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lute and flute, Luther also composed original tunes, some of which,
such as the vigorous, fervid melody of “A Mighty Fortress,” have
become immortal.

The new, yet old faith which Luther preached, salvation through
the mediation of Christ, the only Savior, was the source, the fountain-
head, of the new hymmnody. Luther’s hymns are objective. They
proclaim the free, unmerited grace of God. They are n spontaneous
outpouring of praise for the newly found truths of Holy Writ, a joyous
testimony of the restored favor of God. (Of. Hymn 150, stanza 14:
“My heart for very joy doth leap.”) They are not couched in dry,
didactic terms, but in choice words of childlike simplicity and dig-
nified devotional earnestness. They possess a universal appeal
Luther was exceptionally felicitous in voicing the religious emotions
of a people recently freed from the bondage of fear. .As mouthpiece
of the Church his hymns express the joyous certainty, the power of
faith, the confidence of triumphant vietory. (Cf. Hymn 162, stanza 4:
“Let hell and Satan rage and chafe, God is our Brother.”) They
are lyrical supplications for succor, for strength, for perseverance.

Truly, a priceless treasure of Christian song! How fortunate
for our Church that it had as its founder not only a great reformer,
a mighty preacher of righteousness, an unexcelled translator of Holy
Writ, but also a supreme writer of classic hymns, who by his own
example and by inspiring hundreds to follow in his footsteps (47 Lu-
theran hymnals before Luther’s deanth, thousands of hymns since
Luther), has made our Lutheran Church in truth “the singing
Church.” L. BLANKENBUEHLER,

Member of Synodical Commiltee on Hymnology and Liturgics.

.
-
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L Amerika.

Aus dber Synode. 1Unjer Lutheran School Journal teilt mit: ,Sdon
Iange toar e3 Wunfd) und Wille unjerer Mifjionare in Ghina, Luiberd
Stleinen Satediidmus in dinejijher Spradie gu druden, da cr bid jebt nur
teiltveife undb aud) nur in jogenanntem Mimeographdrud borfanben ivar.
Yber twegen der politifdien Unrufen im Jahre 1927 tourde dad Druden bers
{doben. Jebod), nun ift bad Druden der erjten 5,000 Exemplare am 25. Nos
bember borigen Jafhres, Gott fei Danl, vollendet tworben. ,Dad mar fiir
uns alle eine grofe Freube', fdreibt einer der Mijjionare, ,und barum mwurde
Bier in Pantolv audj ein redjted Freudenfejt gefeiert. Samilide Ehriften qusd
allen unfern Kapellen waren eingelaben tworden, gu der groften Sapelle gu
fommen. 3Btvei unjerer Evangelijten Bielten bdie Feftreden, Perr Wei Tien
Cn anb Herr Sen Sao Nai.* “

Jft bad nidit au viel? Cine St. Qouifer deutfdhe Jeitung melbet auf
@rund eined Veridtd bder .Ufjogiierten Preffe”, bdatiert Soburg, bden
29. Marg: ,Die im elften Jahrhundert erbaute Burg Foburg bdiicfte in ber
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Beit bon Apxil bis Oftober Befudjer und Reifende aus vielen Landern, bes
fonder8 qus folden, two dic Luiferamer einen grofen Progenifah bder Ves
balferung bilben, in grofierer Babl anloden, al8 Stoburg jemald in einem
pangen Jahraehnt gefehen Hat. Bierhundert JYahre {ind jeit jemer Beit
berfloffen, dba Ruiher, ber bom Papft mit dem Wann belegt und von bdem
allpetvaltigen Kaifer Staxl V. in dic At ecflart tworben mar, in jener Burg
foofjnte und bon bort aud bie grofie proteftantife Bujammentunft leitete,
foeldje bie Hugaburgijde Sonfefjion Herborbradjte. Um nun ein vierhunberts
jahrige8 Erinnerungsfeft an jene [eiten gu begehen, in denen Luther damals
auf jener Burg jeinen Wolhnplals Hatte, wird bon jener Stadt Soburg eine
grofie Yusftellung geplant, mit der Yuffiijrungen und Songerte verbunden
fein werben. Die Crofinung findet am 15. April jtatt, an weldem Tage
eine QuihersAusftellung in der grofen Fefthalle auf der Fejte Soburg ihren
Mnfang nebmen tirb. Ju der Luiher-Wiblioihe! tverden gegen 200 erjte
Yudgaben bon Luihers Werfen audgejtellt fein otvie perfonlidie Namends
untexgeifjmungen bHed grofien Meformators und ecine Bilber[djauftellung der
fibergabe ber YAugsburgifien Stonfejjion, die belannilid) eine geordnete
{drifilide Darftellung ded gangen Syftems der Glaubenslehren der Luthes
tijdjen Reformation in exjdjopfender Form enthilt. Am Ubend bed 15. April
toixd cine Anffithrung ded von Hand Jobit gedidhteten Hijtorijhen Dramas
Die Propheten® im Landestheater veranjtaltet, und drei Tage fpiter mwird
bie Auffiifrung von Waguers ,Pargifal® ftatifinden. [I] Beide Auffiihs
rungen twerdben wihrend der gangen Dauer der biele Monate wiahrenden
tejtlidhleiten in beftimmien Bwijdencdumen tviederholt twerden. Einer ber
Pofepunite diefer Feftlidgleiten tvird der am 18. Mai gefeierte ,Quther-Tag’
bilden, an deffen Borabend ein Fadelzug ftattfinben wirb.” — Jjt da nidt
cine groge Gefalr borhanden, dajy durd) bic fo gejtaltete Fejtfeier der un=
gebeure Crnjt, der bie Vefemner bon Aug3burg befeclte, in den Hinters
gumnd gedrdngt toirb? Auf die, bie da3 Redben bei der Feier zu bejorgen
Baben, fillt eine grofe Verantwortlichieit. . .

The American Lutheran Conference.—The church-papers during
the last weeks have been reporting the formation of a confederation of
Lutheran synods which appears to be of momentous significance for the
future of the Lutheran Church of America. The bodies involved are the
Joint Synod of Ohio, the Jowa Synod, the Buffalo Synod, the Norwegian
Lutheran Church of Ameriea, the Augustana Synod, the United Danish
Church, and the Lutheran Free Church (a Norwegian body). According
to the Lutheran Stendard of March 1 these seven bodies “participated in
the meetings out of which has come a definite plan, erystallized in a con-
stitution for the organization and operation of the American Lutheran
Conference”; for this is the name which has been proposed for the con-
templated federation. Of the strength of the new organization the Lutheran
Standard says: “We can give only approximate statistics covering these
bodies, because the latest Lutheran World Almanac is not yet in our hands.
In round numbers the seven bodies include 4,000 pastors, upwards of
7,000 congregations, well over 900,000 confirmed members, and about
1,400,000 baptized members. The American Lutheran Church (Ohio, Iowa,
and Buffalo) will constitute about one-third of the American Lutheran
Conference.” The Standard next points out that it cannot be said as yet
that the founding of the proposed American Lutheran Conference is assured.
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The seven synods mentioned will have to approve the plans that have been
drawn up. It is hoped by the committee that their synods will taks
favorable action and that in October of this year, when the four-hundredth
anniversary of the Augsburg Confession will be observed with special
festivities, the American Lutheran Conference will become a reality. To
inform our readers on the origin of the contemplated federation, it will
be best if we reprint that part of the article in the Lutheran Standard in
which the various steps taken are briefly narrated. The article says: —

“After the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America and the Joint
Synod of Ohio had established pulpit- and altar-fellowship on the basis of
what are now known as the Minneapolis Theses, the Joint Synod, at its
convention in 1928, passed the following resolution: ' ‘That a committee of
three be appointed for the purpose of conferring with a similar committee
of the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America to discuss ways and means
by which this church-fellowship may find expression.’ (Joint Synod
Minutes, 1928, p.223, B.2.c.) The General President, Dr. C. C. Hein,
appointed ns this committee the Rev. L. H. Schuh, D.D., Toledo, 0.; the
Rev. F. B. Hax, D.D., Massillon, O.; and the Rev. H. W. Krull, Platte-
ville, Wis.

“Our committee met with the committee of the Norwegian Lutheran
Church in Chicago, February 28, 1929. Representatives of the Buffalo
Synod and the Iowa Synod had also been invited to this meeting. It was
evident that there was such harmony in faith and practise among us that
cooperation in certain lines of endeavor was both feasible and practicable.
As the discussion progressed, it became evident that this movement should
be carried further and that other Lutheran groups should be invited to
participate. This invitation was to be extended to certain groups by
President J. A. Aasgaard of the Norwegian Lutheran Church and to others
by President C. C. Hein of the Joint Synod.

“October 7, 1029, the Joint Synod Committee held a colloquy with
a committee of the Augustana Synod. Again the Minneapolis Theses
formed the basis. The two committees found themselves in harmony and
passed a resolution to recommend to their respective synods the establish-
ment of pulpit- and altar-fellowship.

“The following day representatives of the Augustana Synod, the Lu-
theran Free Church, the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, the Jowa
Syrod, and a committee of the Joint Synod conferred. In the course of
the discussion it became apparent that the Lord was pointing the way for
o closer relation of all these groups. After a two-day discussion a com-
mittee, consisting of the General Presidents of the participating synods,
was appointed to draft a constitution and submit their work to a future
meeting of the delegates.

“At a mecting held in Chicago, December 18 and 19, 1928, represen-
tatives of the Augustana Synod, the Buffalo Synod, the United Danish
Church, the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, the Lutheran Free
Church, and the Joint Synod of Ohio were present. Interest was evidently
growing. There were providential leadings apparent. The presidents of
the participating synods made a report to their delegates, submitting for
their discussion the draft of a conmstitution for a federation of these

. Lutheran bodies. The discussion was fraternal and earnest. When the
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work was ended, the committee resolved that this conmstitution be sub-
mitted to all the participating synods for sdoption at their next regular
meeting. If favorable action is taken by the respective synods, they are
requested to appoint delegates to meet in October, 1930, for the purpose of
organizing ‘The American Lutheran Conference’ under the constitution as
adopted by the committce and published in this issue of the Zutheran
Standard.

“Thus, in the providence of God, n mustard-seed has been cast into
the earth. May it grow to become n blessing to the whole Lutheran
Church of America!

“This report is made to the comstituents of Joint Synod by the del-
egates who represented them in this work. The Committee: I. H. Schuh,
F. B. Hax, H. W. Krull, C. C. Hein.”

Very little is to be added. The Minneapolis Theses referred to were
the outcome of a conference held in Minneapolis in 1925, at which the
Ohio Synod, the Jowa Synod, the Buffalo Synod, and the Norwegian
Lutheran Church of America were represented. These theses, with some
strictures of ours, were reprinted in the Theological Monthly, April, 1927
(Vol. VII, p.112). The Lutheran Standard of March 1 presents the draft
of the constitution and Ly-laws of the mew organization. We reprint
Article II, containing the confession of faith, Article III, mentioning the
objeet of the federation, and Article 1V, defining its power. Article II
reeds: “The American Lutheran Conference accepts the eanonical books
of the Old and the New Testament as the inspired Word of God and the
only infallible authority in all matters of faith and life and the symbolical
books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church as the true presentation of the
pure doctrine of the Word of God and a summary of the faith.” Article IIX
reads: “This organization is founded for the purpose of giving testimony
to the unity in the faith of the participating church-bodies and to this end
has as its objects: 1) mutual counsel concerning the faith, life, and work
of the Church; 2) cooperation in matters of common interest and respon-
sibility, such as: A. allocation of work in Home Mission fields; B. elemen-
fary and higher Christian edueation; C. Inner Mission work (Christian social
service) ; D. student service in state schools and universities; E. special
missionary activities; JF. joint publication of Christian literature;
G. periodic exchange of theological professors at the theological sem-
inaries, etc.” Article IV reads: “This organization shall have such powers
only as may be specifically delegated to it by the conmstituent bodies.
Otherwise its province shall be limited to counsel and advice in matters
of common interest and those in which its advice may be sought.” A fur-
ther discussion of the projected church-body we reserve for a future issue.

A.

“American Lutheran Church.” About the name which the new
Lutheran body, established by the merger of the Synods of Ohio, Iowa, and
Buffalo, will bear, the Zutheran Herald of the Iowa Synod writes edi-
torially: “We like three features about this name. In the first place, it
delivers us from the word ‘synod,” which is so rarely ‘understood,’” and,
instead, gives us the beautiful appellation ‘Church.’ It, secondly, has no
geographical limitation, such as Iowa, Ohio, Buffalo, Missouri, and the like.
It compels us, thirdly, to be mindful of the fact that we are in America,
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that as a Church we have our primary duty to perform in this country,
that we must do our part in ennobling and enriching the religious life
of America. But the name, even if the definite article ‘the’ is absent, will
be an absurdity, an empty hoast, unless we are, every one of us, filled with
the urgent desire to do our very best to bring about what properly may
be called ‘The American Lutheran Church.’ Considered from this view-
point, the name becomes a prophecy. May God speed the day of its
fulfilment!”

The membership of the new body is rated by the Lutheran Herald at
about one half million, or, to be exact, 406,365 souls (official figures of
1026). Almost exactly 25 per cent. of the churches arc located in urban
territory (cities having more than 2,500 inhabitants), and 75 per cent. are
rural. The States showing the largest membership in the A.IL.C. are:
Ohio, 08,807; Wisconsin, 58,527; JIown, 49,168; Texas, 44,405; Illinois,
31,606; Minnesota, 31,259; Michigan, 30,076; North Dakota, 19,819;
Pennsylvania, 18,067; Nebraska, 17,836; South Dakota, 13,385; Indiana,
11,754.

The Lutheran Church Herald comments on the name of the new body
as follows: “The new Church will be known as the American Lutheran
Church. We see no particular reason why the definite article cannot be
included in the name. We like this name, which happened to be our choice
for our own Church at the time when a new name was being discussed.
We have names like The Lutheran, Der Lutheraner, Lutheraneren, which
does not necessarily mean that any one of them claims to be the only and
outstanding Lutheran paper in the country. The United Church is a union
of churches, but does not include all.”

The Lutheran Standard of the Ohio Synod remarks among other
things: “The year 1030 is one of outstanding anniversaries. America will
recall the coming of the Puritans to our shores three hundred years ago.
Christendom will commemorate the nineteen-hundredth anniversary of
Pentecost. The Lutheran Church, all over the world, will take special
note of the quadricentennial of the Augsburg Confession. Our own Joint
Synod of Ohio will observe the centenninl of the founding of our theological
seminary. Then, for the members of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod of
Iowa, the Lutheran Synod of Buffalo, and the Joint Synod of Ohio and
Other States this year 1930 will mark, under God, the consummation of
the merger and the launching of the American Lutheran Church.”

With regard to the merger the Lutheran Church Herald adds: “It is
true that the Lutheran Church is not ready and willing to join anything
that happens to come along. It did not join the Interchurch Movement,
which cost some of the Protestant churches several million and brought
some of them on the verge of bankruptcy. Nor has it joined the Federal
Council of Churches, which inherited the residue of the Interchurch Move-
ment, with its laxity of confession and disregard for all creedal statements.
The Lutheran Church has followed the principle that church union must
be preceded by confessional agreement. It is easy to understand how even
this correct principle may be overemphasized by insisting on subscription
to scholastic intricacies and definitions carried to the extremes of subtile
analysis, which even Einstein himself would not be able to unravel. But
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the principlo is nevertheless correct when given a reasonable application
by being confined to the plain, uninterpreted, or Bible-interpreted, state-
ments of the Scriptures. It is because of this insistence on doctrinal unity,
which by a great portion of the Reformed churches has been discarded as
futile and unnecessary, that the Lutheran Church is looked upon aus
hopelessly non-cooperative and isolated from the rest of the Protestant
Church.” J. T. M.

The Breaking Down of Christinn Consclousness. — Signs are
multiplying which indicate that the laxer church-bodies in the United
States are not merely losing the last remnant of confessional consciousness,
but that the very boundaries of Christianity are being removed by feats
of syncretism which would have been considered shocking but two short
decades ago. In a clipping which has just reached our desk we are told
that a Congregational church in a small city of the Middle West recently
opened its pulpit to — a Jewish Rabbi. Of course, the Rabbi chose a theme
which would be general enough not to touch upon even the most faintly
controverted points. His topiec was “Divine Revelation for To-day,” which
might have meant something if presented according to Seriptures. But
the report of the service indicates that nothing of this kind was attempted.
We are told: “In a preliminary remark he said that the meeting in itself,
one of Jews and Christians sitting together in concord, with a common
aim and purpose [?], may well be regarded as a divine revelation of
to-day. Those who heard him felt that, carrying his thought one step
farther, his address in its beauty and simplicity may be considered in the
same light as a divine revelation of to-day. Dr.Cronbach stressed the
thought that God reveals Himself to the lovers of trith to-day and always.
In the beauty abounding all about us, in the ambition for helpfulness to
others, in the sympathy for those who suffer, and in constant eagerness to
relieve suffering, God is revealed to the world to-day. At the conclusion
of the address the people who heard it went to the speaker and thanked
him for it, assuring him that they were deeply moved by the charming
spirituality of his message.” — The Congregational pastor and his con-
gregation may have been ignorant of the transgression of God’s clear words
in the matter of such flagrant syncretism; but this is no excuse in view
of the clear command of God. The Bible tells us that there is no salvation
in any other, neither is there any other name under heaven given among
men whereby they must be saved except the one name Jesus Christ. Un-
less the Jews, orthodox and reformed, withdraw their blasphemous denial
of the one Savior of mankind, all specious prating about new revelations
and universal love will avail them nothing. K.

How Does the Church Get Its Ministry? — An editorial reprinted
in the Living Church of January 4 from the London Church Times attempts
to prove the Apostolic Succession “by showing the consequences which fol-
low if the Apostolic Succession is not true.” (The positive way of proving
it, “by producing the evidence in its behalf, the grounds in Scripture on
which the doctrine is based, ete.,” is not employed in this article, but only
the negative way.) “The doctrine of Apostolic Succession is that the
authority to minister, which was conferred upon the apostles by Christ
Himself, is transmitted down the centuries through episcopal ordination.
« « » What, then, if this Apostolic Succession is a dream? In that case the
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apostolic ministry became extinct. It died with the death of St. Johm.
Then the ministry which derived its authority direct from Christ came
to an end. In that case it was left to the Church to decide what should
happen. The Church had to determine whether there should be any official
ministry at all and if that problem was decided in the affirmative, what
form the new ministry should take. There could be no divine obligation
to reproduce the same ministerial constitution everywhere. It was a case
for local option. No church could bind its successors. Each generation
was free to revise or reverse the methods of its predecessors. There was
no compelling reason why any particular form of ministry should be
permancnt, since God fulfils Himself in many ways, lest one good custom
should corrupt the world. It has been argued by an cminent Non-con-
formist, and, quite logically, on the assumption that the Apostolic Succes-
sion is false, that the very fact that one particular form of ministry has
continued for centuries is in itself abundant reason why we ought to have
a change. TUltraconservatism can have no place in a progressive com-
munity. A chief duty of a Church is to adapt itself to the requirements
of the age.”

The Living Church ought to know that there is a Church which rejects
the doctrine of the Apostolic Succession and still escapes the dangers de-
picted as consequent upon the absence of episcopal ordination. Before pro-
posing the dilemma: either Apostolic Succession or chaos and change, it
would do well to glance at the system of the Lutheran Church (which,
we insist, is the Scriptural system). How does the Church get its ministry?
Augsburg Confession, Art. XIV: “Of ecclesiastical order they teach that
no one should publicly teach in the Church or administer the Sacraments
unless he be regularly called.” And it is the individual congregation that
is divinely authorized to call the proper persons into the ministry. Smal-
cald Articles: “The churches are in duty bound before God, according to
divine law, to ordain for themseclves pastors and ministers.” “\Wherever
there is a true church, the right to elect and ordain ministers necessarily
exists.” “Christ indicates to whom He has given the keys, namely, to the
Church: Where two or three are gathered together in My name. Like-
wise Christ gives supreme and final jurisdiction to the Church, when he

says: Tell it unto the Church” (Trigl., 525, § 72; 523, § 67; 511, § 24.) j

And this method of calling the ministers through the congregations is not
an ecclesiastical ordinance, subject to revision and change through Chris-
tian liberty or by the variable whims of the successive ages, but it is
a divine institution. Apology: “The Church has the command to appoint
ministers.” (Trigl., 311, § 12.) Smalcald Articles: “The Gospel assigns
to those who preside over churches the command to teach the Gospel,” ete.
In fact, the ministry of to-day is the continuation of the divinely instituted
apostolic ministry. Augsburg Confession: “For with this commandment
Christ sends forth His apostles: Preach the Gospel to cvery creature.”
(85, §5.) Smalcald Articles: “The office of the ministry proceeds from
the general call of the apostles.” (507, § 10.) There is no apostolic sue-
cession by episcopal ordination, and still there is no room “for local
option.” There is no telling what might happen if any group of Christians
at any place were at liberty to devise new forms according to its un-
wisdom. “Episcopal ordination” would be o safeguard. But God has not
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chosen to institute it. He has ordered the churches to set apart, call,
fit men for the purpose of shepherding the flocks, and no Christian body
has the right to discuss the question whether “we ought to have a change.”
The article then proceeds to tell why a ministry procured through the
call of the congregation is not acceptable. “Moreover, if all spiritual
authority is vested in the congregation, it follows that the congregation
has the power to ordain.” (Change “ordain” into “call,” and we shall
accept this as a correct presentation of the Lutheran position.) “What,
then, does ordination mean? Opinion is here divided. Some say it
means that the Church is authorizing a man to be its minister.” (Taking
ordination for the confirmation of the call, we have here again the Lutheran
position.) “Others lay all the stress on the man’s assurance that he has
received o call from heaven. This call from heaven is restricted to no ome
form of organization. That does not sound exactly conducive to unity.
But if the call has come from heaven, it is not within the right of officials
to forbid it. Congregational leaders insist that this call from heaven dis-
regards all official lines and comes to some Christian men as it came to
Amos. Amos was no prophet nor the Son of a prophet. He belonged to
no priestly or clerical family. But although he belonged to no privileged
caste and was not qualified by any official initiation, yet he was divinely
commissioned to deliver the message of the Eternal. What was true of
the ancient prophet, it is suggested, is also true of the prophet in Christian
times.” The Lutheran Church refuses to get its ministry in this way, by
way of the immediate eall evidenced to the subject of the eall by what he
terms the inner call, because the Lord has chosen to issue His call through
the congregation. But why does the Living Church refuse to accept not
only the ministry originating in the “inner call,”” but also the ministry
given to the Church through the call of the congregation? This is the
argument: “That is to say, the Christian ministry is prophetie, not
priestly. . . . If the minister is a preacher and nothing else, it is per-
fectly consistent to maintain that ordination is simply recognition by the
congregation that a man possesses the religious qualities and prophetie
gifts suited for a minister and that as such he is set apart for the service
of the Church. . . . But if the minister is not a priest, there is no con-
secration of the eucharistic clements, and his ordination is to a prophetic
function and not to a priestly.” The argument based on the priestly
character of the minister will carry weight with the Catholics, Roman and
Episcopalian Catliolics, but none at all with the Lutherans and other
Protestants. There is no priestly character to base anything on.— Be-
sides, the whole line of argument is obscure. If ministers were priests,
we cannot sce why the congregational call could not invest them with the
priestly character as well as the episcopal ordination. E.
Why the Local Church Fails in Mission-Support. —In an address
delivered by Dr. F. A. Agar at the Foreign Missions Conference held at
Atlantic City some of the reasons were pointed out why the local church
fails in support of missions. He holds that the “one great first cause is
an undisciplined, untaught, easy-going, compromising church-membership.”
‘Other causes worth considering are: “l1) expensive nmew edifices, which
entail increased overhead; 2) disintegration of the unity of the local
church, since segments of the local church tend to become self-sufficient
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and unbalanced in their collection and distribution of moneys; 3) dis-
loyalty of local members to the denominational program; 4) cowardice
in dealing with incoming members; 5) fear of- present members; 6) un-
trained, unenlisted lny leadership, due often to an unprepared, self-secking
clergy; 7) failure to realize a relationship between the center and the
extremity of the body of Christ (a man may die at the center simply from
an injury to an extremity); 8) easy-going rather than a cross-bearing
discipleship; 0) a divisive educational program, much of which is harmful
because directly related to money production; 10) men are too often
charged with the sole care of the local church finances, and consequently
the local church gets its money at the expense of missions; 11) a fair
amount of mission-money is constantly misappropriated by church officers
for local church expenses; 12) the individual of more than ordinary
possibilities has often been neglected and “protected” against personal
solicitation. Many well-to-do people will not give all they have to dis-
tribute through local church channels; here then lies a large field for
personal cultivation. 13) Too often high-pressure methods are used, which
ultimately tend to lose both the person and his money. 14) The present
beggar is more obvious than the far-away unsaved. 15) We have gone
after money instead of after the person. 16) A plen based on needs and
vision alone is unsound and defeats itsclf in the end, since obedience and
love are basic and essential to Christinnity. 17) Emotional production
or the sob story, which often leads to regret and anger, while it does not
basically build character.”

Other causes are mentioned which in the opinion of the writer do not
concern our own circles. Those mentioned above may help to point out
to us some of the “weak spots” in our system of mission-support, account-
ing for our failure to meet the demands of a mission-budget which is by
no means extravagant.

The Watchman-Examiner, from which we have quoted this item, re-
marks: “The seat of most of our difficulties lies in the life of our local
churches and in the places whence comes their leadership.” Is that true
also of our Church? J.T.M.

The Sad Situation in the Methodist Church. — Some time ago the
Christian Advocate had raised the question, What is wrong with Method-
ism? Replying to this question, Dr. Harold Paul Sloan, editor of the
Essentialist, in this paper draws a picture of conditions in the Methodist
Church which is simply appalling. We quote some of his sentences (and
it must be remembered that Dr. Sloan himself is a Methodist) : “Bishop
Berry said some years ago in the Christian Advocaic that the Modernist
group in Methodism were placing representatives of their point of view
in every conspicuous pulpit, college presidency, and General Conference
office that became vacant. This statement of the bishop is substantially
correct and has been correct over a period of more than a decade and
a half. . . . The deity of Christ in the sense of His eternal personal pre-
existence, His incarnation by the Holy Ghost of the Virgin Mary, His
bodily resurrection in the sense that His sepulcher was left open and empty
on Easter morning, are all being denied and their evidences undermined
in the outstanding colleges, universities, and seminaries of the Church. ...
At one of our recent annual conferences a local Hebrew Rabbi was brought
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in for o paid lecture. He repudiated historic Christianity in no uncertain
terms. He scouted everything miraculous in connection with Jesus. . . .
Ii'otwithltmdlng Dr. Fosdick's negative views and his pantheistic tenden-
ciea ho is invited to write in the young people’s journals of the Methodist
Church and is allowed to characterize the very central afirmations of
Christian faith as mythological. When criticized, he is defended by the
church press almost unanimously, and those who eriticized him are denied
the opportunity of stating their position. . . . The Sabbath-school litera-
ture and other religious educational literature of the Methodist Church is
honeycombed with antichristian teaching, and has been for more than
a decade. . . . With this condition, so strongly developed in the Church,
the chief leaders of the Church scem to be wholly unconcerned. Year after
year they give recognition to unbelieving or to theologically colorless men
and seem to have no more definite policy than to suppress freedom of
discussion and avoid the joining of a doctrinal issue within the Church.”
The Methodists sowed the wind through laxity in doctrine, and now they
are reaping the whirlwind. May the Lutheran Church here learn a lesson!

: A
IL. Ausland.

3 Shmeld und die Augdburgifhe SKonfeffion. ftber die Bierhunbdertjahrs
feier der YAugBbuvgifdien Stonfefjion dufert fid aud§ D.JGmeld in der
#0CE L 8" 1ns intexcijiert vor allem der lepte Paragraph, in bem fidh
der fadyjijche Lanbesbijdof iiber den Vefenninistvert der Augsburgijden Sons
feifion ausfpricht. Er jdhreibt: ,Der Tag von Augsburg ift ber Geburtdtag
unferer Sticdje. Jndem fid) aber die evangelijdjen Stinde um dad gemeins
fame Vefenninis jammelten, bedeutete dad gugleid) Abjage gegen die andern
Lehriveifen.  Jn dem Sinn biirfen aud) tir nidit an dem BVerwerfungsurteil
boriiber, dbafy bas Vefenninis gegeniiber der ,Gegenlehre’ ausipridgt. Un der
BWeije, wie das Vefeuntnid das Vertwerfungducteil audipridt, exGeben fid
bann freilid) Fragen, die Hier nidit erdrtert tverden finnen. Yiveierlei aber
iit bentlic). Ginmal biec Unmiglich¥eit, Thejid und niithefid zugleid zu
bejafen. Dad Vefenntnid fordert bid ind einzelne Hinein ein Ja ober Nein.
Diefe im Grund triviale Crlenninis will aber um jo exnjier betont fein, ald
toit — ba3 ift bad anbere — im Hidhften Crnijt dafitr beranttvortlidh finb,
baB bon dem neuen BVerftandnid bed Cvangeliums, dad Gott in der Refors
mation ber Stivdje {djentte, nicht3 verlorengeht. Wir {ind dafiic bem HErrn
der Stivdje verantiwortlidj, aber audy feiner Gemeinde — und audy benen, die
Beute und tiderfpredjen. Getvifs, ieder nicht in dem Sinne, al8 glaubten
ir, daf mit bem Befenninid unjerer Nirde die Entividlung abgejdlofjen
fei. Wielmehr warten fvir in grofem Crnjt barauf, bap der HCrr aud) fiic
unjere Beit jeine BVerheifung cinlije, dajy Gotted Gleift die Seinen in alle
Wahrheit leiten folle. Nur bafy aller Fortfdritt innerhald bexr Sirdje der
Reformation aud bder Erfenninid erivadjje, die Gott feiner RKirdje mneu
{dentte.” — Diefen leliten Gjebanfen von einer nod) fommenben ,Rebrs
pertiefung” toird der Tutherifdhe Chrijt gang entjdjicden ablehnen miifjen,
ill er wirllid) gu dem Augdburgifdjen BVefenninid voll und gang ja fagen;
benn folange ex ,mit grogem Grnjt darauf wartet”, bag nod einmal etivad
»Zicfexe3” lommt, al3 a3 bdie ugdburgijche Stonfefjion auf Grund ded
Coangeliums belennt, muf feine Stellung au biefem BVelenninid {Goantend
Bleiben. Die irrige Meinung bon einer nod bevorjtehenden ,Lehrentivids
Tung” ober ,RQebrfortbildbung” ijt ein Hobit gefahrlihed psvdos. . T. M.
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Lheologicftubicrende in Dent{djland. ,Dad Gb. Deutfdland” bellagt
den grofien YMmbdrang ber beut{den Jugend gum afabemifdhen Studium und
bemerft: ,Obtwohl die meijten afabemijdjen Werufe fdjon jebt fiberfillit
find, Haben dod) fajt alle Fafultdten boppelt fo biel Stubierende ald bor
bem Strieg. Wic follen bdiefe vielen jungen Afabemifer in bem berarmien
Deutidhland gu Amt und Brot fommen?” Jm Sommerhalbjahr 1029 bes
trug bie Gejamizall ber Studicrenden in Deutjdland gegen 128,000. Dasd
Blatt {dreibt ferner: ,Diefer Undrang ift Dedngftigend. Erfreulidy ift
baran nur bie Tatfadje, daf aud) dad theologifdfe Stubium an der Steis
geaung ¥Unteil Gat. 1911 gab ¢ an den cvangelifdjstheologijdien Falul-
titen Deutidlands 2,723 Stubicrende; 1925 twaren e8 nur 1,800, 1928
aber bereit 8,828 unbd 1920 fogar 4,811. Die Jabl ber jungen Theologen
Bat fid) alfo im Deutiden NReidh feit 1025 mehr ald vberdoppelt. [m vorigen
Nabr ijt bie Vorfriegszalhl der Theologen ilberfdritten wordben. Man darf
erivarten, daf in vier bid fedid Jahren bem meijten evangelijden Lanbdeds
ticdjen tvieder geniigend Predigtamislandidaten gur BVerfiigung jtehen twers
den, um bdie borhandenen Liiden auszufiillen. Die Wert{dabung der eins
gelnen ifheologijdien Falulidten Bat {id) gegen friifer nidht umiejentlid
gewanbelt. Die Filhrung Hat im Sommer Tiibingen, im Winter Bexlin.
Tiibingen geigt cine Vliite, wic fie nod) nic cine theologijdhe Fafultat erlebt
Bat. Bei den meijten Fafultdten Hat fid) gegeniiber der Worlriegsaeit die
Bejudjergall ftarl vermelhrt, bei viclen fogar berdoppelt (Tiibingen, Bexlin,
Marburg, Crlangen, Godttingen, Greifsivald, Stonigsberg, Nojiod). DHalle
Bat feinen friiheren Stand vieber crreid)t. Leipzig aber Dleibt Hinter dem
Stand bon 1911 nod) um ein volled Drittel guriid.” X T M.

Der MoberniSmud in Hamburg. Wie in der Hamburger BVollstirde
in ber Abventszeit geprebigt wird, zeigt die ,Ev.=Luih. Freilicde”, die dars
iiber Beridhtet (nur teiltveife zitiert): ,Am 3iweiten Adventsjonntag twohnie
id einem Abenbdgottesddienft in ciner der Haupificden Hamburgd bei. I
wollte mid) perjonlicd) dbavon iibergeugen, wasd hier in der AbbeniSgeit dem
Bolt vertiinbet wird. Der Pajtor predigte iiber bad Evangelium des Sonns
tags, dbad bom Enbe ber MWelt Handelt; bdad Peift, er a3 bad Evangelium
bor, gepredigt Bat er dad gerade Gfegenteil. Gr redete bon der fdonen
AbbentSzeit, bie bon alterd Her dad Verlangen nady dem Himmelreid) in den
Hergen der Glaubigen getwedt Habe. Jefaiad Habe bon dem Adbbent geredet
und gefagt: ,lnd ijt ein Nind geborem, cin Sobhn ift und gegeben’ ujiv.
Und al8 Chrijtus gefommen jei, dba Habe ihin dbad BVolf zugejaudizt und exs
waztet, bafj bad Himmelreid) nun fame. Chriftusd jei bon ihnen gegangen,
und Heute nod) jdhauten die Leute aud nad) ihim und erivarteten, dapy er
fomme ivie cin Dieh in der Nadjt, dafy durd) cine grofe Nataftrophe Himurel
und Erbe twerbe untergehen und daf da tverde fein ein neuer Himmel und
eine neue Crbe. Die Abventdgejdhichte fei aber cine jehr tragifde Ges
{chidhte; fie fei ein Geridht iiber alle, die auf eine Wieberfunft Chrifti und
ein Enbgeridhit arteten. Seit Jahrhunderten Hiatten die Chrijten dbarauf
gemwartet, bag dad8 Himmelreid anbrede, daf ber HCrr icderfomme und
bie Crbe mit grofem SNradjen bergefe. 9Aber auf died alled antmworte die
Gefdichte mit einem grofen Nein. Die Ehelidhleit fordere, daf man bie
MWahrheit befenne. Eine folde Nataftrophe iwerde nidjt Hereinbredjenm, die
@efdjicite Habe biefen Traum gerftort. Aud) Ehriftusd falle unter died Ee-
ridit. Der Tag fei nidt gefommen wie cin Dieh in der Nadit. CEr Habe
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gefogt: ,Die8 Gefdlecht iird nidt bergehen, bid daf bied alles gefchehe’,
und ba8 @efcjlecht fei bod) bergangen. Yudj Ghriftus Habe getrdumt.
Darum fei 8 notwendig, daf i aus dem Traum in bdie Wirklichleit vers
febt wiitben. Der HErr Babe gefagt, ex fei gefommen, ein Feuer angus
giinden auf Erben. Dad fei dbad Feuer der Licbe, dad fei ettvad gang
Reues, wobon man bisher nidjts getwuft Gabe. Dasd fei die Aufgabe der
@hriften, Riebe in die Haufer der Menfdjen au bringen, bad fordere Advent
bon ifnen.” Die ,Freilivdje” Hemertt Hierau: ,Urmes, betrogenes Bolk,
bad foldjen 1inglauben anBoren muf, dem Ehriftus, dic civige Wahrfeit,
o8 Xriumer Hingejtellt toird, den dad Wrteil treffe, ex Habe fid§ getdujdht,
et Babe getréumt! Armed Wolf, dem alle Ehriftenhoffmung geraubt ivicd
und bad in Guieren Licbediverfen dad Wefen ded8 Chriftentums fuchen foll1*
#ber warum gebraudjt biefer moberniftiffe Hamburger Pajtor iiberhaupt
nod) Chrijti Wort, twenn Ehriftud nidjtd8 anbered ald ein Trdumer und
fein Mort nidjtd8 anbderes ald bie reinfte Uniwahrheit getvefen ijt? Ein
ftarler Betveis fiic die Wahrheit und Gstilidhleit der Schrift liegt gerade
barin, bafy bie Modernijten nicht ofne fie fertig tverden Wnnen. . T. M.
et ReidiSverband dentfder evangelifder Sdulgemeinben” jagte eine
Berfammlung fiic den 5. bis 7. April 1930 an. Jn der Einladbung Beipt e3 in
Pﬂ: wDeut{dhen Qehrerzeitung” u. a.: ,Soll unfer deutfdjed Bolf in biefer Jeit
mnerer und Guierer Not nidht gugrunde gehen, jo muf ed guriidfehren u
ben Quellen feiner alten Sixaft: @ottesfurdjt und BVaterlandslicbe. Die
rfine Quelle wahrer Glottedfurdit ift aber die Offenbarung Giotted in feinem
cingebornen ©ohne, unjerm Hodhgelobten HErrn und Heiland YEus Chrijtus,
!lun nfinger und Vollender unfers Glaubens, in dem allein dad Heil fiic
jede Menjdgenjeele und aud) fiix die Vilter der Erbe au finden ift. Un dem
gottmenjdliden Crlifer, dem gegeben ift alle Getvalt im Himmel und anf
Crden, entfdjeidet fid) aud) das endlidje Sdhidjal unjers armen, geplagten,
tief gedemiitigten bentjdhen Bolfes. Soll aber driftlidher Glaube und drijts
lidle €itte unferm bdeuijdien Wolfe erBalien bleiben, fo muf vor allen
Dingen nad) Miglichleit filr wahrhaft driftlide Jugenderziehung in Hous
ud Edule Sorge getragen twerden. Dad ift Biel und Aufgabe aller, bie
ifren HErrn und Heiland und unjer BVolf licbhaben. Dad betraditen toir
al8 die vornehmjte Mifjion unjerer evangelijdjen Sdulgemeindebetvegung. . ..
lingeheured Elend, Not und Siinde ift iiber Vol und WBaterland Hereinges
brodien. Der Unglaube erhebt jdhamlod jein Haupt. Der Sampf zwijden
Lidht und Finfternis, dem Ebangelium von YEud Chriftud und der widers
diriftlidhen mobernen Weltan{djauung, twird ganz befonberd auf bem Sdjuls
gebict durdjgeldmpft twerben miifjen. Getren dbem Erbe unferer BVater Hat
ber Reid)Bverband beutfder evangelifder Schulgemeinden dad Banner ded
Streuged aufgepflangt und fampft im Geijte bed biblijdj-reformatorijden
Chrijtentums nad) Mafgabe feiner Hraft und Erlenninid um ,die Schule mit
der Bibel* filr unjer Volf. In feiner jehigen Gejtaltung Hegeht er in diefem
Qabre fein gehnted Jabhresfeit. In ben Stiirmen ber Revolution mit all ihren
tiefgreifendben 1lmivilzungen beffand bdie allergrifte Gefabr, dbaf unferm
Bolfe die drijtlife Scule genommen fourbde; fie au bannen, wurden in
faft allen Teilen unferd Vaterlanded, sunddjt in Reinland und Weftfalen,
ebangelijdie Sdulgemeinden von der Cliernidafi im Bundbe mit der gleidys
gejinnten Qehrecidaft ind Qeben gerufen. Diefe Scdjulgemeinden {Hlofjen fich
am 4. Februar 1820 gum BVerbanbe ebangelijder Edulgemeinden und Elierns
25
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bereinigungen gufommen. us bdiefem Verbanbe ift dann in der furgen
Beit bon gehn Jahren im Rahmen ded alien Hauptberbandesd deutfdjer ebans
gelifdier Sdjulgemeinden und Elternbereinigungen, Lehrers und Lehrerinnens
bereine unfer grofer Reidjdverband evangelifdier Sdulgemeinden mit bielen
Hunberten bon Ortdgruppen und linterverbinbden entjtanben, der nun in den
Tagen vom b. bid gum 7. April eine madjtvolle Sfunbdgebung fitr die Sdjule mit
der Bibel an dbem Ort feiner Griinbung gu veranjtalten gebentt. . . . Evans
gelifdie Ehriften, evangelifdie Lehrer, evangelifdie Vikter und Miitter, begeugt
cuxe Licbe gur Jugend und gu dem Erbe der BViter im Sampf fiic bie twabrs
Daft drijtlide Sdule, indem ihr eud) an der Jubildumstagung des Reidhss
perbanbed beut{der ebangelifder Shulgemeinden gahlreid) beteiligt! €3 joll
alled gefdjehen, eud) dben Aufenthalt in ber neuen Stadt Wuppertal burd)
Gaftfreundidaft zu crleidhtern und lehrreid) und angenchm zu gejtalfen.
Der HCrr, unfer @ott, aber gebe aud) zu diefer Tagung feinen Segen, gur
CEhre feined grofen Namens, gum Heile unferer Jugend, unjerer Scdhule und
Stirdie, unfers Volfed und BVaterlandesd!” — Vorfiehendes ijt fiderlid gut
gemeint und tird aud) manden GEltern zu einer Mahnung tverden, ifre
Stinber nidjt ohne Unterridit in Gottes Wort und driftlide Judt aufivadien
au laffen.  Aber dad angejtrebie Jiel, ,die wahrhaft drijtlide Sdjule”, wicd
erjit bann erreidit twerben, twenn die drijtliden ,SdHulgemeinden” fid) au
dyciftlidjen Oritdgemeinden enttvideln, die bereit find, in freitivdjlider BVexs
bindung, tie fiir bie Ausbilbung von twabhrbhaft drijtliden Paftoren, fo aud
fiic bie Ausbildbung von ebenfo bejdaifenen Lehrexn zu jorgen. Aud) bei
toohlmeinenden drijtliden Lehrern find die Vegriffe iiber die Gejtaltung bed
driftlihen Shulunterridhts vielfad) nod) ungeflict. Bu derfelben Nummer
ber ,Dentfden Lehrergeitung” {dyreibt jemand: ,Dad Deutfdtum tvicd im
Mittelpuntt der Crzichung zu jiehen Haben, deutjdhe Stulturgiiter toicd fie
ben Sdhiilern in crjter LQinie u geben Haben, damit deutfde Jiinglinge und
beutidhe Maddjen Gerangebildet fverden.” Dad lieke fid) redit berfteBen.
Eine Jugenbergichung, die nidht aud) die nationale Glefinnung pflegt, ift
cin Bergehen gegen gottlidhe und menjdlidie Ordnung. Aber der Redalteur
ber ,Deutfdien Lehrergeitung” fiihlt jich dod) mit Redjt veranlaft, in einer
Fupnote bie BemerPung Hinguzufitgen: ,.In unjern cvangelijen Belenntniss
{dhulen muf felbjtverftindlid) a3 Cbangelium bdic Jentraljonne fein;
baburd) ird bie iwahrhaft deutide Crzichung nur vertieft und gefdrdect
erden.” Dasd trifit aud) in bezug auf unfere amerifanifdien Shulverhilts
niffe gu. Wir werben nur dann ,wafhrhaft amerilanifde Jiinglinge und
Maddjen” ergichen, fvenn tvir Bei der Erzichung ,.bad Evangelium bdie
Bentraljonne” jein lafjen. Wir behaupten daher mit Ned)t, dafy unjere drifts
lidhen Gemeindefdjulen nicht nur fiic die Sirdje, jondern audy fiic den Staat
ein Gegen finb. - .
Recent Calumny Against Luther.—In a copyrighted article the
Protesiant writes the following about a “new calumny against Luther”:
“The hatred of Martin Luther which has rankled four hundred years in
the hearts of the Popes and their enthroned hierarchy has expressed itself
not only in deeds of persecution and massacre of his followers, but in
enough libels to load many freight-trains. The favorite defamatory in-
vention peddled by the Church of Rome against the Reformer in recent
years has been the assertion that he broke away from papal authority
because he wished to marry. That a man would not be permitted, without
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leaving the Roman Church, to do that which the Papacy says Jesus Christ
made & sacrament is certainly no credit to that Church.

“But now comes the Tablct, diocesan organ of the Roman archbishop
enthroned in Brooklyn, with an explanation of Luther’s incentive for
washing his hands of popery which is entirely new. It abandons the libel
that has recently been so overworked and substitutes the declaration that
it was jealousy because the local archbishop of Rome had chosen Johann
Tetzel instead of Luther to sell indulgences in Germany. The harshness
of the langungoe in which that averment is expressed contrasts strangely
with the ccaseless Roman Catholic prating about toleration. Amnswering
o question as to why Luther left the Church of Rome, the Brooklyn paper
said on January 11: ‘The reason commonly advanced by historians for
his defection from the Church and his terrible tirade ngninst her was the
fact that Archbishop Albert of Brandenburg had sclected Tetzel, & Domin-
ican, rather than him, to spread the doctrine of indulgences in Germany on
the occasion of the building of the great St.Peter’s at Rome. His anger
was g0 intense, his envy so fierce, that he immediately began to attack the
nature and doctrine of indulgences and later on practically everything that
was near and dear to the heart of every Catholic.’

“That members and agents of an institution which thus tramples on
well-authenticnted facts are permitted to occupy history chairs in many
of our oolleges and universities is tragic. . . . When the venality then
gathering the wealth of the world into the papal coffers resorted to the
device of selling indulgences to commit monstrous sins, Luther was appalled
at the brazen performance. To say that he sought, or would have accepted,
authority to engage in that ungodly traffic is impudently false. There is
nowhere a shred of evidence in support of that wanton libel. On the other
hand, in his capacity as a priest he received Roman Catholics in the con-
fessional who boldly declined to express penitence for their sins. On his
refusal to absolve them, they produced their indulgences, which they re-
gurded ns removing the necessity of absolution. . . . It was this nefarious
traflic and his personal observations in Rome that shook the honest and
heroic Luther and drove him to face in open revolt the ecclesiastical
despotism that had burned John Huss and Jerome of Prague at the stake
at the Council of Constance for such revolt. It does not lie in the mouth
of Roman prelates and their diocesan organs now to malign the memory
of Luther, who escaped their vengeance only by the quick and adroit action
of friends who secized and hid him in Wartburg Castle. Unarmed and
helpless except for the divine protection, he concluded his defense before
the Diet of Worms in the words, ‘Here I stand. I cannot do otherwise.
God help me.’

“He was there as the exponent of Christian liberty. The most powerful
and brutal autocracy in the history of the world was thirsting for his
blood. His achievement brought also civil liberty. He laid the foundation
of the democratic institutions that now cover most of the earth. He is one
of the foremost heroes and benefactors of all the centuries. No papal
calumny, not all of them together, can sully his fame or dim the luster
of his unique contribution to human welfare. Out of the Reformation
bave arisen the ethics and law, the liberty and justice, the schools and
governments, the ideals and aspirations, of the modern world. It marks
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the parting of the ways. It terminated the dark centuries of papal and
imperial oppression. It turned men from popery to God. Its effects were
carried across the Atlantic and swept into the New World. They measure
the contrast of the United States with Latin America. No man since the
Apostolic Age hns so stirred and blessed mankind as Martin Luther.
Time has not diminished his stature. In character and intellect and
courage he towers immeasurably above all the Popes of Rome. He is an
outstanding figure in the landscape of history.” J.T. M.

Wo bic grofic Not Dentidlands licgt. Wir lefen in der ,Deutidjen
Sehrergeitung”: ,.Ofhne Jweifel liegen in der Jnduftrialifierung der Maffen
fhere fittlidge Gdcfahren; die Urfadjen unjerer religitfen Wollsnot aber
feGen wir in dem Ginflufje bed bom modermen Menfdjengeijt beherriditen
theologifdien Liberalidmus, der dem Bolle Steine ftatt Brot reidit. Wo
Gottes MWort lauter und rein verfiinbdet twird, da betveift e fidh aud) Heute
nod al8 cine Gottedlraft, die dba jelig madjt alle, die dbaran glauben.” Dad
ift ein bollig gutreffended lrteil. Den ,iheologifdien Liberalidmus” pflegen
aber nidjt nur die getwdhnlidy fo genannten ,liberalen THeologen”, jondern
aud) dic unter Tutherifdjem Namen gefenden Theologen, bie die unfehlbare
gottlide Uutoritat der Scrift bejtreiten und ded Menjdjen Velehrung und
Scligleit nidit allein auf Gotted Gnabe, fondern aud) auf dad menfcdhlide
Wohlverhalten griinden. iiberhaupt Hat fid) in unferer Jeit ein irrefithrens
ber theologijdier Spradigebraudy Gerausgebildet. Wir unferfdjeiben’givijden
w»liberalen” unbd ,pofitiven” Theologen in dem Sinne, daf twix die ,liberal”
nennen, twelde audgefprodencrmagen aud der driftliden Religion ein Pros
butt der menjdilidhen Bernunft madjen toollen, wihrend ir jolden ThHeos
Togen, bie nod) Teile ber driftlidien Neligion fefthalten twollen, dasd Prabilat
»pojitiv” Deilegen. Aber bied8 Pradifat fommi, genau geredet, nur denen
g1, die in allen Stiiden bei dem bleiben, twas ein fiic allemal in der Schrift
gefest ift. Wer jid) Abziige davon erlaubt, treibt nidht mehr . pofitive”,
fondern negativbe ITHeologie. Dasdfelbe gilt bon dem usbrud ,fons
felfionelle Theologic”. Sonfeffionel-Tutherifd find nur diec THeologen, bdie
in ibrer theologifdien Crfenninis {o tveit gefdrbdert find, bafy fic die Lebre
bed Tutherifdien Belenninifjed ald {driftgemif exfonnt Haben und tatjadlid
3u Iehren imjtanbde find. 8. 8

Wollen fein Mitleib und feine Unterftitbung vom Ausland. Jn dber
#U. E. L 0. lefen mir folgende3 iiber den ,Peiligen Shnod” der ruffifds
griedijden Stirdje: ,Der ,Heilige Shnod* proteftiert gegen das Eintreten
auslinbijder Ehriften fitx die berfolgten Ehriften in Rufland. Die Mit-
glieber bed Shnod untexr dem Vorfis ded Stellveriveters ded Patriardjen, bed
Metropoliten Sexrgiusd, lehnen grundidblid und in auferordentlid fdarfer
gorm alle Berfudie ab, Sdup- oder Hilfdaltionen anderdglaubiger firdjens
fithrer au bulden, und terfen diefen — mit bem Rapjte an der Spifge — bor,
baf fie weniger ben Sdjul unterdriidter Chriften ald politifde Biele, ndmlid
bie YAufreigung gu Jntervention und Sirieg gegen den ESolvjetjtaat, beabs
fidhtigen. Jm iibrigen ftellt die Stunbdgebung fejt, ,baf die jebtigen Fiifrer
ber ruffifden Stirdhe dic cingige Moglichleit zu weiterer Firdjlidher Arbeit in
bollauf ITopaler Cinjtellung gum jehigen Staate fehen, daf in Rufland
Priefter und Glaubige nidt vegen religisjer fibergeugungen verfolgt werden.
Wo Reprefjalien vorfdmen, Bandle e3 fidh um ftaatdfeindlide Haltung eins
gelner Priefter, bie ja bei der jaBhrelangen offenen Feindjdaft der Stirde
qeqen ben meuen Staat IeineStwepd felten fei. Jnnerfalb der beftebenden
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@cfehe lebe bie Rirdje ungehinbert. SNirdhenfdlickungen erfolgten nidt
aud ber Jnitiative ber Megierung, fondern auf Wunfd) der Vevdlterung.
Der Priefternadjioud)d twerde individuell ausgebildet, da Mittel filr eine
Ulabemie fehlen; aber im gangen feien bie Mittel der Gemeinden auss
reidend, bie Sirdje ofne auslénbifde Unterjtithung au unterfalten. Die
Rirdie fei natiiclid dburd) das rafe Univadijen ded Atheidmus beunrubigt,
fet aber bed feften GSlaubens, dafy das gbttliche Lt nidht berfdhivinden, fons
bern feft in ben Hergen tourgeln twerbe.” — Wiihrend twir died [dhreiben,
m_e!bet cine Depejde aud Rufland, daf der Metropolitan Sergius wegen
[u_ner Ctellungnafme fiir die Sotwjetregierung in einer Stirdje tatlich anges
griffen unb befdyimpft tworden ijt. €3 diicften neue Sdredensizenen folgen,
tvenn die Nadjridht auf Wahrheit berub. g P.
Wicbercinfiifrung bed Muttervedhtd. Jm ,Friedbendboten” [dreibt
Dr. Dennert: ,MWiebereinfiljrung ded Mutterredhtd empfehlen die Frans
gofen R. Chodjon, €. de Girardin, Adam folvie ber Sdiweizer Forel. KQeider
ftebt 3 ja jo, baf Heutzutage ,freie Qiebe’ und Ehejdeidbungen immer mehc
und mehr gur Auflsjung der Familie ald der Grundlage ded3 Staated
filhren. Da foll nun eine Reform der Familie Helfen, namlid ein Juriid-
geben auf bad Mutterredji der Urzeit, bei bem bie Mutter dad Dberhaupt
ber Familic ar. Dadurd) twird der Water befeitigt, ebenfo ber Unters
fdjied atvifcdhen ehelidhen und unehelidhen Stinbern, denn baburd) mwird bie
unebelidje Mutteridaft ehrenert. ES toird behauptet, dah jene Uraeit
burd) ba8 Muttercedit eine Beit Ded Fricbend und Wohljtanded ivar [2];
und fo erhoffen die genannten Ménner dadjelbe aud) Heute nody von bder
Bicdereinfilhrung des Muttervedits. Natitclich find died Hiochft gefahrliche
Utopien. Helfen fann nur eine ethifd-religitfe Wicbergeburt und bes
tufited Chriftentum.” Der lepien, gang toidtigen Bemerfung Iinnte nod
Bingugefiigt tverben, dafy e8 niemald ein ,Mutterredit der Urgeit” gegeben
Bat. Rad) bem mofaijdjen Schopfungsberidht wurbe dasd .BVaterredht” gleid)
am ¥nfang der Menjdjengejdhidite etabliert. Dad ,Mutterredit” irat erjt
fpdter al8 Folge der Siinde auf und fand fid) nur unter vereingelten BVollss
ftammen, aber immer al8 Perverfion ber urfpriingliden gﬁﬂlitgnzﬂsrnbnung.
Bur Berbreitung der Bibel. PHieriiber beridhiet dad ,Rirdenblatt”,
gitiert in der ,Luih. Stirdengeitung®, tvie folgt: .Ale, bie Gotted Reid) in
der Peidentvelt und in der Heimat bauen modjten, intereffiert getwily bdie
gunefmenbe BVerbreitung der Bibel. Won der Vritifdien und Auslindifden
Wibelgefellfdaft ift im lepten Jahre bdie Wibel ivieber in fiinfzehn neuen
Gpradien Heraudgegeben tworbem. Neun bdiefer fberfebungen fallen auf
Ufrifa, givei auf die Siidfeeinfeln und bier auf Guropa. lnter den lefzteren
ijt aud) die Vibel in plattbeutjder Spradje. Wie man oft gana wunberbar
fiir bie iiberjepte DWibel Weriwenbung findet, betveift dbas Folgenbe: Bor
vielen Yahren toar bon einem Rufjen, bex in feiner Arbeit bon George Borroto
unterjtiit toucbe, cine fiberfebung ded Meuen Tejtaments in Mandidurifd
angefertigt und bon ber Britijhen Bibelgejelljdhaft gedrudt worben. George
fBorroto und jeine Freunbde Batten gehofft, daf die Manbdidfus, falld fie
Glriften toiirden, gang China fiic dad Chriftenium getvinnen tviirden. !tb_el:
Iein eingige3 Gremplar biefer iiberjebung tourbe abgefeht. Jebt Hat ein
@hina-Inland-Mifjionar in Jentralafien eine Stolonie bon 40,000 !mmb_-
fdus gefunben und bittet um jebed Tejtament in diefer Sprade, das die
Gejellidaft bejit. So war die Arbeit bod) nidjt bergebens.”  J. T. M.

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol1/iss1/49 16



Mueller: Theological Observer. - Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches

8900 Bermifdtes und geitgefdhicdhtliche Notien.

Australian and New Zealand Lutheran Periodicals.—The Aus-
tralian Lutheran calls attention to two Lutheran papers which, in spite
of their humble and modest appearance, nevertheless proclaim and defend
Luther’s doctrine in important fields. It writes: “Our brethren in New
Zealand have commenced the publication of a church-paper in the interest
of their work. It bears the title Defender of the Faith. Pastor H. Bruhn
is the editor. The paper is printed in pamphlet form and is artistically
got up. Its contents are principally a defense of the Bible against Mod-
ernism.” — Of the second paper it says: “Few of our readers will know
that there is a newspaper bearing this name [Kristarinja Welanbarinjaka
Pepa] published in South Australia, or, to be more exact, in the Northern
Territory. It is the first Lutheran periodical to be published for the
Australian aboriginals. Pastor Albrecht, of the Hermannsburg mission-
station in Central Australia, is the editor and the printer, the ‘printing’
being done on a duplicator.” J.T. M.

The Chinese Bible Society. —In spite of the turmoils of war and
the confusion of political unrest, Christians in China found time to or-
ganize a Chinese Bible Society. The Sunday-school Times reports: “In
the spring of 1027, during the dark days of the Communist uprising, when
the land was racked from end to end, a number of Chinese met and or-
ganized a Chinese Bible Society. They had a good precedent, for it was
in the dark times of the Napoleonic wars that the British and Foreign
Bible Society was founded. Their immediate purpose was to direct and
extend colportage of the Seriptures in the two Kwang provineces, Kwang-
tung and Kwangsi, and to stimulate Chinese Christians to more active
support of the Bible work. This South China Bible Society has enrolled
five hundred sustaining members and is stirring the churches to the ob-
servation of Bible Sunday. On October 20, 1028, the first annual Bible
Society meeting was held in Canton. It is a little plantling from the
point of view of finance, but it is planted, and that is the thing of first
importance.” J.T. M.

Rirdengemeinf@aften in Siibafrifa. Nad) ciner Mitteilung im .Cb.s
Quth. Gemeindeblatt” tourben, mie der lefite Jenjusd nadiveijt, in Siidafrila
aud einer Vebdlferung von 1,510,488 nur 8,203 Perjonen borgefunden,
weldje erflirten, bafy fie feiner firdje angehorten. lUnter den in Giidafrila
bertretenen Stirdjengemeinidaften eifen die adit groften folgende Glicbers
aabl auf: Hollanbifdje Sirdhen: 888,982; Epifjfopale: 204,026; Methobiften:
102,771 ; Predbyterianer: 74,999 ; Natfholilen: 61,246; Luiherancr: 19,098;
Baptiften: 16,414 ; Songregationaliften: 10,608. Demnad) ftefhen die Luthes
theraner in Giibafrifa, nad) numerifder Stirle geredinet, an fedjfter Stelle.
3. T. M.

-

Bermifdjted unbd eitgejdidtlidje Notizen.

Beendbigung cined Streited ofjne Unioni8mus. Qierilber Deriditete
&&[u 9. ¥. Preus von der Norivegifden Shnobe in einem Jafresberidt,
ber im neunten Jahrgang bon ,Lefre und Wehre” (1863) in beutfder
fiberfepung mitgeteilt ift. Da Geifit 8 ©.276: ,Nidjt weniger grof ift bie
Barmbergigleit, weldje ot unferer Gemeinjdaft gradbe in bdiefen Streits
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