdnel
gerfliegenbed Phantom twahr. Dasd red)itfertigt das lcteil, dad B. Dirried
falt: ,J fann jept in iGm [Barth] nur nod) eine Gefabr fiic unjere Kirde
feben. @8 ijt bedhalb Taum cine Frage, mit welder Dialettit der moderne
Menjd) toeiter fommt. Mit der Dialeftif Barth3 fommt er wohl in bdie
Btocifel, die ,Fragmiicdigleit® aller Dinge mit Cinjdjlufy der eigenen Perjon,
binein. Aber Herausd und auf cinen feften Voben fommt exr nur mit der
Dialelti! Luihers, ber Vibelbialeftif von Gefess und Evangelium.”

% T M.

PBaliftingd Bevblferung. Der ,CEHriftl. Apologete” {dhreibt: ,Jm
Jahre 1922 Tebten in Paldjtina 83,000 Juden; im Jahre 1926 waren ed
ifrer 158,000. RLaut ciner Mitteilung der London Times bejtand am
81, Auguft 1929 bie Vevslferung ded Heiligen Lanbded aus 557,649 Mohams
mebanern, 140,554 Juden, 78,468 Chrijten und ettoa 9,000 Perjonen ans
berer religivjen Glemeinfdaften. Jn den Jahren 1926 und 1927 vermins
derte {idh die Babl der jiidijden Vevilferung durd) AusStwanderung.” Diefe
Bablen erfldren gum Teil bie Streitigleiten, bie fid) bor einiger Jeit in
Paldjtina gugetragen Haben; neben ber religitfen dringt {id) eben immer
foieber bie Vroifrage auf. 3. 2T.M.

Die Thtigleit der Methodiften in Deutidland. Jm Leipziger .Theos
Togijdhen Literaturblatt” ijt dic ziveite Auflage von John N. Niiljens (und
NMitarbeitern) . Surzgefajgtc Gejdidte ded Methodidmus bon feinen Ans
fangen bi8 aur Gegentvart” mit diefen MWorten angegeigt: ,Der linters
fdyied awijchen den Deiden uflagen Dejteht mweniger in Imberungen, bie
am Text der exften YAuflage borgenommen iviren, ald bielmehr in Eriveis
terungen und Crgangungen. Denn iiberall {ind die lepten Creignifie nadys
gefragen, und aufjerbem ijt die Darjtellung bed fontinentalen Methodidmus
gum Feil durd) Gletvinnung neuer Mitarbeiter, die ald Augengeugen bes
tidten Ionnen, Detrdaditli) ausgejtaltet tvorben. Der Wert de3 Budjes,
bad3 burd) biele Hiftorijhe Cingelfeiten fidh auszeidmet, ift baburd) ofne
Bioeifel exhidht torden. Freilid) ber Charalier bed Vudjed ift im ivefents
Tidjen ber gleidje geblicben, enn aiid) Hier und ba einmal ein unfdoner
Ungriff auf die Landeslirdje gemildert tvorden ift. Dad Bud) bleibt damit
in feinen Bijtorijen Teilen, die den feftlimdifdhen Methobi8mus darjtellen,
eine Rectfertigungsidrift fiir dad Einbdringen bed Methobidmus, die die
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Diftorie der Apologetit und Polemil bienftbar madjt. Daf Erivedung und
@emeinfdjaftsbetvequng audj innerhald bder Landestirdjen jid) Haben Eins
gang beridaffen Bnnen, ijt einc Tatjadje, die bei der Erdrterung der Grilnde
fiic ble_(Entiteﬁung felbjtanbdiger methodbiftijher Gemeinden ben AusSgangds
puntt bilden mup.” Die Miberifhen Landestivdjen bleiben dbem Einbringen
De8 Methodidmus gegeniiber in {dGvader Defenfivjtelung, jo Iange fie nidt
entidhieben gum [drifigemifen lutherifdien Velenninis guriidfehren.

. .
Furd)t vor ber Vibel. lnter dicfer fiberfdhrift melbet cin deutfdys
Ianbifdhes Vlatt: ,Die Atheiftengelle der Halberftiidier mebiginijden pros
feffionellen Sdjule in Ruiland organificrte cinen antiveligidfen Bibelzictel,
um an ber Hand der Vibel deren Schwddhen gu ftudicren. Diefer Lefes
gickel ift aber bon der SireiSverivaltung des Atheiftenverbandesd tvicder aufs
geldjt torben, ,ba bie Teilnehmer durd) die Bejddftigung mit der Vibel
Icidjt ivieber gur Religion uriidgefiifrt twerden finnten”. Dad ijt bon
feiten ber Utheiften gang flug gehanbdelt. Diefelbe Stlugheitdmafregel liegt
der Ivieberholten papitlichen BVerdammung ber Vibelgefeljdjafien gugrunbde.
Cbenjo waxr e8 cine Stfugheitdmagregel, fvenn in dem Wormfer Cdift, dad
ban bem papftlidien Legaten Aleanber verfaft tvar, nidt nur Luiberd
Perfon, jondern aud) feine Biidher in Bann und Acht erfldrt wurdben. €3
Die in bem Ebift in Degug auf LQuifers Biidjer: ,ES foll jie nicmand
faufen, berfaufen, Iejen, behalten, abjdreiben, druden nod) abjdjreiben ober
druden laffen, fonbern jie mit Feuer verbrennen und in aliwege ganglid
abtun, verniditen und vertilgen.” Die BVerdammung der Vitdjer Luthers,
bie fo cifrig bom WVolfe gelefent twourden, Hat der AlGerridhaft deds Pabjts

tums gelvaltigen Abbruc) gefam. . B

P

Bermifdited und jeitgefdjidhtliche Notizen.

Bu welfiem Bwed ,die Lutherifdien” nidjt nad) Augdburg gefoms
men finb. RQuifer war fihrend ded8 Neidhstages gu Augsburg nidt in
Yugsdburg, fonbern auf der Fejte Soburg. Aber bon ber Sioburg ausd
tidjtete er eine ,BVermahnung” an die in Augsburg verjammelten papijtis
fden ®eiftlichen. Er bittet jie, fie miditen die Gnadengeit nidt verjdus
men, bie ifnen burd) ben MeidfStag von Goit dbargeboten fei. Wortlid
fjagt S[uther: .Denn Gott gibt eud) Gnade, Maum, Jeit und Urjade, durd
unjern allergndbdigiten Heren Staifer Garolum, mit diefem Reidhdtag biel
amb grofy Gutd gu jdaffen und auszuridten, o ihr allein tvolltet.” Wenn
etlife unter ben Geiftlidjen jagen iicben: ,MWer darf dein? Wer Gat
beined Bermalhnensd oder Schreibens je begehri? ES jind jo biel gelehrier
und frommer Reute Hie [in Augsdburg], dic der Sadje befjer zu raten iifjen
benn bu RNarr ufw.”, jo antworiet Luther: ,MWohlan, bad will id gerne
glauben, und @oit Helfe, daf alles alfo wabr jei. . .. UAber nodj ijt dad
aud) oahr: Man fann ded Guten nidjt u viel tun, und Hat oft ein Narr
beffern Rat geben denn viel Weife, und wicderum, teije Leute gemeiniglic)
ben grdfiten Shaben auf Erden getan, jonberlid) wenn fie fich auf ihre Weiss
Beit verlafien und nidht aud) mit Gottedfurdjt gehanbdelt und mit bdemiitis
gem Hergen um gdttliche Hilfe und Gnabde gebeten Haben.” Quiler hielt ed
im Jafre 1680 — nur neun Jahre nad) Worms — fiir ber Sadjlage ents
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