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Theological Observer. — Kivdlid)-Beitge{djichtlides.

I. XAmerika.

Aud ber Synobe. {iber die lirdlidie Arbeit unier den Stubdenten ber
Univerfitat bed Gtaated Nebrasla entnehmen fvir dem ,SiibsNebraslas
Diftriltsboten” den folgenben Veridit aus ber Feber bed ,Studentens
paftors”: ,Beibe Shnodbaldijtrifte, ber Siidbs und ber NorbdsNebraslas
Diftrilt, Haben im Yugujt den Befdluf gefaht, bic Urbeit unter ben
Tutherijdjen Studenten fotvie die Seelforge unter LQuiferanern in ben anbern
offentlidien Unftalten in LQincoln gemeinjam au betreiben. Die Stubentens
fdhaft refrutiert fidh aud dem Gebiet beidber Diftritte. EB ift barum nuc
redit und billig, baf beide Diftrifte nidht nur moralijd, fondbern aud
finangiell bie Axbeit betreiben. Wir find jebt in ber ghweiten MWodje bded
Sduljahrs. Dic meijten Sarten Hat und bie Registrar’s Office {djon iibers
geben.  Bid jefpt jind ettva 385 Iutherijdje Studenten eingefdjricben. Dars
unter befinden {ich, fotweit meine Stenninid jept reidht, etiva 180 aud ber
Synodalfonferens. 1tber bdie Halfte Habe i fdon Iennengelernt. Die
ilbrigen miifjen abend3 in ihren Wohnungen aufgefucht fverben. Hoffentlidh
Baben bie Eltern ober Amisbriiber c¢3 nidht unterlafjen, mir die Namen
ber neuen Studenten angugeben. Wenn Jolde Nadridten fehlen, bauert es
oft lange, Bi8 id) biec Detreffenben Reute findbe. &8 bverlautet, daf bie
Edjiilergahl in biefem Semejter etiva 800 geringer fei al8 im erften
Semefter de8 vergangenen JabhreS. Uud) bie Iutherifdhe Lijte ift eltvad
Heiner al8 im borigen JYahre. Dad lommt wohl bon ben ,jdhlechten Beiten'
im Landbe. Man mertt aud), daf viele Studenten Urbeit fudjen. Wo
moglid), arbeiten fie brei bis bier Stunbden tdglidh), um fidh die Mahlzeiten
au berdienen. Wenn bdie Wrbeitsftunden am Abend find, bann Idnnen bie
jungen Leute unjere Vibelflajje nidht bejuden. Man findet jeded JYabr
cine ¥ngabl, die unfere BVerjamumlungen gerne befudjen tviirbe, aber burd
Arbeit abgeBalten wird. Der Stubentenpaftor muf fid) dbann damit bes
gniigen, folde Studenten privatim gu fpreden und jie gum regelmagigen
Befud) der jonntiglihen Gottesdienfte gu ermabnen. Gott gebe aud) in
biefem Jabre feinen Segen zu unjerer Arbeit!” &. 8.

Retractationes Populi Americani. — Poultney Bigelow, the author
of historical books, went to Doorn this year to confess his wrong in accept-
ing and spreading the story of Germany’s war guilt. . For ten years he
had been studying the documents relative to the matter. The leader of the
band which prevented David Starr Jordan from delivering an address in
Baltimore in 1017 against the entrance of the United States into the war
was Carter G. Osborne, Jr. Mr. Osborne served in the war with distinction,
is now editor of the Modern World (Baltimore), and in an open letter
addressed to Dr. Jordan confesses that Dr. Jordan was right and he himself
wrong. Former Senator Robert L. Owen declared in 1927 in his book The
Russian Imperial Conspiracy: “Such a confession [that Germany had im-
posed war on the Allies], so extorted, has in history no equal in the mag-
nitude of its injustice. This confession of guilt should be removed and the
world brought back to understanding, truth, and good will.” In the Detroit
News of August 28, 1827, Cyril Arthur Playes says concerning this book:
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“The value of Benator Owen’s contribution is that he is not & professional
historian. . . . But he is an American citizen, looking with undisguised
horror at something that has shocked him. His anger is that of Everyman.
His voice is the voice of the public. The terms he employs are in the
common tongue. The fundamentals he declares are those cherished most
dearly by humanity. He is of those who were deceived and who paid.”
Similar straightforward declarations are being made by religious writers,
and it is because these men see fit to touch upon the matter while treating
of religion that we reproduce their statements here. In the Iatest edition
of The Faith by which We Live (thirtcenth thousand in circulation)
Charles Fiske, Bishop of Central New York, says: “I trust it will not be
thought flippant if I start this chapter by reminding my readers that
a good many people, back in war days, frequently used most violent
language in declaring what they thought ought to be done to the men who
were responsible for plunging the world into that awful tragedy. Just
what would be a fitting place in which to put them or a fitting sentence
to inflict upon them? In those days we had no doubt as to German guilt.
What ought to become of those who deliberately planned the devastation
of Poland and Armenia, the ruin of Serbia, the outrage against Belgium,
the barbarism in Northern France? What punishment would be considered
adequate for those who were morally responsible for the sinking of the
Lusitania, the murder of Edith Cavell, the crucifixion of captured soldiers,
the enslavement of industrial workers, the ravishing of women, the mutila-
tion of children, the deliberate destruction of property apart from war
necessitics, the ruin of churches, the defilement of altars, and the host of
other horrors that marked the war? By this time the violence of our
prejudices has died down, and we are not quite so sure that all the sin
was on one side or all tales true” (p.301). Dr. William Adams Brown
declares in Belicfs that Matter. A Theology for Laymen (1928): “We
had a vivid illustration of this transfer of responsibility during the war.
There was no doubt then in anybody’s mind that a great sin had been
committed and that repentance was needed. But it was not England, or
France, or Russia, or Italy who had sinned, least of all the United States,—
but Germany. Those who were living in Germany at the time would have
heard Germans saying the same thing of the Allies” (p. 128). B. Parkes
Cadman, in Answers to Every-day Questions (1030) : “Whole societies can
occasionally turn berserker and jeopardize our boasted civilization. If you
still doubt this, read the description of scenes which were witnessed in every
capital and province of hostile states in the late summer of 1014. It was
then that a large part of the world went mad” (p. 328). The popular
preacher Rev. Wm. L. Stidger said to a lady who spoke of “the bestial
Germans”: “I was not aware that a single human being still existed in the
United States who still nourishes the war hatred, the foolish war hatred
of ten years, fomented by propaganda.” The article in which he relates
this incident appeared in the Christian Herald and, translated, in Der
Ohristliche Apologete of April 2, 1930. It characterizes the English propa-
ganda as being based mostly on deliberate falsehoods, and the writer frankly
states: “It appears to me that we all behaved just about alike during the
war, with the same cruelty on one side as on the other, and with just the
same humanity.”
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Reviewing & book by George Sylvester Viereck entitled Spreading
Germs of Hate, the Christian Century says: “Only those need be ignorant
who want to be ignorant of the part that false propaganda played in heating
us all to the fighting point during the war. Sir Philip Gibbs was the first
to tell the discreditable truth to England. General Crozier has recently
told more of it. It is pretty well known how effectively and with how
little regard for truth George Creel’s publicity organization did its work.
Colonel House, in his calm and dispassionate manner, has told how large
& part was played by our campaign to break down German morale. The
excited and exciting lectures of Dr. Hillis (with faked illustrations) are
classified where they belong, as literature of the imagination. George
Viereck, who was in the thick of the thing through the whole war, now
revenls, with a degree of detail not heretofore given, the extent of the cam-
paign waged in this country for creating hatred of the Germans. His book
comes close to being a demonstration of the proposition that you can’t
have war and truth at the same time, as General Crozier shows that yon
can’t have war and morality of any other sort.” E.

Wo Dapert’8? JIn feinem ,New Porler Brief” im ,Luih. Herold™
fdireibt b. B. iiber den im Auguft von Gliebern unjerer Shnobe gehaltenen
Luther Day in Occan Grove, N. §., unier anderm, tvie folgt: ,Wiederum
Bat die Mifjourifynode ihren jogemannten Luther Day in Occan Grove,
N. J., abgehalten, und giwar mit auergetvshnliGem Erfolg. ... Hier Haben
toir [utherijdjed Velenninis in vollendeter Form. . . . NRegelmafkig bebauern
oir den Umftand unferer Berjplitterung, wenn tvic bon bdiefem grogen Tag
in Neto Jerjeh lejen oder aud) dbabei getwefen find. ©o grof und ecfolgreih
ber Tag aud ift, er Sunte nody bebentend grofer fein, wenn man e3 lernen
linnte, ©djulter an Sdulter gu marjdjieren. Leider wird aber auf Yabre
Hinaus Ieine fmberung cintreten in biejemn Werhalinis. Wiele unjerer eiges
nen Glicder todren bazu Dbereit, aud) gar biele innerhalb der Mifjouris
fonobe. WAber ¢8 Hapert immer tvieder an irgendeiner majgebenden Stelle.”
Dagu bemertt die Nedaltion: ,Wie fonnen iviv in PirdjlidGer BVegiehung
mit folden Sdulter an Sdulter gujammengefen, bdie und Sangels und
Abendmahldgemeinjdaft, fogar Glebetdgemeinfdiaft offigiell berweigern?”

Bioei Storrefturen au borjtehendem bdiicften gur Erilarung de3 ,.Bers
Baltniffes” awijdjen Mijjouri und der Vereinigten Lutherijden Nirdje dienen.
Bunddyjt mige gejagt jein, bafy nidht nur ,.gar biele innerhalb ber Mifjouris
fonodbe” Dereit {ind, .ESdulter an Sdulter” mit dber U.L.C. ,zujammens
augehen”, fondern aud) die gange Mifjourifynode. Die Mifjourifynode Hat
namlid) die Cigentiimlichleit, daf fie eine Friedendjhnode ift, die mit allen
Lutheranern ,zujammengehen” modte. Sie freut jid) dariiber bonr Hergen,
bafj jie mit Luiheranern in Deutidland, Polen, Auftralien, Brafilien, Argens
tinien, Jnbien, China, den BVereinigten Staanten ufiv. gujammengehen darf,
unbd bittet Gott bon Pergen, daf dicje3 Bufammengehen aud) in Julunft
gefehen moge, und 3war mehr und mehr. Dasd ift bie eine Sorreftur.
Die andere ift diefe: [n der Mifjourijymobe gibt e3 feine .maBgebende
Gtelle”, bie dafiic berantworilid) ijt, daf e8 mit bem Jujammengehen mit
gewiffen. Synoden ,Hapert’. Die Mifjourifynode Hat ndmlid) die Eigens

titmlichteit, daf fic dburd) und durd) demolfratifd ijt; bie @emeinden mit
ifren Pajtoren Bejiimmen, toad gejdjefen fol, ober, um e3 nodh anbers
ausgubrilden, die Synobe Hanbdelt ald jolde. Damit nidit etiva gemwiffe
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Profefforen gu madgtig in ibr twecrben, find fie durd) eine Stonftitutionds
beftimmung ,Ialigeftellt”. Wahrend namlid) ber [Glidjtefte Ehrift ftimmen
barf, darf felbft ber gelehricjte theologijde Profefjor auf ber Synodalvers
fammlung Icinen Stimmgettel befommen. Dad ift die giveite Sorreliur.

%ber ba cntfteht mun bie Frage: ,MWo YJapert’s dbenn? MWofer bie
ZTrennung gwifden ben beiden genannten Synoben? An bicfer Trennung
ift nidjt bie Mifjourifynode jhuld. Die gange Miffourifynode fteht namlid
fo, baf in bemfelbenn ugenblid, wo fid) eine anbdere Shnobe mit Mumd
und Tat zu {drifts und belenninidgemiper [ehre und Pragis berfteht, fie
mit einer jolden Synode ,ujammengeht” und ,Sdulter an Sdjulter
marfdjicrt”. MWo aber inmerhalb ciner Synobde ober ciner Berbinbung
biele Paftoren zu den Logen gehiren, bon den Gemeindegliedern gar nidit
au reben; fvo geiiffe Paftoren unerjdiroden falfdhe Lehre und Pragis vers
treten; o gange Gemeinden und Gemeindefomplere einem Unionidmusd
Bhuldigen, ber auf cine BVerleugmung ded Worted @otted DHinauslauft; wo
man feinen Spott dariiber Hat, wenn gewiffen Leuten ihr Vefenninid ein
Grnjt ijt; furg, foo eine Iutherijje Synode 3tvar den Namen Tutferild
filhrt, aber in Qehre und Praxi® nidt voll und gang Iutherifd fein toill:
da marfdiert bdie Mifjourifynode nicht Sdulter an Sdjulter, obivohl fie
ben ,lmjtand der Jerjplitterung” aufs tiefjite Dedauert. Dad Manlo in
ber U.L.C. ijt bic ,maBgebende Stelle”, o e8 ,Hapert”. Sobald biefed
Manlo meggetan ivixd, wird aud) in der U.L.C. ,lutferijdjed Belenninid
in bollendeter Form* er{dallen, und dann marfdhiert getvif Mifjouri mit
ifr ©djulter an Sdjulter. 3. 2. M.

Die Heilung bed Shabens. Gelegentlidh der Jentenarfeier ber Lefrs
anftalt in Golumbus, O., wurde von bder ohiojdjen ,Sirdjengeitung” ber
Mifjourifynode, refp. der Synodaltonferens, .calvinifierende JYrelehre” zus
gefdiricben und behauptet, die Obiofynode fei im Jahre 1881 aud ber
Ghynobaltonfereng geivifjendhalber audgetreten, um dad Vanner des Iuibes
rifen Belenninifjed Hodjzuhalten. Wir unjererfeitd madyten dbarauf oufs
merffam, daf im Reben der Ofiojynode ivei Perioden gu unterideiden
feien: eine Periobe der fibereinjtimmung mit der Shnobalfonfereng und
ber Iutherijdien [ehre und eine Periobe der Lo3fagung bon der Shnobdals
Tonfereng und ber entfdjicbenen Weriverfung ded Iutherijhen Befenninifjed
in den ftreitigen fehrpuntten, ndmlid in der Lehre von der Belehrung und
Gnabentwahl. Diefe aiveiperiodige Lehritellung betviefen ivir durdy Bitate
aud ofiofdien Publilationen. Aus den JPitaten ging Hervor: Jn ber erften
Reriodbe Hielt die Shnode an der sola gratin in ber Lefre bon der Bes
Tefrung und Gnabentvahl feft. Sie fand baher aud) mit dber Stonlorbiens
formel ba8 Geheimnis, auf dad ivir bei diefer Lebre fjtofen und dad mir
in biefem Reben nidjt Idfen ¥onnen, in der Tatjade: ,Einer tvird bexftodt,
berblenbet, in berfehrten Sinn gegeben; ein anberver, fo twobl in gleidjer
©Sdjuld, ticd iederum befehret.” Aber in ber gtveiten Periode fam ed
innechalb ber Ofiofymode zu fehr entidhicdener BVerwerfung ber sola gratia
und @rimbung ber Belehrung und Seligleit auf den Menfdhen {elbjt, nams
Tid) auf bed3 Menfdjen ,rechted” Werhalien. E38 fam zu Huferungen lvie
biefe: ,Mir Halten ed filr undriftlich unbd Geidnifd), wenn man fagt, daf
bie wirtlide Erlangung ber bon Gott filr alle Menjden volltommmen bes
reiteten und ermnjtlich) beftimmien Seligleit in Ieiner Hinfidit bom Bers
Balten bed Menfdien der Gnade Gotted gegenilber, fonbern in jeber Hinfidt
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allein bon @ott abhingig fei. Ein Paftor, ber einer folden gottlofen Refre
gemdR predigt und Seelforge freibt, ift ein MWolf und Teufelsapoftel, der,
fo biel an ihm ift, bie ihm befohlenen Seelen nur in Sidjerheit und eiges:
Berberben fiifren fann.” (Sixdjenstg. 1885, ©.76.) Die mifjourijie Lelre,
baf bie Seligleit allein bon Gotte3 Gnade und nicht aud) bom Verhalten
bed Menfdhen abhiange, Jei .die cigentliche Quintefjena der gangen calbinis
fden Wahllehre”. (Beitbl. 1888, &.144.) Wir Haben die vorftefenden
Bitate nodhmals druden Infien, tveil die ohiofdie , SHirdhengeitung” in neuejter
Beit toicberholt von calvinifierender Refre WMifjourid geredet Hat.

Bet der Vefdhreibung ber ztwei Perioben der Ohiofhnobe micfen
toir gugleid) bavauf Hin, dafy twir der Fowafynobe in dem Streit um
bie Lehre von der Befehrung und Gnadenivall nidt eine gweifadje Periode
gufdjreiben tonnten. Biclmelhr Habe bie Jomwajynode in diejem Streit ,bon
allem ¥nfang an entidhieben die [ehre bertreten, dah be3 Menjdjen Be-
Tehrung und Seligleit und daher and) jeine etwige Erhihlung bom Men-
fdben felbft nbhinge, ndmlid) von ded Menjden ,Selbitentfdheidbung’ fiir ober
ider dic Gnabe.” Dieje Vemerfung Hat die towaifde ,Sfirdlide
Beit{drift” veranlafit, in der Septembermumuner b, . einen Actilel gu bers
offentlichen unter der fberjdrift ,Die Wieberholung einer faljdien Ans
fage von jeiten ber Mifjourijhnode”.

JIn diefem Artifel fvixd iviederholt die Untlage exrhoben, daf Mifjouri,
b3lv. D. Walther, in den Yusdrud ,Selbftenticheibung” melhr Hineingelegt
Babe, al8 mit Ned)t gejdehen Tonnte. Der Ausdrud fei iotvaijferfeitd
bon Mnfang an fo vorfichtig erflict worben, dak ifn Iein ehrlicher Menjdh
mifverftehen, bas ift, ald Gynergi®mud audbdriidend, Dezeidjnen Ionnte.
Dagegen ift Tatjade, dbafy Walther fidh nidht in Weinlidger, Iritifluftiger
BWeife an bden blofen Ausdrud ,Selbftent{deibung” gefingt Hat. Er gab
vielmelr gu, der Ausdrud fdnne in einem getviffen Sinne gugelafjen werden.
BWalther fagt in dem Ildngeren Artifel vom Jahre 1872: ,CSollte mit ber
sfreien’, ,cigenen Cnifdjeibung’ nur bdbad gejagt tverben, daf bder Menjd
nidit gegloungen befelhrt twerde, daf in der Velehrung audy des Menfdjen
Bille um Wollen betvegt werbe und daf e3 der Menfd) felbjt fei, ber ba
glaubt, o licfe fic) Das iwohl Hirven.” (L u. W. 1872, &. 257.) Uber
Walther weift nad), bap diefe guie Deutung ded Ausdruds durch den Ju-
fammenhang unmaglid) gemadht jei. Die .Selbjtenticheidbung” ivicd ndmlidh
bon der ndaferen Crilarung begleitet, baf in ded Menjdien Selbjtentidjeis
bung , fii r ober ivider die ihm von Chrifto angebotene Gnabe fein eiviges
Sdjidial fourgelt”, baj ott e bon ber Entjdfeidbung ded Menjdjen abs
Bingen Iift, .meffen cr {id) erbarmen und men cr verjioden merbe”.
(Monatsh. 5, 87 f.) Silar toird in diefen Worten nidit nur bie Entjdeidung
gegen bie Gnade, fonbern aud) bie Entjdeibung fii r bie Gnabe ausd der
~Selbftent{deidbung” bes3 Menjhen Bergeleitet. WUber nur Selbjtentidjei-
bung gegen bie Gnabde ift rechie Qelhre. Der Menidh) Hat reidhlid) Luit
unb Szaft gu bem ,gegen”, 1 Stox. 1, 28; WUpoft. 7, 61. Wber Selbjtent{djei~
bung fitr bie Gnabde ift falide Refre, weil fie bem unbelehrien Menfden
eine Hinncigung gum Evangelium gujdhreibt, wibrend bie Sdirift Tehet,
baf bad Evangelium dem natiirlidien Menjfen eine Toxrfheit ift, gegen
bie ber Menidy fich ent{dhieden ablefinend berhilt. Yud) D. Stelljorn (in
feiner erjten PBeriode) mie8 die Selbjtentfheibung fiiz bad Evangelium
al8 fdjriftioidrig ab, ,iveil fie gegen bie biblijdje fefre bon ber erbfiinds
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lidjen WBerberbiheit in defectu verftdit” (Monatsh. 5, 848), dasd ift, nidt
fejthalt, bafy der natiiclidhe Menjdh vor feiner Velehrung dem Evangelium
feindlid gefinnt ijt.

Die ,Beitidrift” erinnert ferner an die gahlreiden Stellen in iolwais
fdhen Sdyriften, in denen Har gejagt ift, bafy der Menfd) fein Heil gana
und gar ber Gnabde GotteS verdanfe. Nud) das gab Walther zu. JIn
iotoaijdjen Sdriften lwerde von der freien Gnade Glotted fo Herrlid) ges
rebet, Dafy fid) bad DHerg jeded aufjridjtigen Luitherancrs bdariiber freuen
miifje. Aber Walther fonunte aud) nidht umhin, davauf Yingutveijen, dak
unmittelbar neben dem Lobpreid der sola gratin Worte ftefen toie
biefe: ,00 der Menfd) jelig toird oder verlorengeht, dad Gerulht im Led s
ten Grunbde auf ded8 Menjden freier, cigener Enijdjeibung filr ober
foider bie Gnade.” (Monatsh. 5, 49.) Walther fonnte dafer aud) nidk
umbin gu urteilen, ¢8 jverde durd) diejen Jujals Gott dic Ehre, dafy er und
allein felig made, genommen und ,diefe Ehre gum Teil, ja, infofern die
Seligleit und da8 Crbarmen Gotted ,im lepten Grunde und ecingig und
allein® von bem Werhalten, namlid) bon bder freien perfinliden Eelbits
entfdjeibung ded8 Menfdjen, abhiangen und barin gegriindet fein und murs
geln foll, dem Menjdhen cigentlich g an 3 gegeben”. (L. u. W, 1872, S. 828))

Die ,Jeitidrift” crinnert ferner daran, dafy iowaijderjeitd von allem
fmfang an aud) Geheimnifje in der Lehre von der Belehrung und
@nabdentvabl anerfannt worben jeien. Aud) dasd ift walhr: Jotvaifderieits
tucden nidjt blofj ein ober einige, fondern jogar ,unziblige”, .gahllofe”
@eheimnifje in Gotted Weltregicrung und in der Lenfung ded Lebend der
cingelnen Menjden ancrfannt. (Monatsh. 5, 81 §) Aber nidt aneclannt,
fondern al8 calviniftijfer Jrrtum verivorfen twurde dad Geheimnid des
Tutherifden Vefenntniffes. Nad unjerm Miherifden Befennts
nid liegt dbas @eheimnis in der Tatjadje: , Einer wird verftodt, verblenbet,
in verfehrien Sinn gegeben; cin anbdever, jo wohl in gleidjer Scduld, icd .
iederum befehret.” Mit andern Worten: 1lnfere Stonfordienformel findet
bas Geheimnis in der Tatjadje, daf von gvei dad Euvangelium horenden
Menjdyen ciner belehri und felig toird, der anbdere aber unbelehrt bleibt
und berloren geht. Daf in diefer Tatfadje ein in dicfem Leben unbegreifs
lidie8 @cheimnid vorliegt, begriindet die Stonfordienformel mit Dder
Tatfadje, daf auf feiten der zwei Juhirer nidit ein verjdjicdenes Bers
Balten, jonbern bda8 gleid) iible Vexhalten, nidit eine verfdicdene Sculd,
jondern bie gleihe Sdhuld vorliegt. ngefidhts Diefer Tatjacdje ded gleid
iiblen Werhaltend8 und der gleidien Schuld fordert das Iutherijde Vefennts
nis, daf bie Weanttvortung dber Frage: Woher fommt ¢3, dafy .ciner ivicd
berjtodf, . . . ber anbdere, fo twobl in gleidhier ScHuld, tvird wiederum bes
Tehret“? in biejem feben niedergeidlagen twerde, mit ber Bes
griindbung, baf dic menjdliche Erfenninis in dicjem Leben nidht itber Hof.
13,9 Binaqudreidhe: ,J8racl, daf du verdirbeft, bie Schuld ift bein; bdaf
bic aber gefolfen tvird, ift lauter meine Ginabe.” Jm Gegenfafy Hierau
Tautete e8 fehr bejtimmt iowaijdexieits: ,E8 ijt falfd, su fagen, die Frage,
fvatum bon givei ba8 Cbangelium Horenden Menfdjen der cine gum Glaus
ben fommt, ber andere nidjt, twerde von den Lutheranern niedergejdlagen.
€3 ijt falid), gu fagen, ber Unteridjied awijhen ber calbinifdjen und ber
Tutberijdhen Prideftinationslehre fei ber, daf bdie Galvinifterr die Frage
beantiorten, bie Butheraner fie niederidlagen.” (Monatsh. 5, 104.) .BWic
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[Jotoaer] werben ben Grund babon, daf et bem einen Menfdjen MWibers
ftzeben unbd Tob tweggenommen mird, bei dem anbern nidit, mit der Heis
ligen ©djrift [1] in bem beridicbenen Berhalten bed Menfdien gegen bie
angebotene Gnade fuden.” (A. a. O., S. 108.)

{ibrigens fudjte Walther in freundlihem Bureben bdem entgleiften
gegnerifhen @efdbrt au Hilfe gu Yommen. Er {drieb: .Wic find toeit
bavon entfernt, Heren Prof. F. aufndtigen gu wollen, daf er fidh der nots
tvenbigen Stonfequengen betouft war, al8 cr jene Sape {dhrich. Wir werden
und bielmehr bon Hergen freuen, wenn er criliict, baf er, ald er {drieh,
asd cr fdrieb, nidit baran bdadjte, tvic er bamit ben Grund felbjt unters
grabe und wmiftiire, auf weldem er im Leben und Sterben jtehen tvolle. . . .
Biclleidyt Hat feine falfdhe, unlutherifhe Rehrbarftellung barin ihren Grund,
teil er meinte, tiitde er nidit Gnadentvalhl, BVelehrung, Glauben und
Geligleit bon ber freien, perfonliden Selbftentiheibung deds Menfden abs
hangig madjen, fo iviirdbe er Tonfequenteriveife bie erfdjredlidie calvinifde
Lefre bon dem NRatfdluf einer abfoluten MWermerfung der Ungliubigen
annehmen miifjen, und tveil dad 1nbelehribleiben und Verlorengehen aufer
allem Jiocifel feinen Grund eingig und allein in de8 Menjdjen freier
cigener Entjdieidbung Habe, jo miifje died aud) im Fall ber Befehrung
und be3 Secligiverdens ftatthaben. EB ift dieB aber ein burdjaus
faliher Schluf.” (L. u. 8. 1872, &. 829.)

Damit bedt Walther den Grund auf, der viele Luiheraner in ber Lefre
bon bder Velehrung und Gnadeniwahl bon ber [efre der Scrift und bed
Tutherifden Velenntniffed getrennt Halt. Der Grund ift der, dah fie ausd
ber Fibigleit dexr Selbjtent{djeibung gegen die Gnabe auf die Fabhigleit
ber Selbjtentidjeidung fii r die Gnade fdlicfen, ober — twad dasfelbe ift —
baf fie aud ber Fihigleit be8 Nidgtwollend ber Gnade auf die Fahigs
Teit be8 Wollens ber Gnabe {dlicgen, al8 ob bad bad felbftveritimbds
lidjte Ding von der Welt Ivdre. Der WVerfudjung, bon dem menjdliden
Nidtiwollen auf bad menfdjlicGe MWollen ber Gnabe gu fdlicken, {ind exrs
legen: Eradmus und der fpitere Melandjthon (mit ihrer facultas appli-
candi sc ad gratiam), die modbernsIutherijdjen THeologen, bie beinafe jdmts
li (wie Luihardt, Dogmatit10, S. 270) ausd Maith. 28, 37: ,.Jbr Habt
nidt getwollt, auf das menjdliGe Wollen ber Gnade fdliegen. Aud
ioloaifderieitd Hiel 5 (Monatsh. 5, 108): ,MWir Halten uns an bad Wort
be8 HCrrn Chrijtus, fwelder denen, die berlorengehen, guruft: ,YGr Habt
nidt getwollt.'” Der Sdluf bom Nidtivollen auf dad Wollen Jat fih aud
in bad ,Opgjor” der Norieger eingejdliden, wenn fie bon de3 Menjden
»Berantiwortlid)teitdgefiihl” nidt blof fiic bie Bermwerfung der Gnabe,
fonbern aud) fiic bie Annafhme ber Gnade reben. Die Worte ded
#»Opgidr”: ,Berantivortlidhleitdgefithl gegenilber der Annafhme obder Wers
werfung der Gnade”, erzeugen den Gebdanlen, al3 ob e8 bei bem Menfdjen
bor ber Befehrung irgendivo ober irgendivann cinen Jeitpunit ober Jus
ftand gdbe, two er fid), ie fiir die Veriverfung, fo aud) fiic bie An»
nahme ber Gnabdbe entidjeiden ¥onne.

€38 fteht toahrhaftig fo: Wir Luiheraner fverben in der Lefire bon
ber Welehrung und vom Seligiverben einanber Ioum nifer fommen, fos
Iange toir und nidjt dahin geeinigt Haben, ben Sfluf bom RNiditwollen
ber Gnabe auf das Wollen ber Gnade gu unterlaffem. oAud
nodj fpdtere lutherije Dogmatifer warnen vor biefem Sdluf ald bor
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cinem Jentralicrium. Die . Jeitfdrift” beflagt fdlicklid) den SdHaben
der Trennung der Lutheraner. Das ift ja ein grofer Sdhade. Eine Heis
Tung ded Sdabend liegt an dem Puntt, dbafy tvic Luiheraner und dahin
cinigen, ben Sdhluf vom Nidhtivollen auf dad Wollen zu unterlafjen. Wic
unterbreiten Hiermit allen, die fid) Luifheraner nennen, biefen Voridlag.

g 8.

Are Synodical Conference Lutherans SeparatistsP — Writing in
the 7hcologische Quartalschrift under the heading “Disruption of the
Lutheran Church in America,” Prof. John P. Mcyer of the Seminary of
the Wisconsin Synod at Thiensville, Wis., draws attention to some im-
portant points which we feel should be given prominence these days.
He writes as follows: —

“President Hein, in his last official message to the Joint Synod of
Ohio, raises the following charge: ‘At the dawn of the present century
the Lutheran Church of Ameriea was one of the most disrupted churches
in the land’ He then denounces the state of disruption as a sin ripe
for God's judgment. ‘Slowly, but surely, it has dawned upon our Lu-
theran Christians that the lack of unity and, as a result, lack of coopera-
tion among our Lutheran forces is one of the astounding sins of the
Lutherans of America, a sin erying to heaven and a crime against the
Church.” This last statement should have been qualified in some way.
Aloofness is not a sin in itself. It may cven be, and frequently is, a com-
mendable virtue. ‘Be ye separate,” saith the Lord, 2 Cor. 6, 7. ‘Avoid
them,” Rom. 16, 17. Those, indeed, who by deviating from the divine
truth in doctrine or in practise are responsible for divisions in the
Church make themselves guilty of a ‘sin crying to heaven’; but those
who, in obedience to God’s command, avoid the confirmed adherent of
false doctrine or practise need not be troubled in their conscience about
their attitude, no matter how severcly they may be criticised by any
human tribunal. This is a truth which we must be especially careful
not to overlook in these days when a spirit of unionism is rampant and
impregnates the very air we breathe. With the multitudes clamoring
for union almost at any cost, the words of Melanchthon acquire a new
significance: ‘To dissent from the agreement of so many nations and
to be called schismatics is a grave matter. But divine authority com-
mands all not to be allies and defenders of impiety and unjust cruelty.
(T'rigl., p. 517, 42.)

“President Hein evidently has certain particular synods in mind
whom he holds responsible for the lamented disruption of the Lutheran
‘Church in America. He says: ‘In my estimation two things divide the
Lutherans of America, separation on the one hand and unionism on the
other. Asg long as some synods refuse to rccognize certain other synods
as Lutheran unless thesc others accept their method of presenting Bib-
lical truth as the only method permissible in the Lutheran Ohurch, and
a8 long as they carry this spirit so far that they will not even pray
with these others; and as long as other synods fail to apply the Gales-
burg Rule, “Lutheran pulpits for Lutheran pastors only and Lutheran
altars for Lutheran communicants only,” and continue to tolerate pastors
who are affiliated with Masonic lodges and permit pastors and congrega-
tions to engage in unscriptural practises, a union of the Lutheran forces
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cannot be brought about. The Lutheran Oompanion is right when it
says: “If the broadest wing of Lutheranism in our country would cease
its unionism with other creeds, discipline its clergy as to secretism, and
stand for genuine Lutheranism, it would hasten unity.” Separatism and
unionism divide the Lutheran Church, and to remove both must be the
endeavor of every Lutheran Christian and Lutheran synod.

“No names are mentioned; but the inference secms inescapable, es-
pecially in the light of certain resolutions the Joint Synod of Ohio
adopted concerning the intersynodical relations, that the words we printed
in bold face [in italics in this paper] are aimed at the Synodical Con-
ference’ of North America, of which our Wisconsin Synod is a charter
member. Here are the resolutions on intersynodical relations: ‘We de-
plore the refusal of the Missouri Synod to adopt the Intersynodical
Theses, which members of their own seminary faculty at St. Louis had
helped to formulate and adopt. We stand ready, however, to reopen
negotiations, looking toward better mutual understanding. As regards
any other Lutheran synods from whom we are still separated, we ex-
press our willingness to negotiate with them also on the basis of the
Minneapolis Theses, and we sincerely hope and pray that such negotia-
tions will ultimately result in uniting the divided Lutheran forces in
America.’

“It seems clear that we Lutherans of the Synodical Conference stand
indicted by these words as guilty of a spirit of separatism that is erying
to heaven.’ We pass over the wording of the charge, some expressions
of which appear to us to be rather loose, and we proceed to investigate
briefly the proof for so grave an accusation. It is contained in the state-
ment that we refuse recognition to any one that does not accept our
‘method of presenting Biblical truth as the only method permissible in
the Lutheran Church.” If it were so, it would be a grievous fault. If the
difference scparating us from other Lutheran bodies were a question of
method of presentation only, we must plead guilty to the charge of schism
and bigotry. However, what actually separated us from the Joint Synod
of Ohio in the past was the fact that our way of presenting the doctrine
of election was by them rejected and branded as Calvinistic, while their
own presentation of election adulterated this comforting doctrine, the
unequivocal and unreserved and unqualified extolling of the sola gratia,
by introducing into it as an important, decisive factor the idea of a vic-
torious faith (fides finalis) foreseen in eternity and taken into due com-
sideration before the foundation of the world (praecvise fide, intuitu fidei)
by an omniscient God,—a procedure which easily lends itself to symer-
gism. More! Synergism was for a long time championed by the Ohio
Synod expressis verbis in the declaration that conversion and salvation
of a sinner depend not on the grace of God alone, but in a certain sense
also on man's conduct. We are happy to add that this form of grossly
synergistic phraseology has been expressly repudiated in the Chicago
Theses on motion of the Ohio delegation headed by Dr.Hein himself. Yet
even to this day the synergistic leaven has not been entirely purged out:
cf. the review by the undersigned [J. P. M.] of a recent book of Dr. Schuh
on The Hidden Life.

“We will not be impatient. We sincerely continue to hope that an

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1930



Theologi bserver. — s, 5

S Concordia ?ollc?gical NTonth if Ici)‘f! f"ﬁ'&%ﬁ?ﬁm 116

error which has been expressly rejected out of an honest conviction of
the heart will also, in due time, disappear from diction, although we
realize the difficulty confronting a synod that attempts to change the
phraseology to which it has been accustomed for a half-century or more.
‘What scparates us from the Ohio Synod to-day and what, in fact, has
kept us from taking up a discussion of the Chicago Theses with greater
enthusiasm is the fact that the Ohio Synod, in the face of our earnest
pleading, established church-fellowship with the Norwegian Merger, which
ruthlessly overrode the comscientious objections of the minority and in
the Madison Opgjocr propounded a highly misleading doctrine of con-
version and election.” A

Millions of Missionaries.—1In the 114 years that it has been fune-
tioning, the American Bible Society has distributed 216,198,915 volumes of
the Holy Scriptures. According to a statement in Time, the output of last
year was 11,102,664 Bibles and parts of Bibles. These were published in
179 languages and dialects. More than 5,000,000 volumes last year went
to “war-torn, starving heathen China.” J.T.M.

The Attitude of the Modern Jew toward Jesus. — On this subject
& Jewish writer in Seribner’s delivers himself of some opinions which in
their startling aspects are only too true. Jesus was a Jew, says he, but
in former centuries Jews had little to say about this countryman of theirs.
The reason largely was that dreadful persecutions were inflicted upon them
whenever they spoke their true sentiments concerning Jesus; hence they
preferred to remain silent. They might have said some good and kindly
things about the Man of Nazareth, but that would immediately have
aroused the suspicions of their own people, who in the bitterness of their
heart regarded every Jew daring to praise Jesus ns a disloyal son of
Israel. But the situation, so he continues, has changed. The fear of per-
secution for those who reject the Christological erceds of the Christian
denominations is gone, since these churches have permitted their creeds to
collapse. As a result the Jew can express his dissent from the theology
as formerly taught by Christian leaders in a free and unrestrained manner;
nor does he still have to fear his own people when he eulogizes Jesus as
a great and noble Leader; the liberty granted the Jews has made them
liberal. Witness the two recent books on Jesus written by Jews (Klaus-
ner’s Jesus of Nazarcth and Emil Ludwig’s The Son of Man).

The writer, sad to say, is not overdrawing the picture when he says
that “in the name of Jesus all [?] Jews suffered unbelievable hardships.”
Perhaps frequently, it is true, economical considerations blended with
religious motives when the Jews were mistreated, but the disgrace of
horrors perpetrated against the Jews because of their rejection of the Chris-
tian religion cannot be argued away and should make us very humble.
That our own generation recognizes and laments this fanatical zeal of
former ages is not to its discredit. But is it not a sad commentary on our
human imperfection that commendable tolerance brings in its train wicked,
disastrous indifference toward what is most holy, the deity of Christ and
His atonement? “The creeds of the Christian Church have suffered a com-
plete breakdown,” says the writer in Scribner’s, and he is partly right.
Yes, the Jew is treated with proper courtesy and friendliness, but in many
so-called Christian circles, Christ and His Word are trampled under foot.
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Can we not have orthodoxy without fanaticism, firmness without cruel
harshness, tolerance without unionism and indifference? May God have
mercy on us! It is in kecping with the times that the two books on Jesus
mentioned above, which flatly, and in the case of Ludwig’s work even blas-
phemously, deny His deity have been lauded not only by Jews, Imt by
‘Christian teachers ns well.

Princeton Seminary Still Calvinistic. — A writer in the Pmby-
terian has this to say on the doctrinal position of Princeton: —

“The historical position of Princeton Seminary is & faithful adherence
to the Reformed theology. Princeton Seminary is committed to that body
of theological truth known ns the Augustinian or Calvinistic theology.
The doctrines of this system are to be found in the Word of God, and
the form of statement is controlled by the idea of divine sovereignty;
Yet there are doctrines in the Confession of Faith and the catechisms
other than those which are peculinrly Calvinistic. There are three great
theological elements in the doctrinal standards of the Church.

“l. There are doctrines generally held by all Christians, such as the
existence of God, the unity of God, the Trinity, the plan of God, ereation,
providence, the fall of man, sin and its punishment, freedom of the human
will, the person of Christ, the personality of the Holy Ghost, salvation
through a divine Redeemer, and the resurrection of the dead.

“2. The Protestant clement is the supremacy of the Scriptures as the
only inspired rule of faith and practise, the lordship of God over the
conscience, the vicarious sacrifice and sole medintorship of Christ, the
Jjustification of the penitent sinner by faith alone, the passing of saints
at death immediately into henven, and their perfection in the state of glory.

“3. The third clement is the distinctively Calvinistic element and con-
sists of what is known as the five points of Calvinism. These are: a) un-
conditional, as opposed to conditional, predestination; b) definite atone-
ment, or particular redemption, as opposed to indefinite atonement; c) total,
as opposed to partial, depravity; d) efficacious, as opposed to uncertain,
grace; e) final, as opposed to partial, perseverance. These five points are
the differentiating features of the Reformed or Presbyterian doctrines.
They separate Calvinists from other evangelical Christians.”

Dr. B. B. Warfield (A Dictionary of Religion and Ethics, by Mathews
& Smith, p.G5) states the five points of Calvinism in the following terms:
1) absolute predestination; 2) particular redemption; 3) total depravity;
4) irresistible grace; 5) perseverance of the saints.

It may not be idle to remind ourselves that all these specific doctrines
of Calvinism, with the exception of No. 3, are arrived at by ignoring clear
statements of Holy Scripture, or, to be more explicit, by a method of the-
ologizing which lays down certain teachings based on Bible-texts and re-
fuses to accept other clear Scripture statements which our reason cannot
harmonize with those teachings. The theology which results is philosoph-
ical rather than Biblical. No wonder that Calvinists have been admired
for the logical symmetry of their doctrinal system. Yes, logic one finds
there, but not that humble obedience to the Word of the Lord which
should characterize Christian teaching. In passing, it may be noted that
the five points of Calvinism, as they are called, do not make mention of
the peculiar teachings of Calvin’s followers on the Sacraments and on the
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person of Christ and hence cannot be looked upon as a satisfactory sum-
mary of the points of difference when Lutheranism and Calvinism are
compared. The intention of those who drew up these points was to pre-
sent the difference between Calvinism and Arminianism. A

‘Will Methodists, Presbyterians, and Episcopalians Merge?—The
N.L. 0. B. informs its readers that representatives of the Methodist Epis-
copal Church North, the Presbyterian Church in the U. 8. A., and the
Protestant Episcopal Church met recently in Atlantic City and discussed

the question whether their hodies should and can unite. We quote the

N.L.C.B.: —

“‘l. So far ns other than theological and ecclesinstical facts were
causes of the original separation of the bodies we represent, we are agreed
that they are no longer operative in any such degree as to block the way
to an organic unity. 2. We find complete agreement upon the importance
of the principle of the separation of Church and State as guaranteed in
the Constitution of the United States. With emphasis differing some-
what in our three bodies upon the values attached to the various expres-
sions of social and moral ideals, we find the common conviction that the
Church of Christ has a definite responsibility, not only to guide the con-
sciences of individual Christians, but also to infuse through society the
principles of God’s will as revealed in Jesus Christ. Utterances of the
highest representative bodies in our three communions reveal, however, the
equally certain conviction that the function of the Church is not to
govern, or to seek to govern, politieal action, but to further the influence
of Christian principles in society. 3. Our three communions are as one
in recognizing the authority of the Church to back and guide the in-
dividual in the development of his Christian life and to exercise dis-
cipline in cases of violation of the fundamental precepts of that life.
We find, however, that in all three communions the tendency is obvious to
substitute for such disciplinary methods as culminate in excommunication
the methods of love, persuasion, and voluntary penance as being more
consonant with our Lord’s teaching.’ On the ‘important moral questions
of the day’ — the Christian home and marriage, international peace, racial
relations, industrial and economic evils and ideals, the importance of
religion in the fleld of education — general agreement was found in all
three denominations.” How the spokesmen can contemplate an organic
union of the three bodies in question without first removing the doctrinal
barriers separating them is a mystery to us. Do we not witness here an
unwillingness to be bound by the pronouncements of God's holy Word,
which attitude at once has to be condemned when you look at it a little
closely ? A.

Has Idealism Reconquered the Fortress of Philosophy? — One of
our exchanges quotes the following from the United Presbyterian: “Prof.
Wm. McDougall has recently published a book in England, Modern Mate-
rialism and Emergent Evolution, in which he says that Materialism has
gone never to return. Dr. Wm. Brown of Oxford University fully endorses
this statement. He says that the English scientists who dispute the exis-
tence of the soul after death are a rapidly dwindling body and that the
battle between materialism and idealism is ending in complete victory for
the Iatter.” It may be that materialism, which through Spencer’s influ-
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ence scemed so strongly intrenched in the English world about twenty or
thirty years ngo, has been driven from the field. At present the views of
Dr.Jacks and Dean Inge, who are great admirers of Plato, to have
the day. We may rejoice in the defeat of materialism; but let us not
forget that the gospel of men like Jacks and Inge does not bring us any
closer to the kingdom of heaven than did the destructive teachings of
Spencer ¢t alii. These modern idealists reject the doctrine of the absolute
authority of the Holy Seriptures (not to speak of verbal inspiration), and
they ridicule the Bible teaching of the vicarious atonement. If they con-
tented themselves with the rout of materialism, we might view their work
with unmixed delight. As it is, they insist on being guides to eternal life.
The lndder which they build to take people to heaven consists of virtue and
good works. Hence, while they have discerned the unsatisfactory nature
of materinlism, they have not grasped the real character of the Gospel of
Jesus Christ. A,

I1. Ausland.

Der NReformierte Weltbund, eine Art Seitenftiid gum . Lutherijden
Welttonbent”, war vom 7. bis gum 12, September gu Elberfeld in Deutjdhs
Iond verjammelt. Der NReformierte Weltbund foll ettva 50,000 firdens
gemeinbden und 40 Millionen Seelen umfajjen. Dem Beridyt der ,A. €. 8. 8.~
entnefmen Iviv bic folgenden CEingelfeiten: ,Aufer den Vertretern famis
lidger deutiden reformicrten Stirdjen und gahlreider deutfdjer Sirdjenbehors
ben und Univerjititen tvaven faft alle lontinentalen reformierten Stirdjen
bertreten. Die reformierten Stirdjen von Sdjottland, Jcrland, Ungarm,
Jugoflatvien, Ruminien, Griedenland, Tdedjoflotvalei, Polen und Litauen,
ja felbjt die reformierte Stirdje Sildafrilad Hatten ihre BVertreter entfandt.
Die Leitung lag in den Hiinden von Prof. D. CurtissEdinburgh, bem BViges
prifibenten bes Weltbundes. Jn bem Weltbund Haben fid) die reformierten
Stirdjen mit presbyterialer Verfafjung gujanunengejdlofien, jo daf bdie nidts
presbyterialsverfafjien Freifivdien reformierten Thpus, lvie Baptiften, Mes
thobdiften, nglifaner, in ihm fehlen. Die Fejtpredigt bon Pajtor D. Hums
burgsBarmen am Sonntagbormittag in ber alten reformierten Sirde gu
Clberfeld geidinete Luifer ald den Wegbereiter ded ebangelijhen Glaubensd
und bie befondere Art deS reformierten Glaubens, bie im Heidelberger
fNatedjismusd ihren volfommenjten Nieberidhlag gefunden Haf. Am Montag
fand cin Empfang der Tagungsteilnehmer dburd) die Stadt Wuppertal im
Clbecfeldber Naihausd jtatt. Abendd {prad) Paftor Lic. Hluglift Hedje iiber
bie drei reformicrten Minner ded3 Wuppertald: Gotifried Daniel Strums
madjer, Hermann Friedrid) Sohlbriigge und Paul Gepfer. Den erften
begeidynete ex al8 ben Gilteften, ben iveiten al8 den Theologen umd ben
britten al8 Prediger in Anlehnung an bdie fmier Calbind. Am Dienstags
bormittag Hiclt Prof. D. Dr. BredisBerlin cinen BVortrag iiber ,Die politijde
unb lirdjenredhtliche Lage der deutidien evangelifden Stixden’, Pajtor D. Solfs
baus aus Blotho iiber die gegentvirtige Lage bed theologijden Gejprides
in Deutfchland, wobei er ganz befonders Starl Warth und bie binleliifde
Theologie in bad Lidt ftellte. Mit Vetonung wurde gejagt: ,Unfere Bifte
aqu8 Sdoitland, England, der Sdjiveiz freffen Beute bei un3 auf eine
Zheologie, der e8 mweniger am Hergen liegt, u Horen, vad der Menjd au
Gott jagt, ald was Gott zum Menjden jagt.” Am Nadmittag gab Prof.
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Stromungen im reformierten Proteftantismus Deutjdhlands feit dem Tage
ber Reformatoren. Am Abend Hielt Generalfuperintendent D. Stoltenfoffs
Stoblen3 in der alten reformierten Stixdje Elberfeldd einen Bortrag itber
Suerungen  driftliden Lebend in den deut{djen cvangelifden Nirden’,
lwobei cr fadjlid) abgeiwogene lrieile iiber Gemeinjdaften, BVereindivefen,
gejdiditlidhen Offentliditeitdivillen und jogiale Arbeit ausjprad). Der Mitts
wod) oar Veridyten bon fontinentalen Linbern vorbehalien, die intereflante
Edylaglichter auf die religidje Lage der eingelien Lander in Curope ivarfen.
Am WMittwodgabend fanden fiinf nfpraden Fontinentaler Nebdner in ber
feftlich crleudhteten Fricdhofstivdje ftatt iiber die weltiweite BVedbeutung bded
reformicrten Proteftantismus. Der Dounerdtagvormittag war ausgefilt
mit dem Wortrag von Prof. D. Miiller in Crlangen iiber ,Neformierte
Zheologic al8 cine Hiiterin des reinen Evangeliums auf der Grundlage
ber eformation D. Martin Luthers mit dem befonbderen Einjdlag ber
reformicrten Theologic”. Bei diefen Vortrag trat e3 zuiage, dap bie
biblijdie THheologic Dentfdilandsd cine gefdlofjene Einbeit bildet gegeniiber
ber Theologic der anglifanijden Welt. Darum ijt 8 das Heife Bemiifen
bes3 beutfden Biveiged ded Meformicrien Weltbundes, die englifden und
amerifanifden reformierten Stixdjen, die fehr ftarf in cinen rein fittliden
AltiviSius geraten find, mit diefem Deften Gleijt der deutjdhen Reformation
gu erfitllen.” o toeit ber Veridit ber .. € L §N.“. Jnterefjant wire
unsd cin cingehender Veridht iiber den Wortrag von Prof. D. Miillers
Crlangen iiber ,Meformierte Theologie als8 Hiiterin ded reinen Ebans
gelium8 auf @runbdlage der Neformation D. Martin Luthers mit dbem
bejonberen Cinfdhlag der reformicrien THeologie”.
€3 ift ein {diveres Stild Axbeit, den befonderen Einfdhlag der reformierten
Theologie ,auf Grunbdlage der Neformation D. Martin Luiherd” ald einen
fegendreidien Einjdhlag und ald cine Hitterin ded reinen Cvangeliums nadys
guocifen. JYm Wergleid) mit dem modernen Luihertum midte ber
reformierte . Cinfdlag” Bie und da giinjtiger gu beurteilen fein. §. P.
Brauden wir cin nened Befenninid? 1lnter diefer fiberfdrift lefen
toir in ber o €. L. 1., in cinem Artifel bon Nefior D. LauerersNeuens
Dettel8au, ben folgenben widjtigen Paragraphen gur Vegriindbung der bdarin
gegebenen Berneinung der Frage: ,MWer in die Auguftana fid) verfentt umd
fie mit ben anbern Vefenniniffen Fujammennimmt, bdie unjere Iutherijde
Stizdje Hat, ber Hat wirllidh feinen Unlaf, im Jubildumsjahr die Mangels
haftigfeit unjerer ererbten VBefenninifie zu entiduldigen; er wwird viclmehr
in aller Aufridftigleit ihrer Schonheit und Fitlle fich freuen biirfen. Die
Yugujtana ift unveraltet und wird aud nie beralten
[bom Pfutor burd) ben Drud BHervorgehoben]. Ouberd miifte man nur
benfen, wenn man bad Wefen ded Befenniniffed verlehrt faffen twollte. E3
ift ja giveifellod jo, bap jededs Vefenninisd cine menjdlidhe und darum geits
gefdiditlidie Seite Hat; e3 ift die Ausfage der Menjdjen einer Heftimmdten
Beit bariiber, wad ifhnen Ghrijtus ift. Ehriftusd felber bleibt bdabei, ivad
unb ivie er ift, berjelbe Heute, geftern und in alle Emwigleit; ja mehr nod:
audy bas, a8 Menjden bon Ehrifto braudjen und an Ehrifto Haben, bBleibt
fid immer gleidj: e8 find allzumal Siinder, die burdj bie @nade Gotted
in Ghrifto YEfu felig werden. Wire dbas Velenninid die Ausdfprade ded
jerveiligen religidien Empfindens einer Generation, bamn freilich mire 3
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naturgemdf, bafy dbie Menjdien bed zwangigiten Jahrhunderts anders bes
Tentent I8 bie bed jedjzehnten Jahrjunderts. Aber bas Velenntnis
Will nidt fagen, wasd dber Men{d fithIt, jondern was
Gott getan Hat [Sperrbrud bom Autor]. Gotted Heildtat gehdrt der
Gefdjichte an, und tvenn alle Tatfaden der Gejdidte nidt ettoad Jufdlliges,
fondern ctivad Notivendiged find, fo gilt dad bon den Heildtatjaden erjt
redit. MWa3 aber iiber bic Heildtatiadgen gu ihrer Werbeutlidhung in ber
Sdyrift gefagt ijt, bad ift ebenfalld nidht menjdjlicge Meimung, jonbdern gdtts
lidje8 MWort; dad ift nidht ein verdnberlidjer Sommentar gu ben Heilds
tatfadjen, jonbern gitilide Offenbarung, fo gut ivie dbie Heildtatjaden jelbit.
Dafy i den Vegriff der Wahrhaftigleit tiefer erfajjen gelexrnt Haben, bah
tvic 3 mwicber ald untreu, ja ald gejdmadlod empfinden, wenn ber Pfarcer
jeinen Gubjettividmus der Gemeinde barbietet, dad ijt dod) ein Segen, mit
bem Gott {clbjt bon der ThHeologie Her unjere Stirdje gefegnet Hat. Man
miite die cingelnen Artifel der Augujtana durdjgefen, um gu geigen, wie
ftart dic Begenmwartd8bebentung aller eingelnen Ars
titel ber Yugujtana und ded gangen BVelenntniffes ift
[Speredrud vom utor]. Bu exfennen, daf unfere [utherijche Stirdje nidht
erft biethunbdert Jahre alt ift, jondexrn die legitime Crbin der Stirde Chrijtt
von Unfang an; dic Front zu Haben, ivie gegen den Nomanidmus, jo gegen
alles Sdwicmertum; bie Redifertigung, bie allein aud Gnabden erfolgt
und gum neuen Gehorjam fiihet, in den Mittelpunt u ftellen; da3 Wejens-
Dafte der Stivdhe iiber alle Guferlidhfeiten gu Heben: dad und mandjed anbdere,
ja alled anbdere ift dbody fo aftuell wie nur miglid. Dad find lauter Crs
Tenntniffe, mit dbenen das Quihertum fteht und fallt. Jedbe Stonfrontierung
der Augujtana mit unjerer Gegentvaxt, bie cinerfeitd das Wefenninid in
feinem @rundjinn erfafgt und anbdererfeitd ihm nidht blof Wiinfdhe und
Cinfille, jonbern den wickliden Vebarf unfers Gejdleditd gegeniiberftellt,
mufj au der freudvollen Crfenninid fiihren, dafy an der Auguftana alled
geididtlic) Debingt, aber aud) alled civigleitdgemah ift und darum gzeits
gemdf, daf die Stivdhe nidht auf briidiges und gerbrodelnded Geftein, fons
dern auf die Quaber der Sdriftivahrheit fidh baut, wenn fie fidh auf die
fugujtana und ihre andern Vefenniniffe baut.” T M.
Anglicans Accept Evolution.— Under this heading the Literary
Digest writes: “The most significant church utterance of our day in the
field of science . . . is the statement regarding God and evolution made
by the recent Lambeth Conference of Anglican Bishops in London.” The
statement is found in the “encyclical letter of Dr.Lang, Archbishop of
Canterbury and Primate of All England,” who declares in the conclusion
of his letter that “we are now able, with the aid of various departmental
sciences, to trace in outline a continuous process of creative development,
in which at every stage we find the divine presence and power.” After
quoting this, the St. Louis Star remarks: “By definition, though not by
name, that is the theory of evolution now offered as a Christian doctrine
of divine creative development”; and it concludes: “A revolution in the
attitude of religion toward science and of science toward religion is com-
prehended in that single sentence.” Similarly the London correspondent
of the New York World avers that this statement of the archbishop “throws
Fundamentalism overboard altogether.” The Memphiz Commercial Appeal
comments: “This is a summons to the Church to make its peace with
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“church utterance.” While the Lambeth Conference has declared itself in
favor only of so-called theistic evolution, which acknowledges a distinct
divine creative power, a creative development, etc.,, —and all this in direct
opposition to atheistic evolution, which denies all these things, — yet also
theistic cvolution means the absolute rejection of the Biblical account of
the divine work of creation. J. T. M.

“A Miracle” at Naples.— The astounding news is reported in the
daily press that on September 19 the blood of Januarius, the patron saint
of Naples, became liquefied, which is looked upon as a sure sign of divine
favor for the ecity. Januarius was bishop of Beneventum in Italy at the
beginning of the fourth century. We are told that in 305, at the time
of the persecution inaugurated by Diocletian, a Roman official ordered
him to be thrown before wild beasts, but that these refused to harm him.
Thereupon he was executed by beheading. A woman is said to have caught
in bottles some of the blood of the martyr, which is now believed to be
kept in Naples. At the end of the Middle Ages his supposed body was
taken to a cathedral in the same city and is there preserved. When the
blood of the saint is brought near to his head, devout Catholics in Naples,
80 Meusel’s Handlexikon informs us, say that it at times becomes liquid,
and that is to be regarded as a mark of God’s protection granted the city,
while if the blood remains dry and hard, ill fortune is undoubtedly hovering
over the place.— Can we thank God sufliciently for having through the
work of Luther freed us from superstitious beliefs like this one? The
blood of Januarius a sort of barometer, indicating whether good or bad
times are ahead! On the truthfulness of the report emanating from Naples
we cannot pass judgment, but one thing we know positively, namely, that
the seeking for signs and wonders, as we observe it in this episode, is
contrary to the Gospel of Jesus Christ, which tells us: “They have Moses
and the prophets; let them hear them.” “Blessed are they that have
not seen and yet have believed.” A.

Gine coangelifd-Intheriffie Gemeinde in Abeffinien. Dad ,E. D.” bes
ridjtet: ,Jm Bujammenhang mit der Arbeit der Hermannsburger Mifjion
in Abeffinien Haben fich bie Deutiden in der abejjinifhen Hauptjtadt Abbiss
Ybeba gu einer Gemeinde gujammengefdhlofjen, die den Namen ,Deutide
ebangelif§-Tutherifie Chrijtuslicche in ADDIS-Abcha* angenommen Bat.
Die deutfdien Gotteddienite, die jeit Unfang 1928 in bem neugegriindeten
beut{hen Miffionshaud ftatifanden, Haben ben Anlaf gur formellen Ges
meindbegriinbung gegeben. Aud) cine deutjdhe Sdhule ift von der Mifjion in3
, &cben gerufen worben. [ur Gemeinde gehioren etiva fedh3ig ivahlbereditigte
Mitglieder und ettva gwangig Stinder. Die QIuBfenbung eines beutjdjen
Paftors nad) AdHIB=Ybeba ift in Ausficht gcnummen 3.2 0.

Gine Sdiredensfammer aufgefunden. Nad) einer Meldbung im ,Sends
boten” ift bor furgem in Guenca, Spanien, eine Sdredendfammer aufges
funben tworden, bie gegen atweitaufjend Gfelette aufivies, anjdeinend bon
Perfonen, bie im 16. Yahrhundert Hingeriditet wurben. Die Slelette fanden
fid) in einem Serfer in den Sfatafomben bdes alten Santa-ElarasSeminars.
Beamte fagen, bie Lage ciniger Slelette lafje darauf {Glieken, baf bie Opfer
unter {dredlichen Sdhmergen geftorben feien. Einige dber Leidjen waren zu
Mumien eingetrodnet. Ginige trugen Siride um Hal8 und Qeib. Eine
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Mumie, anjdeinend die einer Frau, war mit Striden an einen aufragenden
Jelfen gebunben. Wie e8 [dheint, wurben bie Opfer durd eine Lule in der
Dede bed Sterfers getvorfen, der ungefilhr 14X156 Fuf grof ift. Ein
©piegel, ber dad Wild der gu Tobe Gequalten zuritdiarf, fourbe ebens
fall8 im Stexfer gefunben. Die Behiorden legen ber Entbedung grofe Yiftos
rijie Bedeutung bei. ST

Some Data on the United Evangelical Lutheran Church in
Australin. — On this church-body the N. L. 0. B. submits the following
information: —

“The United Evangelical Lutheran Church in Australia, formed in
March, 1921, through a union of the former General Synod and the Church
Union, in which latter the American Iowa Synod cooperated, has compiled
and published its statistical report for the year 1929, Summarized, there
are 66 parishes, composed of 221 congregations and 32 preaching-places,
served by n preaching staff of 64, the number of ordained pastors being 76.
Baptized members number 24,455; communicant members, 18,579; voting
members (males twenty-one years of age or over), 7,188; accessions by
confirmation, 759; by transfer from other denominations, 134; Iosses by
death, 207; losses to other denominations, 66. In Sunday-schools and
Saturday-schools 4,492 children were taught by 471 teachers.

“For benevolences the Church contributed 8,554 pounds sterling, or
9 shillings, 214 pence per communicant, and for operating expenses 23,873
pounds sterling, or 1 pound 5 shillings 81 pence per communicant. Offer-
ings to outside charities totaled 344 pounds.

“The complete statistical report by districts and congregations has
been published by the statisticinn of the Church, the Rev. F. C. Lienert, of
Edinburgh, in a recent number of the Lutheran Herald, Tanunda, S.A.”

We may add that in spite of conferences intended to remove all dif-
ferences in doctrine and practise between this church-body and our brethren
in Australin, whose church organization bears the title “Evangelical Lu-
theran Synod in Australia,” unity has not yet been achieved. A.

Lutherd ‘Bredigt vom Jahre 1530 ,Daf man SKinder sur Sdule
Balten folle”. Jur Crinnerung an bdiefe denfivilcbige Sdirift Luifers aus
bem Jabre 1530 fdhreibt ber ,Friebensbote”: ,Jm Gedddjinidjahr ber
fugujtana tird leidt iiberjehen, daf L[uiber dfrend feines Nufenifalis
auf ber Stoburg nidjt nur in Gebanfen und mit Gebet die Arbeit feiner
greunde in Augsburg gejtiibt und begleitet, fonbern auperdem fleifsige,
in3bejonbere bpibagogijhe, Axbeit geleiftet Hat. Die Haupifrudt biefer
Titigleit ift feine ,Predigt, da man Sinbder gur Sdule Halten folle’, die
im toabrften Sinne ded Worted erfte evangelifde Eliernfdrift, die fidh mit
dem Berhalinid der Clternidaft zur Sdule ald Borbereitungsanftalt fiic
bie hiheren Werufe in Sirdje und Staat befafit. Sie bilbet eine Ergimaung
aur Cdrift Luitherd ,An bdie Natsherren aller Stidte beutfdien Lanbes,
bap jie driftliGe SHulen aufrichten und Halten jollen’. Sie riditet neben
Gtaat unb Sirdje bie britte Giule, die die Schule tragen foll, bie Elterns
{daft, auf. Dicfe Dreibeit und dbasd Werhaltnis ifrer Grifen 3uei1_umber
ift aud) bad Problem unjerer Beit. Damit gelvinnt bie Scrift bei aller
Beitgebunbdenfeit Gegentvaridivert, unbd ed verlofnt, fidy auf fie neu zu
Befinnen und ihre Fragejtellungen mit der Gegenivart u bergleidhen.
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cin {@limmer Verfall der Sdulen cingefelst Hatte, und fieht bie ernfte
Glefahr Heraufgichen, daf e3 dem Pfarramt und dbem driftliden Staat
in abjehbarer Jeit an bem redjten Nadyoudhs fiir die Ausiibung der Goheren
Dienfte fehlen finnte. CEr {djiebt bdeSivegen den Eltern ifhre Gelviffenss
pilidht neu in8 YVewuftiein und mahnt jie, vor der ,Nafhrungss und VBauds
forge® bie hoberen Pfliditen gegen Gott, gegen bdben Staat und dad Kind
nidt zu veriGumen. Jndbefondere tveift er auf dben Jrrtum Hin, ald ob
allein der Staufmann ein Nahritand fein nne. Nur im Jujammeniviclen
aller Stinbde, der geiftlidien wic der weltlidien, linnen Hanbdel und Wanbel,
Budit und Orbmung gedeihen. ,Aud) der Saufmann iwird nidt lange
Saufmann fein, two dic Prebigt und Nedjte fallen.® Mufy man nidt, wenn
man da8 lieft, an Rufland denfen mit dem damonijdjen Verjudy, die Materie
aum Mittelpunlt alled Lebend zu maden? Aber dad ift dbad Gefunde an
Luther, dafy er wobl tweiy und jieht, dafy e8 aud) nidt ofhne materielle
®rundlage abgeht. ©o gicht fid) durd) die gange Sdrift cin jtarfer Wirls
lidgfeit8finn bi8 Hin zu der Darlegung, tvie cin Pfarramt bdotiert ift und
ivie Hod) man die Jabl der Pfarramicr in Deutfdland jdipen Ionne und
loic e8 moglid) fei, Stindern armer Eltern ben Aufjticg in bdie oberen
Pfarrjtellen und Staatddmier gangbar zu madjen. Aud) eine Crjdeinung,
die in unfern Tagen wicderfehrt, fepste Luiher in Erjtaunen, daf namlid
immer toicder dic YMrmut ihre Menjdien bid in die Hodjten Stellen ded
Staates [hidt. Nidt tweil hier die Tiidptigleit vielleidit grofer ift ald bei
ben Stindern anderer Bevislferungsireife, jondern, tvie Luther fo tiefglaubig
fagt, tocil ,Gott nidit Haben Mill, dafy geborene Stonige, Fiirjten, Herren
und Adel jollen allein regicren und Herren fein. CEr will aud) feine Bettler
babei haben, fie bidjten jonjt, bie ebdle Gseburt madit allein den $erren
und Regenten und nidht Gott allein.” 3 T M.

Die Miffion ber Jowajynode auf Neuguinea. Die jebt bon ber Jolwas
fonode bertvaltete WMifjion in Neuguinea war urjpriinglid) cine Wiffion der
Neuenbdettel3auer Mifjionsgefelljhaft und von diefer im Jahre 1886 ges
griinbet worden. Seit dbem Weltfriege Hat die Jowafynode die Pflege diefer
Miffion ilbernommen und Dbejorgt fie jeitbem in Gemeinfdaft mit dec
United Lutheran Church in fujtralien. Dasd ,Sirdenblatt” der Jolvas
fomobe beridjiet nun folgendes iiber den FHortgang in diefer Mifjion: Die
BaBl berer, benen dad Evangelium nabegebradyt tvird, betrdgt 140,147,
bavon 107,499 im Finjdhafenbezirt, 82,648 im Mabangbegzirl. JIm Laufe
der Jabre find im Finjdhafenbezict 28,800, im Mabangbezirt 7,589 ges
tauft worben, aljo 81,889. Aui dem Mifjiondgebiet in Finjdhafen leben
Geute 18,680 Gietaufte, auf bem in Mabang 6,074, gujammen 25,254,
Jm Jahre 1928 tourben 2,747 getaufi, davon 1,458 Crivadjene, 1,204
Stinber. Statedjumenen, die auf die Taufe borbereitet werben, jind gegens
irtig 7,711. Die [afl der Abendmahisbereditigten betrigt 18,492, in
ginfdbafen 0,115, in Madang 4,877. E3 warten 115,000 darauf, daf fie
unterriditet und getauft fwerben fonnen. Jm Veridjtsjahr 1928 bradjten
biei‘e @emeinden an $5,500 auf. Die Jabl der Mifjiondftationen betragt 21,
16 in FinjdHafen, & in SRabang Die Arbeiter auf diefen Stationen {ind:
80 orbinierte Miffionare, in FinjHhafen 22, in Mabang 8; 17 Laienfelfer
unb 7 Qelferinnen. 17 Arbeiter, die fi auf Uclaub b:fmben, eingefdjloffen,
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betrdgt bie GJefamtzahl ber Arbeiter auf diefem Miffionsfeld 102, davon
62 beutid), je 20 amerifanij und aujiralij§. Daf in diefer Miffion die
©dule nidit vernadylijjigt tvixd, geigen bie folgenben WUngaben bed bors
licgenben Veridjts: 282 ecingeborne [efhrer unterridhten taglich in 250
Dorfidulen, die von 6,852 Slindern bejudt werben. Dagu befinden {ich
in den Deidben Miffionsbezirfen hihere Shulen mit 221 Sdiilern. BWiex
©eminare, in benen Lefhrer und Helfer ausgebilbet werben, Haben 828
Cdjiiler. Die Gefamizahl aller Sdhiiler in allen Sdulen betragt 7,482.
Die biblijde Gefdidhte fteht im Mittelpuntt alles Unterridhts. Die Spradye,
bermittel8 beren unterrichtet ivicd, ift bie Cingebornenfpradje; nur in den
Gidhften Sdhulen und Seminaren toird ber lUnterricht aud) in ber englifdjen
Gpradje erteilt, Neben den in dben Sdhulen tatigen Lehrern find iiber 400
eingeborne freitvillige Helfer, die ber Ausbreitung ded Cvangeliums dienen.
Dieje findbet man draufen auf den JInjeln, Hodh) oben in ben Gebirgstdlern,
am Strande und toeit, weit im Inlanbe. 3 T 0.

Die Nevifion dber Bulgata, Die ,UA. . 2. K. {dreibt: .Bor dreiunds
aiwangig Jahren tourde das Werk ber NRebifion der Bulgata bon den BVenes
biftinern bes Silojters &. Gallifto in Rom unter dem Stardinal Gadquet
begonnen, und die Jeit der Vollendung ift nod) nidt abzujehen. [ndefjen
find bedeutjame Fortjdyritte zu melden, und bie mneugegriinbete Venebils
tinerabiei am Janiculud Hat die jonberlide Aufgabe, dbad Werf zu firdern.
Das erfte Volumen mit Fritijdhen Noten ift cben erjdjienen und enthalt den
Tert der Gencfis mit dlteren BVorreden zu den fritheren Ausgaben. Die
nidfjten drei Volumina follen bald folgen und enthalten die Biidjer Exodus,
Lebitiens, Muneri, Deuteronomium, JYofua, Ridhter, Ruth. Nad) Stardinal
Gasquetd Tod ift dic Leitung ded Unternehmensd dem Pater Duentin iibers
tragen tworden nad) Durdforidiung aller Quellen in den bornehmiten Biblios
thefen Oft= und Wejteuropas.” J. T M.

Professor Schlatter and the Evangelist Matthew. Of the recent
work of the aged Dr. Schlatter, professor emcritus of Tuebingen, The Evan-
gelist Matthew — Ilis Language, His Purpose, and His Independence
(that is, independence of other sources), the Sunday-school Times (August. 31)
writes summarily: “It opens new fields and is philological in its proofs
of the fact that the gospel was written by Matthew and that it is no com-
pilation. [Aeccording to Schlatter] Matthew’s language was a Grecized
Hebrew, such as only a Jew could write. Schlatter points out its resem-
blance to the language of Josephus and of the Talmud and seeks to prove
the Palestinian origin of the gospel. He disregards the usual critical
hypotheses.” In Germany the pendulum is swinging from “higher criti-
cism,” falsely so called, toward the sane views on the gospels which were
entertained by the early Christian Church and which believing Biblical
scholars never found necessary to doubt or to alter. J.T. M.

Ginfteing® Urteil fiber JEfum. Cin WMitarbeiter an ber Saturday
Evening Post Yat fid) unlangft bei Prof. Dr. Albert Einjtein, ,dem groften
Mathematifer und Poyjifer der Gegentvart”, iiber deffen ., Stellung au JEu“
exfundigt. Auf die Frage: .Jn weldem WMafe jind Sie bom Chriftentum
beeinflujt?” antivortete Cinjtein nady einem Veridht im ,Luth. Herold”:
#AB Stind embfing id) Unterridht folwohl in der Bibel Ivie im Talmud. Jd
bin Jube, aber bad ftrafhlende Vild be3 Nagareners Hat einen iiberivdls
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Concordia Thoegological Monthly, Vrgf. 11’[ 93%)][, g.ifﬁ'rtjm
tigenben Cindrud auf mid) gemadt.” Auf die Frage, ob Einfein ESmil
Bubivigs Bud) iiber JEfum gelefen Habe, exfolgte die Antwort: ,Emil Lubds
tigd ,YEfus’ ift oberfladhlidh). JEus ift gu riefenhaft fitr bie Einfalle bon
Reuten, bie Meifter bes8 usdruds find. Niemand Fann mit geiftceihen
PBhrafen dbad Ehriftentum abtun.” Gefragt, ob er bie Hijtorifdhe Exiftena
J€fu annehme, antivortete Einftein: ,Ofne Jeifel. Niemand fann bie
Coangelien Iefen, ofne dad Gefilhl bder Wicllihleit JEfu au empfinben
Der Puldjdlag feiner Perjonlidjleit ift toahrnehmbar in jebem Wort. Seine
Fabel ift mit foldjem Leben gefitlt. Wie gang anders ift 3. V. ber Einbrud,
ben toix von ben Gefdjidhten legenbdarijder Oelden aud der Voraeit, Ivie
citoa o Thefeus, empfangen. Thefeud und andbere Heiden feiner Art ents
Behren der glaubiviirdigen Lebenbdigleit JEu.” Auf bie Vemerfung, bdak
Emil Qudivig behauptet Habe, viele Nusdritde YEfu feien einfad) Umidjreis
bungen anbderer Propheten, foll Einftein ertvidert Haben: ,Niemand famn
bie Tatfade verfennen, baf IEus gelebt Hat und bafy feine MWorte wunbders
idin finb. Selbft tvenn fid fritfer cingelne dhnlid) gedufert Haben, fo fat
fid) bod feincr von ifhnen fo gotlid) ausgedritdt mwie er.” Einftein it irok
feine8 Stubiuma bdes Neuen Teftaments bod) Jubde geblieben. Seine fibers
geugungen von YEfu Leben und Wirfen jind dafer nur fides humana. Die
innere, gdttlidge fiberzeugung, dic fides divina, bie dber PHeilige Geift durd
bad Wort vick, fehlt iGm; denn trofs ded Lobes, dad exr JEfu zollt, glaubi ex
bod) nidjt, bafy er ber Ehriftus oder Meffiad ift, bon bem dad Alte Feftas
ment toeidfagend geugt. 1Und dodj Hat dad Jeugnid von Mannern ie Eins
ftein cinen geiviffen Wert; e3 betweift ndmlid), dafj e verniinftiger ift, au
glauben, biec CGvangelien feien toahr, al8 biefe unbeftreitbare Taifade abs
guleugnen. Dadurd) erflirt fidh aud) gum Teil, weshald die ,Hoheren fKris
tifer”, gu benen aud) ber jiingft verftorbene Parnad gehorte, [dliellid
trop aller Verfudje, ifre unverniinftigen Hypothefen in begug auf die Evans
gelien gu ftithen, bod) ,audjpiclien”. Man mag den gangen fram lejen,
ben alle Spitter und ,GoGeren Sirvitifer” gejdricben Haben, nimmi man
bann aber mwieber die Evangelien vor fid), jo muf man mit Cinjtein fagen:
»Riemand fann die Evangelien lefen, ohne dad Gefiljl dber Wirklidjleit
JEju gu empfinben.” 3.2 I,

Deceased. — The Lutheran press reports the death of several promi-
nent Lutherans during recent months. In India Dr.Anna S.Kugler, who
was in the service of the U. L. C. work abroad, passed on to her reward
above. Those who knew her well, among them those people in India whom
she ministered to for forty-seven years, pay high tribute to the unselfish
consecration with which she endeavored to assist in the spreading of the
Gospel. She was one of the pioneer medical missionaries among women.
—In Germany, Prof. J.Schneider, D.D., known almost the world over as
the editor of the Kirchliches Jahrbuch, an annual volume giving statistics
on the Lutheran Church, departed this life.—In Abo, Finland, Dr.G.
Johansson, Lutheran Archhishop of Finland, died at the ripe old age of
eighty-six. The N. L. C. B. says of him: “In recent years he was prominent
in international church circles because of his indifferent attitude toward
the World Conference on Faith and Order at Stockholm, Sweden, and his
decided disagreement with the stand of Archbishop Nathan Soederblom of
Sweden on certain fundamental church principles.” A
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