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Seldom was I able to present the sweetest story ever told in such
richness and fulness as at the home of this one-time active member
of my church. When I left, I felt assured that now the Gospel of
Jesus Christ had been victorious, for the patient had quietly listened
and seemingly acquiesced. The ceterum censco “My sins, my sins!™
did this time not conclude our conversation. Commending him into:
the gracious hands of our Master, I left him.

And what happened? Two days Inter he hanged himself. A ter-
rible blow for all concerned! For thus came to an end a life of one
who for many years had been a devout member and an active officer
of the church. The verdict of the coroner’s jury ruled that he died
by his own hand, being irresponsible.

Chicago, Il (To be continued.) I. C. STREUFERT.

>

Theological Observer. — Rirdlid)-Beitge]didtlidhes.

I. Amerika.

Ausd ber Synodbe. VUnldflich ded vierhundertjdhrigen Jubildums dber
Augsburgijdien Stonfefjion Hat dad Concordia=College in Adelaide, Aujtras
lien, bic Profefloren Arndt, Frip und Grdbner von unferer St. Louifer
Concorbia gu Doftoven der Theologie honoris eausa ernannt. — Bei der
Crdfinung des nenen Studienjahres in unferer St. Lounifer Concordia toucs
ben gwei neue Profejjoren, Prof. TH. Poyer (bidher in Winfield, Sanf.) und
P. €. J. Fricdridy (bisher in Cleveland, O.), dffentlidh in ihr Lebramt eins
gefiifrt. — Die ahl der eingejdjrichenen Studenten in unjerer St. Louifer
Concordia betrdgt bicfes Jahr 534. Davon find etiva 80 ald Vifare titig
und ettva 10 aud andern Griinden abivefend, fo daf dic Babl der in bicfem
Jabre antejenden Studenten ctva 446 beiriigh. Die Bablen unterliegen
innerhalb bes Studbicnjahres Heinen Sdtwvanfungen, tweil der eine ober anbere
©Student der Standidatenflajje {idh) nod) fiir cin BVilaviat entjdlicfst oder aus
einem anbern Grunbde aud bder Siandidatenflaffe ausjdeidet. — fiber die
. Birfung des Sirieged auf unjere Gemeinden in London, England, beridytet
P. 8. Pody, der friifer jelbjt cine Reife bon Jahren in London Pajtor war
und biefed Jahr dort cinen Vefud) madyte: ,Leider Haben die Gemeinden
burdy ben Sivieg jebr gelitten. Finangiell ftehen jie jidy allerdings jebt befjer:
al8 frilber. P. Battenberg arbeitet dort in fidhtlichem Segen. Die Gemeinde
in Stentifhtolon muf jid) allerdings fritfer ober jpiter mit der Frage einesd
neuen Sticdjeneigentums bejdyiftigen, da die lease des jebigen Gigentums
in efliden Jahren abliuft. Gehr leid tut e8 mir, daf unfere Deiden Mifs
fiondfdjulen in ber Siriegszcit cingegangen find.” Jn ber Siriegszeit Hat
ja aud) unfer Gemeindejchulivefen in ben BVereinigten Staaten unbd andersivo
Bexlufte exlitten, bie nod) nidit gang Iwieber erfelst find, twie unjere fynobdale
©djulbehorde bei der Delegateniymode 1929 beriditete. Aber durd) Gottes
@nabe {ind mwir dabei, iiber die Verlufte Gintwegzulonunen, tweil in manden
@emeinden neuer Cifer fiir Gemeinbefdjulen geivedt 1worben ift. Das fann
burd) Gotted Gnade aud) in Lonbon gefdjehen. — fiber den . Hodpunti” des-
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Mangels an Arbeitdlriften im Argentinifden Diftritt und iiber
bie UBKilfe beridjtet ber Prafes des Diftritts im . Stirdenboten”, mwie folgt:
»3M botigen Jabre {af fid) P. Wolf aus Santa RNofa, Pampa, feiner Frau
wegen, bie Gott mit cinem {diveren Sixeug belegt Hatte, gendtigt, auf Urlaub
nad) Nordamerila gu gehen. Die Vebienung feiner ansgedehnten Parodhie
geftaltete ficd) bann jo, dafy P. BVab erjt cinen Teil bes Feldes ganz iibernafim
und der Parodjie Villa Jris anglicderte. P.Bal bediente dann nod) einen
foeiteren Teil der Parodjie Santa Noja valanziveife, und P. G, O. Siramer
iibecnalm bafangiveife die Bedienung von Cordoba und San Luis. UB
bann im April desd vorigen Jahres P. A. T, Siramer bon Buenosd Wires den
Veruf gum goeiten Profefjor an unjernt ,Eolegio® in Crespo annahm, twucde
Buenosd Aired vafant. Die Vafangbedienung twurde dann von dem Pajtor
in Crespo iibernonunen. Jm Juni tourbe die Parodjie Chanar bafant,
indbem ifhr friiherer Pajtor jeine BVerbindung mit unjerer Synode Iojte.
P. Bedmann iibernahm die Vafanzbebienung; fpater tat bies P. Dilley.
A3 P. Jaud von Darregueira den BVeruf nad) VDuenos Aired annahm, wurbe
bie Parodjic Darregueira bafant. Da dann aber P. Jaud feiner Frau wegen
auf lclaud nad)y Norbamerifa ging, twvar der Notlage in Buenos Wired
bennod) nicht abgeholfen. Weil P. Yaud bisher nod) nicht zuriidgelehrt ijt,
§ilt die Vafanzbedienung der Gemeinde in Buenos Aired von Crespo aus an.
Jm September reijte P. Harre, der fein Amt eined Halsleibensd wegen nieders
gelegt Datte, nad) den Vereinigten Staaten juritd. P. Verndt folgte jobann
dem NRufe der Parodie Darrequeira; jomit twourde die Parodie Eoronel
Cufire3 vafant. Die Vafanzbediemumg itbernahuen die Pajtoren BVerndt und
Striger. ©Oblwobl {don jeit geraumer Jeit dbad Chacogebiet ju ciner cigenen
Parodjie abgegrent ifjt, fo founte e8 trofsdem bisher aus Mangel an Arbeis
tern nidjt Befelst tverben. P. Tritnotv von Luead Gongaled bedbient bdiefes
Gjcbiet fdjon feit geraumer Beit neben jeiner Parodie Lo Lave. Somit
Batten ir gu nfang des Jahres jicben Pajtoven, dic neben ihrer vegels
mdpigen Wrbeit in Stivdhe und Sdule aud) vafanziveife audbhalfen. Dicfer
Bujtand der fiberlajtung fonnte nidt ohne fdivere Folgen fiir unjere Arbeit
und unfere Arbeiter fo fortgehen. A8 danun der und von Nordamerifa in
Nusjicdht gejtellte Standbidat gur Aushilje im ,Colegio’ jich nidht einjtellte,
Batte unjere bedringte Notlage den Hidjtpuntt erreidit. Die Gemeinde in
Crespo veridaffte auf fechd Wodjen Aushilfe im ,Eolegio, Hid Standidat
Lange bon unferer ,Freificdie’ in Deutjdland Hier eintraf und Enbe April
den Pojten eined Hilfsprofeiford auf ztwei Jahre iibernafhm. Lehrer Groth
war ingwijden vbon Erespo nad) Coronel Sudre berfefit worben und ers
offnete die dort durd) die Bafanz fo jelir bedbrohte Gemeindejdule. In
legter Beit Hat nun P. Dilleyy den WVernf an die Parodjie Chanar iiber=
nommen. Dadurd) ift tviederum ecine BValang in BViale eingetreten. Dodh
wird, jo Gott will, Stanbidat Eifmeier von Deutjdiland, ber in diejfen Tagen
in unjerer Mitte eintreffen ivird, dic BVedienung bon Wiale iibernehmen.
Somit wiaren gwei Liiden ausgefiillt. Cin neulid) angefommenes Stabel-
gramm von Nordamerifa meldet nun, daj P. Wolf feiner Fraw tvegen nidit
guriidfehren Iwird, bafy aber fiinf Standidbaten und zugejandt werden. Das
burd) Hoffen tvir imjtanbe zu fein, alle Liiden zu filllen und alle Valangs
bebienungen aufjubeben. Gott gebe e3! Giott fei Herzlid) gedantt fitr biefe
Aushilfe! Jhr Chrijten, bergeppt BHicrbei gwei Dinge nidht! Lernt ed
{daBen, was Gott euch und euren Nindern dburd) bie Mutterlivde fut, und
a5
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Tentt in lwabrer Dantbarfeit euer Jutereffe immer mehr auf unjere
in Gre8po unbd unterjtiibt jie nad) allem Vermdgen mit begabten Sofnen
unbd mit curem Gelde. Helft an curem Teile, daf nie wicber ein folder
Arbeitermangel Hier in Argentinien entjtefel Jhr Hnnt mithelfen. Und
bad gloeite, tvad iGr nidit vergefien follt, ift: Wenn lwiederum Not in ber
Nadibargemeinde durdy Paftorenmangel entftehen follte, dann Gelft an eurem
Teile gerne aus, Belft, o ir nuxr Gelfen fonnt; benn wenn ein @lied
Teidet, Dann [eiben alle Glicder mit. Dantt Gott, daf iGr Gelfen Ionntl®

Liberals and Conservatives in the Augustana Synod.—A com-
munication published in the “Open Forum” of the Lutheran Companion
of August 2, signed C. J. Segerhammar, contains this paragraph: “We read
with much interest the recent review in the Lutheran Companion, by Prof.
George Stephenson, of the book What Is Lutheranism? by Prof. Vergilius
Ferm. But we read with sadness his statement that the “Augustana men
represented in the articles of that book are the most “liberal” of all’
Now, we haven’t read the book in question; but if this is so, then we all
have reason to feel more than sad.” In a letter published in the issue of
July 19 E.J. Peterson says: “When reading the ‘Review’ you cannot help
get the impression that our Synod’s men are not very loyal to their own
Lutheran Church, i.e., if loyalty means to cherish and love ‘one’s own’
and what differentintes that from other ‘ownerships.’ And I take for
granted that that’s what loyalty means. Who would ever call an American
loyal who would put such a low value upon what is distinctly American
that he would be willing to give it all up even to the extent of giving up
its name for something elset It is intimated that this is what our ‘synod
men’ have declared themselves willing to do in regard to their own Lu-
theran Church, under certain conditions, I presume. It is to be hoped
that they do not represent the bulk of the Augustana Synod ministry.”

Have these men quoted Prof. G. M. Stephenson (of the University of
Minnesota) correctly? His review appeared in the Zutheran Companion
of June 21. We read there: “The Augustana Synod men Wendell and
Ferm are the freest of all; they let themselves go. More cautious and
yet daring are the former General Synod men Wentz and Hefelbower.
These four men have done graduate work at American universities. . . .
Ferm presents the great Reformer as fallible, impulsive, and self-contra-
dictory. Both he and Wendell reject the ‘Back to Luther’ movement and
ask, ‘Which Luther?” They hurl his uncomplimentary words about cer-
tain portions of Seripture to batter down the walls of Biblical and con-
fessional complacency. . . . They [the Lutheran symbols] have no intrinsie
value. The General Synod and the Augustana Synod men are even willing
to admit that their value fluctuates, just as the greenbacks did during
and after the Civil War. ... This is Ferm speaking: ‘The doctrine of the
complete inerrancy of the Bible upon which Lutheranism has built up
a system of orthodoxy can hardly, without a loss of intellectual integrity
and vitality, be to-day maintained in the light of the historical method
of understanding the Scriptures.’ He cites specific official declarations
of Lutheranism that are no longer tenable. He even admits that Luther’s
position on the Eucharist may be fairly challenged as a necessarily true
Biblical exegesis. . . . In the opinion of the reviewer the logical argument
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of Ferm is the most convincing and satisfying. He reveals a more pro-
found ecumenical spirit and is untrammeled by symbols and ecclesias-
ticism. Perhaps his present detached position partly accounts for this. ...
His position and Wendell’s are essentially the same. Both men accept
the logic of the situation and accept the challenge of those who protest
the name ‘Lutheran’ by a willingness to surrender the name and organi-
zation, if necessary, to promote the unity of scattered groups of Chris !

Has the reviewer presented the position of the Augustana men cor-
rectly? Vergilius Ferm, professor of philosophy at the College of Woos-
ter, 0., will not charge Professor Stephenson with slander. He does in-
deed say on page 204 of the book he edited: “Certain other dogmas which
have passed as Lutheran may have to undergo serious modifications.
Luther’s insistence, for example, upon man’s total depravity is hardly
tenable either on Christian, moral, or reasonably considered grounds.”
“Salvation, according to essential Lutheranism, is a vital and personal
adjustment, individual, social, divine, broad in character and not in the
narrower sense merely a mechanical or artificial arrangement” (p.288).
“We might well question whether or not the Christological doctrines of
the ubiquity of Christ’s body (a quasimaterialistic and pan-Christic doc-
trine borrowed from Duns Scotus) and communicatio idiomaium are
satisfactory even from the Biblical point of view” (p.280). “A literally
infallible Bible, verbally inspired, is a view that has passed by the board
for good” (p.279). “The official declaration of historic Lutheranism [in
the Introduction to the Formula of Concord] plainly declares that with
new light and more adequate interpretation of the Biblical writings,
changes in doctrine are not only anticipated, but necessary” (p.279).

What about C. A. Wendell, pastor of Grace Lutheran Church, Minne-
apolis, student-pastor at the university? “We cannot pause here to con-
sider the meaning of Modernism, whether it be a veritable ‘blast from
hell,’ as the Pope and the Fundamentalists claim, or only a strong wind
sent forth to winnow the chafl from the wheat, as others believe” (p.229).
He himself believes, at least with regard to the inspiration of the Serip-
tures, that Modernism is right. He says (p.235): “Our very veneration
for the Scriptures may lead us to excess. Bibliolatry is perhaps the finest
and most exalted form of idolatry, but idolatry it is nevertheless. It is
not the Bible, but God Himself, who says, ‘Thou shalt have no other gods
before Me.” A stilted vencration for the Word betrays an inward weak-
ness rather than a virile faith, and out of it proceeds a nervous anxiety
to prove the ‘complete inerrancy’ of the Bible ‘from cover to cover.’ This
may be good Fundamentalism, but hardly good Lutheranism, for Luther
was not of that type.”

. We are glad to see that men in the Augustana Synod are strongly
protesting against these un-Lutheran views. Rev.J.H. Nelson is adding
his protest to that of Pastors Segerhammar and Peterson. In an article
referring to “What Is Lutheranism?” published in the Lutheran Com-
panion of September 13, he protests in these ringing words: “We are
living in a day when Biblical truth is shamefully assailed, not alone from
without, but from within the Church as well and no doubt more effec-
tively from within than from without. And now, what shall we do?
Shall we stand aloof and wink at the whole thing? . . . It is evident that
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the liberalism and apostasy of our day is nmow raising its bold head in
our dear Augustana Synod, too. Have we the spiritual sight to see and
the keen spiritual fceling wherewith to discern it? Then let us speak
and act ere it is too late.” E.
Did Luther Believe in the Inerrancy of the Bible? — Luther said
that he did, the modern liberal Lutherans like Dr. V. Ferm and Pastor
C.A. Wendell say he did not. Luther declares: “Scripture cannot err.”
(10, 1073.) “For this is certain that Scripture does not lie” (1, 714.)
“This is certain, that Seripture cannot contradict itself.” (20,798.) “You
must know in dealing with Scripture that the words of Seripture arc God’s
own words.” (3,21.) “The Creed [Nicene] thus speaks of the Holy Ghost:
‘who spake by the prophets’ The Holy Ghost is thus recognized as the
Author of Scripture, of the entire Scriptures.” (3,1800.) “A prophet is
one . . . into whose mouth the Holy Ghost puts the word.” (3, 785.)
There are many other statements to the same effect. Luther believed that
Scripture is absolutely inerrant, in every detail, because it is the very
Word of God, who cannot err. The liberal Lutherans say that Luther's
attitude towards the Bible was the modern liberal attitude, that Luther,
like the modern theologians, found errors in the Bible. They are circu-
Iating lists of quotations from Luther’s writings as proofs for Luther’s
liberalism. Some of these quotations have been utilized by Dr.Ferm and
Pastor Wendell in What is Lutheranism? It will be interesting to examine
this matter, not in the interest of establishing the doctrine of verbal in-
spiration, but for the purpose of gaging the scholarship evinced in this
sort of research work. We quote from Pastor Wendell’s article, p.235:
“Luther’s acquaintance with the Bible was so intimate and his admira-
tion so profound that he was not at all worried over finding an occasional
flaw on the human side of it. [!?] He treasured it above all other pos-
sessions, but he did not fall down and worship it. To him it was a means
of grace, not a goal or a God. [!?] Nor did he fret and fuss to prove
its alleged ‘inerrancy from cover to cover.” He did not claim inerrancy
for it.” And now for the proof of the astounding assertion that Luther,
who declared that “Scripture cannot err,” did not claim inerrancy for it.
First proof: *‘Johannes macht hie eine Verwirrung' (‘John is confused
here’; in other words, makes a mistake), he says in one of his sermons
{(Weimar Ed., 28,269).” If Luther said this (in 1520), he stamped his
assertion of 1521 that “Scripture cannot err” as false and should have
retracted. And when he said in 1543 that the Holy Ghost is the Author
of the entire Scriptures, he should have added: “with a few exceptions.”
But Luther never stated that St.John made a mistake. The passage in
question (see also St.L. Ed., 2, 884) reads: “The scholars may decide the
historical question in this text [John 18, 15—18] whether the three denials
of Peter occurred in the house of the High Priest Annas or whether they
occurred in the house of the High Priest Caiaphas. For here the text states
that Jesus was first led to Annas; it is nt once added that Peter denied
the Lord for the first time; then the text goes on to state that Annas
sent Jesus bound to the High Priest Cainphas. From this it would appear
that Peter denied Christ once in the house of Annas and then denied him
twice in the house of Caiaphas. All the other evangelists are in accord
in saying that all three denials took place in the house of Caiaphas.
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Johannes aber allein macht hie eine Verwirrung by saying that Jesus was
first led to Annas,” etc. The words cannot be translated: “John is con-
fused here.” Luther does not say: “Johannecs ist hier verwirrt® Luther
is pointing out that this is one of the many instances where the parallel
accounts in the gospels are secemingly contradictory. The “scholars” have
much difficulty in harmonizing them. Many remain an insolvable puzzle.
If John had not written his account, there would be nothing to puzzle us.
But he seems to be contradicting the other evangelists and thus creates
a difliculty — “John is the one who tangles up the matter.” So the charge
that Luther is nceusing John of having made n mistake is based on a gross
mistranslation. Men “who have done gradunate work at American uni-
versities” (Professor Stephenson’s words) should not have sponsored
this “proof.”

Second proof: “Speaking of the Old Testament prophets, he says:
‘When they told of kings and worldly events, as they also did, they often
made mistakes.” (Erl. Ed., 8,23.)” The original (see also St. L. Ed.,
12,335) has: *“und oft auch fchliien”; so the translation is here correct.
But the implication that there are mistakes in the writings of the prophets
is false. Luther is not viewing the prophets in their capacity as the
inspired writers. The passage reads: “But to interpret the Scriptures,
that is the noblest, highest, and greatest gift of prophecy; for so also
all the prophets of the Old Testament bear the name and title of prophets
chiefly on this account, that they prophesied concerning Christ, as Peter
says Acts 3,18 and 1 Pet.1,10; then also for this rcason, that through
their exposition and explanation of the Word of God they directed the
people of their age in the true faith; much more for this reason than for
the reason that they sometimes spoke regarding the kings and worldly
affairs; which they also did and often made mistakes. But that other
thing they did daily and made no mistakes; for that faith, according
to the proportion of which they prophesied, does not err.” We confess
that we do not know what Luther exactly meant in stating that the
prophets often erred when speaking concerning worldly affairs. But we
do know that the contrast is not between what the prophets twrote con-
cerning Christ and what they wrote concerning kings and temporal events.
The contrast is between what they taught concerning faith on the basis 5
of Seripture and what they held concerning political and other worldly |
matters. — Luther probably means that the prophets, like the rest of us,
were liable to err in their judgment on political matters. But as long
as & man follows Seripture, where the matters of faith are clearly set
forth, he will not err. At all events, Luther does not say that some of
the prophecies of Scripture went wrong.

Third proof: “As to the veracity of the books of Chronicles, he declares
that ‘the books of Kings are a hundred thousand times more trustworthy
than the Chronicles’ (Zischreden, Erl. Ed.,, 62,132).” Once again we must
ask to have the entire paragraph read into the indictment. (See also
St. L. Ed., 22,1414.) “The books of Kings are a hundred thousand paces
ahead of the writer of Chronicles, who gave only the sum and the prin-
cipal parts of the history, passing over what was of minor importance;
therefore the books of Kings are more trustworthy (ihinen ist mehr zu
glauben) than the books of Chronicles.”” The reason why Kings is “more
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trustworthy” than Chronicles is not that Chronicles is less inspired, but
that it does not give the full history. A compendium is not less trust-
worthy than the full exposition, but when you look for detailed informa-
tion, you take up the larger work; and where anything is in doubt, you
give the preference to the more comprehensive history. Dr. W. Walther,
an authority in these matters, years ago disposed of this “proof.” He
wrote in the Allg. Ev.-Luth. Kirchenztg., 1917, No. 14: “The passage itself
explaina the meaning of the ‘more trustworthy,’ ‘mehr glauben’: when
these two histories seem to contradict each other in certain statements,
you must rely on the books of Kings to solve the difficulty, because the
detached statements given in Chronicles are more linble to be misconstrued.
—As to the strange phrase ‘more trustworthy,’ ‘melhr zu glauben,’ one
must bear in mind that we have a table-talk before us, where Luther,
as is well known, was wont to be rather free and easy. He could feel
assured that his friends, who very well knew what he thought of the
Bible, would not get the notion to construe a theory regarding errors in
the Bible out of this semijocular expression.”

Pastor Wendell then goes on to note what Luther said on the difficulty
brought up by the quotation given in Matt. 27,0, on the Book of Esther,
on James, and on Revelation. But all of these matters and some others
of a more weighty nature have long ago been disposed of. See, for in-
stance, Christliche Dogmatik, I, 334 f., Lehre und Wehre, 71, 162 T, on
“Esther,” by Dr. L. Fuerbringer. A scholarly investigation of Luther's
attitude cannot afford to ignore these and similar treatises.— We are
surprised that the following has not been added to the list: “The Gospel
of St. John is the one gospel, the fine, the true, the chief gospel, much,
much to be preferred to, and far to be exalted over, the other three.”
(St. L. 14, 81.) It deserves to be placed there with the rest. E.

I1. Xusland.

Orbination und GEinfiifrung neuer Arbeiter in ber GEliijfiiden Freis
firde. Der .Cldjjijhe Suiheraner” beridhtet: .Am 9. Sonntag nad) ITrie
nitatid (17. Auguft) ourde durd) den Prijed unjerer Stirdje, Piarrer WMiiller
aud Deiligenftein, der neuerivihlte Pfarrer der Strafiburger Streuzgemeinde,
Wilhelm Wolif, in fein Amt eingefiihet. Jugleidh wurdbe Sandidat Fris
Streify abgeordnet fiir die MijfionsSarbeit unjerer Sirde in Paris. Die
Hande legten beiden mit auf die Vritdber Stvamer und Vente. Durd) Gotted
Gnabde ift alfo bie Liide, verurfadit durd) dad Yusfdieiden unfers licben
Brudberd Strafen aud dem Dienjte unjerer Sirdie, vollig wieder audgefitllt.
Die Gtrafburger Gemeinde Hat tvieder cinen Seeljorger in ihrer Mitte,
und aud) ber jungen Parifer Gemeinde bitrfen ivir cinen ecigenen Seels
forger und Miffionar jenden. Ein rechted Freudenfejt war es dafer, dad
an bem ©onntag der Einfiiljrung und Ordination fo viele BVejudjer deds
felben nad) Sirafburg ujammenitrémen lich, fo daf dbas GotteSHaus der
Streuggemeinde bi8 auf den Ilepten Plap gefiilli war. Jm BVormittagss
no.ttelbitnff predigte Prijes Miiller iiber 2 Stor. 8, 4—11. Cr fjtellte den
beiben jungen Dienern am Wort die Perrlichleit der beiden dimier bor bie
Seele, hie_fie fortan in ber driftlidhen Gemeinbde fithren fjollen, indem ec
ifnen gunadft dbad furdjtbar ernfte Ymi ded - titenden Glejenesbuditabens
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and Herg legte ald unerldflic) notwendige BVorbereitung fiir die redte Auss
riditung be8 anbern Amtes, bad den Heiligen Geift gibt und lebendig madit,
bed feligen Cuangeliums.” 8. 8.

#“The Australasian Theological Review.” — This is the name of
the new theological quarterly which the “Ministry of the Evangelical
Lutheran Synod in Australia, Inc.” is now publishing (Vol.1, January—
March, 1030) for “the presentation and discussion of divine truth, re-
vealed in Holy Scripture and affirmed by the Lutheran Confessions, to-
gether with a review of general church news.” In the “Foreword” Dr.C.F.
Gracbner, president of Concordia College, Adelaide, writes among other
things: “The lack of a theological periodical that would particularly meet
our Australian requirements has been felt for many years by the pastors
of our Synod; for although there are probably not many members of the
Lutheran ministry in the Commonwealth who do not read one or more
of the excellent publications issued by the sister synods in America and
in Germany, the conditions which obtain in the Australian Church at large,
and in the Australian Lutheran Church in particular, called for special
theological treatises, which naturally would not be supplied through pub-
lications written overseas by men unacquainted with our conditions and
needs.”

“The purpose of this periodical is a twofold one. In the first place,
it is to offer doectrinal articles on matters of faith and of life, including
also treatises on the practical part of a pastor’s work. The writers will
be guided by the declaration laid down in our Lutheran Confessions. . . .
(Formula of Concord, §1.) The Bible, as the verbally inspired Word of
God and as ‘the pure, clear fountain of Israel,” will be regarded as the
only principle, the norma normans, of theology, while the Symbolical Books
of the Lutheran Church will be upheld as the correct exposition, the norma
normata, of Biblical truth.”

“Our periodical is to report and to review past and present events
in the religious world, especially in the Christian Church, above all in the
Lutheran Church of Australia and of other countries. This will, of course,
give oceasion to publish apologetic and polemical articles, mainly in view
of the deplorable fact that the divine truths are assailed in our day, per-
haps more than ever before, not only by such as are outside the pale of
the Church, but also by many who claim to be adherents of the Christian
religion. We shall endeavor to adhere to the motto adopted by our Con-
cordia College and Seminary: Fortiter in re, suaviter in modo. Our policy
will be to uphold the truth with firmness, but to avoid undue harshness
in dealing with persons who are erring, while the error itself will be ex-
posed in no uncertain terms.”

“Being fully convinced that the publication of this theological peri-
odical 18 justified, we have the hope that it will find favorable reception
and that it will achieve its object.” In this prayer also the Coxcomrbra
THEOLOGICAL MONTHLY joins as it extends to the new theological period-
ical its most cordial felicitations. J.T. ML

Auguftanafeicr der feinen freifirdliden Gemeinde in Augdburg. Dars
iiber beridjtet ebenfall3 Pfarrer Walther-Erlangen in der ,Freilivde”: ,
in Augsburg aud cine HMeine Mtherifdje Freifivdje bejteht, ift der Hffentlidh=
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feit berborgen geblicben. Sie feierte dad8 Jubildum ber Augsburgifden
Stonfeffion in befdjeidener MWeife in der Wohmung cined ifrer @licder, ded
Fabrifanten Augujt Wefjel in Ledjfaufen, Sdadfirafe 40b, mit einem
GlotteSdienft, den bieSmal Pfarrer Werbermann von Pforgheim Hielt. Jn
Memmingen, two cbhenfalls eine Meine Tutherijdhe freificdlide Gemeinde
fid findet, tourde am cigentlidhen Jubildumstage ein {dlichter Prebigts
goiteSdienjt von Pfarrer Walther=Crlangen gehalten und am Sonntag
darauf dic cigenilidje Feftfeier mit einem Iveiteren Prebigtgotteddienit, mit
ciner Lehrbefpredimg iiber Artifel 9 und 10 der Mugdburgijden Sonfefjion
and abendd mit cinem Borirag iiber ,Die Augsburgijdje Sonfefjion umd bie
Sivdhen der Gegentvart’. Die Veranjtalbungen twaren aud) von einigen
Fremben Dejudht, twenngleicd) deven Teilnahme infolge der gleidhzeitig in
den Tandeslirdilidhen Gemeinden der Stadt ftatifindbenden HFeicrn geringer
tar, al8 man unter anbern Mnjtinden Hitte crtvarten diicfen. Gott Tente
den Lauf feined Covangeliumd aud) bei und in Vapern gum PHeile bieler
Seelen!” & B
Katholifen beteiligen fid) an ber Auguftanafeier in Angdburg. Dariiber
beriditet Pfarrer Walther-Crlangen in ber ,Freifivde: ,Vei der Feier
in Yugsburg begriifte der fatholijdie Dahrifde Stultusminifter namens ber
baprijdien StaatsSregicrung ben Stivdjentag, cbenfjo der Tatfolifde Wiirgers
meifter bon Augsburg namensd der Stadt. Dicfe Begriijungen Iourden ers
idert mit bem Hintweid auf die Freude iiber die Ynteilnahme ded fathos
lijgen Teils Der Vevdlferung an der Feier und mit ciner Crinnerung an
ben Turg borber verjtorbenen fatholijhen BVijhof von Augsburg. BVei ber
Cintweihung ber teuen Stonfefjionsfivde in der Yugdburger Wertadyvorftadt
am Pfingjtmontag, die ald Cinleitung zu den Jubildumsjeierlichleiten ges
badit war, urde bon dem amticvenden Sireisdefan ausbriidlid) die Cins
tradit mit ben fatholijdien Mithiirgern Jervorgehoben, Ivie aud) einige
* Monate vorher bei der Cinweihung des neuen Umidgebiudes in Miinden
fitr ben Lanbestivdienrat der Sirdenprijident der bayrijdien Landbestivde bei
oder viclleidht aud) twegen der Anivefenfeit ded bayrijden WMinijterprifidenten
unter Pintoeid auf eine in der Nihe befindliche fatholijde Nirdie die Pilege
be8 Fricbend unter den Nonfejjionen bejonders Letonte. Wenn folder Hins
weis lediglidh die Pflege guier biirgerlidher BVegichungen meint, fo ift er
cigentlid fiic Chriften felbjtberftandlid), die mit allen Menfdjen Frieben
Balten follen, folveit e8 moglid ij. . . . Wenn Hie und da Friedensjtimmen
aud ber romijden Stivdje erflingen, fo foll dasd giwar mit Freuden ancrlfannt
tverben, aber fie tviegen nidht {diver angefichtd der Stampfesjtellung, bdie
Rom Heute nod) gegen dad Evangelium einnimmt. 1m fo mehr Hitte man
crivarten follen, bafj bei der Jubelfeier der Wugdburgijdien Stonfeffion bie
@reube iiber bie MVefreiung aus ber papftliden Finjternid und Geiviffensds
Inedytung ber Grundion getvefen ivire. njtatt dejfjen ivar immer mieber
bie Nede von dber Gemeinfdaft der bHeiden Sonfeffionen. Wie joll bad mun
auf bie Maffen tvicfen, die ohnehin in den Woltstirdjen bon der Webeutung
ber Redtfertigung aus Gnaden durd) den Glauben nidjts odber fo gut fvie
nidhts mwiffen unbd lediglich in eingelnen Formen und Gebriudien den lnters
fdhieb beider Rirdjen fefen? Man madjt gegeniiber den Freitivdjen oft
geltend, bafy fie bie Stofraft bes ProteftantiSmus durd) ihre Abjplitterung
{dwaden. MWo ijt bie Stoklraft bed Proteftanti8mus bei biefer Jubildumss
feiex geblicben, bie bod) twirxflich geniigend ¥Unlaf zu ifrer Enifaltung ce-
boten Batte?” &8 -
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