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Dad tvac eine Selbjtverhertlihung Gottes. Denn von Gott etbat
fidh Daniel biefe Nraft in tdglidem Gebet und Flehen, V. 11, Ivie er
ia aud fonit bie Ehre allein Gott gab. BVgl. Kap. 2, 27. 28; 4, 21, 22;
5,17ff. ¥AMes, ad im Reben eined Ehrijten riihmensivert ift, Hat er
feinem @ott allein zu berdbanlen, der nod) Geute fidh durdy die Velehrung,
Heiligung und Erhaltung jeiner Chrijten berherrlicht. Eph. 1, 19.20;
2, 7—10; 1 Petr. 1, 6. >

Gott lifit 8 au, dbaf Daniel in die Litwengrube gelvorfen ivird.
Cr bebedt ifn nidht mit Finjternis, nod) {dlagt ex die Feinde mit Blinds
Beit, baf fic iGn nidt finden finnen. Jm Gegenteil: BV, 11—17. Aber
mwdfrend die Feindbe jubeln, todhrend der fdnig cine jdlajlofe Nadt us=
Bringt, gejdicht bad Wunbder, V. 19—=23. Ja nod) grifer exjdheint die
Madjt Gottes, die Daniel befdiibte, B. 24.

Gotted Hand ijt nod) nicht vertitxzt. MWobl [Gft ex die Seinen in
allexlei Not und Friibjal geraten, aber nur zu dem Jived, fid an ihnen
au berBerzlidhen. Lied 357, 2. 6. Er lift fie wobhl jinfen, abex nidt exs
trinfen., $iohb5,19; 1 Sox. 10,18; Jef. 54,7.8. Bu feiner Jeit wird
er Berrlid mit jeiner Hilfe erjdeinen, daf tvir, errettet, gang jroblid
rithmen finnen jeine Gnade und Madt, die wir crfahren Haben. Jhm
allein bie Ehrel T. L

Theological Observer. — Sirdjlid)-Beitgefdyichtliches.

L. XAmerika.

us der Synobe. fiber die MRebolution in BVrajilien und unfere Ans
ftalt in Porto Alegre teilt der Direfior der Anftalt, Dr. Yahn, im . Sivdens
blatt* bom 15. Oltober b. . folgended mit: ,Mm Abend bed 8. Olfober
Hinbete un3 ba3 GleMnatter bon Mafdjinengeivehren an, dafy bie ertoactete
Erhebung ded Wolled gegen die bidherige Bunbedregicrung in unjerer Stadt
begonnen Habe. Wald [Glugen audj cingelne Sugeln, bie ihr Jiel verfehlt
Batten ober abfidhtlidh) in bie Hobe gejdoffen worben fwaren, bei und ecin.
Nadjbarn, dic aud ber Stadt nad) Hauje geeilt ivaren, beftitigten unfere
VBermutungen, daf ber Aufjftand mum ur Tat getvorben war. Am ndadjten
Morgen erfuljren wir, daf der Aufjtand in unferer Stadt {dGon fiegreid
au Cnbe gefilhrt fei, und die Jeitungen beriditeten am folgenden Tage,
baf bie Rebolution in umferm gangen Gtaate fvie aud) in vielen anbdern
Gtaaten, o fie gleidzeitig ftatifand, ofne biel Blutvergichen gefiegt Habe.
Die lepten Nadridten befagen aber, daf bie Bunbesregierung gefonnen
fei, Widerftand gu leiften, und daf ein Heer, dad fidh Beftandig mehrt, auf
dem Buge nad) bem Norben begriffen fei, um bdie NRegierung abzufeien.
@8 ijt baher nod) nidjt borauszufelen, wasd die nadjten Wodjen uns bringen
twerben. ®ott betvabre dad Land und {dHente ifm bald den Fricben ivieder!
Da mandje der Eltern unferer Sdjiiler bielleiht in Sorge um bdiefe leben,
fei Gier mitgeteilt, baf awar awangig unferer Sdjiiler Meferviften ober
Sanbdibaten fiir dad Referviftenczamen find und baher bald gum Dienite
Berangegogen werben Iinnen, baf fie aber vorldufig filr ben Wadjitdienft
in unferer Gtadt beftimmt find.” g. %
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Wiinfden aud) cine Fortbilbung de8 [uthertums. Aud bdie pros
teftantijdjen Seltenlivdien bon ©t. fouis, folveit fie in der Metropolitan
Church Federation of St. Louis pertreten find, forberten gu einer bejons
beren Neformationdfeier am 2. November b, F. auf. Yn dem Lolalblatt
The Church at Work Bhic ¢8: “Reformation Day this year takes on
o special significance in view of the fact that this is the four-hundredth
anniversary of the issuing of the Augsburg Confession. That confession
embodied the consensus of opinion of those who had discovered the sig-
nificance of Martin Luther’s entrance upon the freer domain of obedience
to the Scriptures under the guidance of the Holy Spirit. What thus
happened four hundred year ago has become momentous in the history
of the world, has profoundly affected all the generations since that day,
and has left its mark indelibly upon human institutions.” 9uf bicfes
allgemein gehaltene Lob der Reformation der Stivdje durd) Quthers Dienit
folgte mun aber biefer Sdlufparagraph, tvorin auf eine miinfdensiverte
dortbildung ded Luihertums hingetviejen Ivirb: “It is appropriate that,
with the spiritual meaning of such occurrences in our minds, we should
observe this day this year with particular thankfulness and with a re-
newal of devotion to the ideals, perhaps not fully scen then by Luther
and his associates, which come closer to the mind and heart of Jesus
Christ, our Lord.” Das ift gart audgedriidt. Eingelheiten twerden nidt
genannt. Dagegen Haben cinige Glicder der amerifanijdj-Iutherijden Stirde
in What Is Lutheranism? bHad ,Buriid gu Luiher und gum Iutherifden Be=
Tenninis!” fiie gang unmoglicd) ertlict, und gwar unter YUngabe eingelner
Lehren, die gu unjerer Peit nidht mehe feftgehalten tverden onnten. Sie
nennen die Jrrtumslofigleit dex PHeiligen Sdhrift, die ganglide BVerberbts
Beit der menfdlidien Natur, die WMitteilung bder gottlidhen Cigenjdiaften
an bic menjdlidhe Natur Chrijti, aud) die Iuitherijde Lehre bom Abendmahl.
Die Velege find mitgeteilt im MontuLY, im Nobemberheft b. ., S. 866 ff.
Wenn ir und nidt irren, war es ber ,Luiberifdie Hexrold”, dad offizielle
dbeutidie Organ ber U.L.C., bad dem Wunjdje Auddbrud gab, What Is Lu-
theranism? midte gar nidt cridienen fein. MWir find Hinfidhilid diefes
Punlicd anberer Meinung. Laffen ivir ¢8 vdllig Ilar unter und tverben,
mwie ¢8 innerhald der amerifanijdsIutherifden fNirde in begug auf bdad
Fejthalten an ber jdriftgemdfen Tutherifdjenn Lehre jteht. Dasd Iann und
foll bie Veranlajjung fverden, durd) Hare Velehrung und Crmahnung den
ESdjaden gu Heilen. & P.

The Oversupply of Ministers.— The Lutheran of October 9, 1930,
after investigating the situation which gave currency to the report that
there will be an oversupply of ministerial candidates in the United Lu-
theran Church, characterizes that report as a ‘“disgraceful rumor.” It
writes editorially: “We recently met a young man who will be graduated
from one of our theological seminaries in 1931. He knew that the num-
ber of students now in training for pastorates in the United Lutheran
Church is larger than ever in the past, and he had heard the rumor that
there are too few vacancies to provide them with places of labor. Where
this rumor originated he did not tell us, but that it has reached young
men now studying theology, the conversation cited above makes evident.
The Lutheran has sought to run down the report and hereby transmits
the information received. . . . It can also be declared without fear of con-
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tradiction that the U.L.C. would lack men right now if its program of
expansion were in operation instead of on paper in the minutes of its
boards. There has been a distinct slowing down in the rate of starting
missions both at home and abroad during the past two bienniums. The
Board of American Missions reports new missions, but it just about bal-
ances these with ‘congregations that have become self-supporting.” The
Board of Foreign Missions makes an equivalent confession when it indi-
cates only replacements instead of entrance into mew fields. The problem
of student-pastors in non-Lutheran colleges and universities is no nearer
solution now than it was two years or four years ago. Inner Mission
calls for ordained men are not given in the clarion tones the ministry
of mercy deserves. Yet when every thoughtful Christian realizes that
a kind of crisis confronts the Church and when there is evidence that
the supply of men available for sending is encouraging, the report gets
currency that these young men may not be needed. We can tell you
where this disgraceful rumor got its start. It came, not from lack of
opportunities to use ministers, but from the Church’s failure to finance
2 program of expansion. How can the Board of Foreign Missions com-
mission missionaries when its receipts are insuflicient to extend the work
under its care? How can the Board of American Missions realize on its
opportunities when its financial resources are absorbed by a fixed number
of pastors’ salaries and its church extension capital is liquid only to the
degree that loans are repaid? Instead of being faced with an oversupply
of ministers, we are in the midst of an underconviction of the opportunity
to extend the kingdom of God. Let the churches meet their apportion-
ments this year, and there will be plenty of places for all the graduates
in 1031 and in 1932. We ‘feel’ that that is how the situation will be met.
We have too much confidence in the faith of the membership of the United
Lutheran Church to believe that those willing and able to be its pastors
will lack parishes and pulpits.”

Every thoughtful Christian in our Synod, too, realizes that a crisis
confronts us. Are we ready, while supporting the other minor and major
activities of the Church, to restrict the one great activity of the Church,
the spreading of the Gospel by means of preparing and placing ministers
of the Gospel? E.

A Presbyterian on Dr. Ferm’s Symposium in “What Is Lu-
theranismP’” — While there have been some Lutherans who have found
nothing to criticize in the collection of essays made by Dr. Ferm except
& few soundly and distinctively Lutheran statements made by some of the
contributors, there is a Presbyterian who discerns the chaff among the
wheat and does not hesitate to draw attention to it. It is Dr. Samuel G.
Craig, editor of Christianity To-day. Our readers will be interested in
the following paragraph from his review on “What Is Lutheranism?1”
“The least satisfactory of all is the foreword and conclusion by the editor
of the book, Dr. Ferm, who, by the way, is the professor of philosophy in
Wooster College, a fact that is not fitted to add to the reputation of that
institution as a sound Presbyterian institution. The contributions by

Drs. Evjen and Wendell are of doubtful value, while that by Dr. Weigle
(who is no longer a Lutheran) is slight and not very significant. Those,
however, by Drs. Offerman, Wentz, Reu, Hefelbower, Scherer, Haas, Dau,
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and Rohne, while not of equal value, are all of high value and breathe
a spirit of genuine Lutheran culture and scholarship. It is regrettable,
it seems to us, that such worthy articles should have been published under
the auspices of one occupying not merely so un-Lutheran, but so unchris-
tian o position as that of Dr.Ferm. Dr.Ferm has done what he could
(unwittingly, of course) to destroy the value of this volume; but despite
his efforts it has great worth and is to be commended to the attention of
all those interested in learning about contemporary Lutheranism.” Will
the unionists in the Lutheran Church of America please take notice and
ask themseclves whether it is in keeping with the principles of Holy Scrip-
ture if men of negative views, like Dr, Ferm, are received as brethren by
those who squarely stand on the Scriptures and the Lutheran Con-
fessions? A,

Gine Antocifung gum weifen Gebraud) ded Nadiod Tefen fvic im ,,Ce-
meindeblatt” der Wisconfinjymobe. EB Beift da in der Nummer bom
30. November b. F.: ,Alde Crfinbungen in diefer Welt, geftern wwie aud
Beute, bic der Werbreitung bon Gedanfen dienen und diefe gu andern Hins
audiragen, fwerben von gei getvaltigen Madjten, die in biefer Welt Herrs
fdben, bald nadydem die Crfindbung gemadit mwurde, in ihren Dienjt gejtellt.
Die cine diefer Madjte, die erjte und allerhodfte, ift unjex Gott; bie anbdere
ift ber Teufel. Veide, wie {dhon gefagt, ergreifen, jobald eine der Bers
breitung bon Gebanfen bienende Erfinbung gemadit tworben ift, von ihr
Bejis, um durd) fic iGre Gedanfen in alle Welt hinauszuiragen. Gotted
Gedanlen find imumer gut, volfommen, Heiljam und I6§tlid), denn fie find
auf unfer Heil geriditet; twenn daher eine Criindbung bon Gott in feinen
Dienft gejtellt ift, fo toird fie den Menjdien zum Segen. Des Teufeld
@edanfen find immer bdfe, erlogen, benu er ift ein Riigner bon Unfang;
de8 Teufeld Gedanfen find immer nur bdarauf geridjtet, bie Siinde zu
mefren und damit bie Verdbammnis. Wenn nun ber Teufel eine Er-
finbung in feine Hand nimmt, jo wird fie ben Menjden um Flud). Wie
merfen toir dad dod) an einer der wunderbarften Crfindungen unferer Jeit,
dem Nadio! Gott Hat 8 in feinen Dienjt geftellt und Ikt dadurd) fein
feligmadiended Cvangelium iiber die gange Welt Hin exfdallen. Da ijt
bas NRabdio ein Segen. Aber der Teufel braudyt e3 aud) und iiberjhvemmt
bdamit dic Welt mit jeinem Gift, dad die Seele titet. Wa3 follen Wir da
tun? Das Radio abidaffen? Geivil nidht. Damit iirden tvir ja wohl
perhiiten, dafj a3 Nabio und und den lnfrigen fdjadbe, gugleid) aber aud
ben Segen, der von Gott ausgeht und iiber dad Nadio in unfer Haus
fomumt, bon und fernhalten. Wir braudjen bad Mabdio nidht abzuidaffen,
fondern nur abzujtellen, fobald tvir merfen, bap a3, wad basfelbe mits
teilt, arg ijt und vom Teufel audgefandt ift; ebenfo braudjen mir nur
angujtellen, fvenn Gott iiber dad Nadio gu und rebet. Wer ba3 tut, braudit
fein Radbio redit; und bdiefe fo twertvolle, Heute faft unentbehrlide Crs
finbung toitb und nidht gum Flud), jondern zum Segen gcuiﬁc&;"!p

Die Jungfran Marin gegen bie ,Miffonrier” su Hilfe gernfen. Wic
Tefen im ,Stirdjenblatt bon Porto Alegre, dem Organ unfers Brafilianis
{den Diftritts, folgended: ,Die lehte Nummer der ,Monatd3meinung’, eined
Tatholiffen Bliaitdens der Didgefe Porto Alegre, widbmet {id) befonders der
Ybtvehr proteftantijher Miffionen in latholijden [ndern. BJu diefen fathos

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol2/iss1/8



60 Pieper: Thealtgigh DBbrery er- Rikhlid: Bt ididittiderchtliches

Tifden Reindern redjnet das Blatt audj Brafilien und beflagt 8, dak fo biele
nordamerifanijfe Nirdengemeinfdiaften Hier Miffion treiben. Bu bdiefen
3ablt ber Sdyreiber aud) unfere Kirde. CEr ermafnt bie Lefer: ,Sorgen
toir nur bafiic, dafy unfern Pfarreien der religitfe Eifer erhalten bleibe;
dann werden die Amerifaner und aud die deutjdgen Miffouriancr ficdh nidt
Bineintvagen. Wenn aber je einer ed verfudien follte, auf unfern ﬂBetaeu-
ader lnfraut gu fden, legen twir im bdbas OHandiverf mit aller Energie,
ofne jebod) mit den Gefepeswddiern in Streit gu geraten. Die Stathos
Tilen {djeinen alfo in grofier Glefabr au fichen, ben Sprud) gu vergefjen:
»Die Waffen unferer Ritterjdjaft find nidt fleijdlidy, 2 Svor. 10,4, benn
fonft hitte ber Sdyreiber jie wobl nidit gewarnt vor der Anvendung jolder
Mittel, die fie mit der Polizei in Sonflilt bradten. Das latholijde Blatt
fragt weiter: ,Wie follen Ivir mm gegen diefe religitfe Gefahr antampfent’
nitwort: ,Bunddit mit den Waffen bed Gebetes, aber beharrlidhen Gebeted.
Gobann milffen toir in Vrafilien die Andadit su Maria, der Vejicgerin der
Qeelehren, nidt nue exfalten, jondern nody mehr verbreiten und verticfen.’
Wollte Goit, dbie fatholifen tiirden den Jhrigen nidt ecine Marienandadt
empfeblen, fondern ifhnen Chrifti Crlojungstvert verliindigen! Aber bder
Papit ift ja der UAntidrift. Stein Wunder, dafy feine Anbanger die Heiligen
ancufen, um dad Cvangelium von ifhnen fernzuhalten.” & P
Apostolic Succession. —How firmly the belicvers in the Apostolic
Succession believe in the reality of an apostolic succession and what great
blessings they believe it confers on the Church that possesses it, is brought
out in the sermon preached by Bishop W. T. Manning at the consecration
of his suffragan bishop. “There has just now been much discussion as to
the origin of episcopacy. In the light of all this discussion the report
presented to the Lambeth Conference by the Committee on the Unity of
the Church says: ‘Without entering into the discussion of theories which
divide scholars, we may affirm shortly that we see no reason to doubt
the statement made in the preface to our ordinal that from the apostles’
time there have been these orders of ministers in Christ’s Church — bishops,
priests, and deacons.” ‘What we uphold,’ this report states, ‘is the epis-
copate maintained in successive generations by continuity of succession
and consecration as it has been throughout the history of the Church from
the earliest times.” In common with all the ancient Catholic communions,
which include to-day three-fourths of all Christendom, the Episcopal
Church believes that, when our Lord founded His Church in this world,
He Himself appointed a ministry and that this ministry has come down
to the present time through the succession of the bishops. . . . The Epis-
copal Church holds the Catholic doctrine of the priesthood. No one who
reads and understands her Prayer-book can be in doubt as to this. It is
this which constitutes the difference between the ministry of the Epis-
copal Church and that of the Protestant churches; not that one is a real
ministry and the other is not.—the Episcopal Church holds no such
view,—but that one is a ministerial priesthood and the other does not
so regard itself and definitely rejects the doctrine of the priesthood. This
explains the fact that a priest of the Roman Catholic Church or of the
Holy Orthodox Eastern Church or of any Catholic communion who comes
into the ministry of the Anglican communion is not reordained, whereas
a minister of any Protestant communion . . . must be ordained to the priest-
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hood through the laying on of hands by a bishop. . . . The report pre-
sented to the recent Lambeth Conference says: ‘We hold the catholic faith
in its entirety, that is to say, the truth of Christ contained in Holy Serip-
ture stated in the Apostles’ and Nicene creeds, and safeguarded by the
historic threefold order of the ministry.’ . . . The unbroken succession of
the cpiscopate, coming down to us from apostolic times, is the visible,
living witness of God’s coming into this world in the Incarnation; for
the episcopate is the successor of the apostolate, and the apostolate was
the direct representative of the risen and ascended Christ.” (The Living
Church, November 8, 1930.)

The story is continued in Time (November 17, 1030) : “Several days
were necessary for this high view to spread. Then, last week, the brick-
bats began twirling. . .. The Protestant Episcopal Church League ordered
its secretary to denounce ‘amazing lack of scholarship. . . . The simple
fact is that, in defiance of every scrap of historical evidence, about which,
in reality, there is not the slightest ambiguity, he [Bishop Manning]
faithfully follows a tradition which took its origin, not from Jesus or
His apostles, but from Greck thinkers of the second and following cen-
turies. It is mot a matter of doubt that the early Church was neither
Baptist, Presbyterian, Congregational, nor Episcopalian; it was a free
brotherhood of the Spirit, where its members were all of one heart and
mind. Obviously some simple organization soon became necessary in view
of the growing number of converts. This assumed different forms in
different centers, as, for instance, presbyterian [elders] at Rome, epis-
copalian [overscers, supervisors] in some parts of Asia, and congrega-
tional in other localities. It is also a matter of history that, as the
centuries rolled on, the episcopalian form of government ultimately
superseded all others until the Reformation. A building can be no stronger
than its foundation. There is no evidence to show that Jesus instituted
the episcopalian form of government or any particular from of govern-
ment.” . . "

To conclude the story, it is necessary to point out that, while Jesus
certainly did not institute the episcopal form of government nor any
apostolic succession, He certainly did institute the office of the ministry.
It was not so much in view of the growing number of converts that some
simple organization became necessary as it was by order of the Head of
the Church, given through the apostles, that the Christians of any par-
ticular locality formed communities and called pastors to minister to
them, a form of “organization” maintained in the Lutheran Church to-
the present day. Paul and Barnabas “ordained them elders in every
church,” Acts 14, 23. And Paul gave these orders to Titus: “For this
cause left I thee in Crete, that thou shouldest set in order the things
that are wanting and ordain elders [v.7: “bishops”] in every city, as I had
appointed thee,” Titus 1, 5. E.

Marriage and Divorce. — The Presbyterian, criticizing a recent
marriage-and-divorce plan suggested by Dean Inge, offers timely comment
on the important question of marriage. We read: —

“Gloomy Dean Inge has come forth again, this time on the subject
of marriage. His plan is that marringes by the state shall be easily dis-
solved, but marriages by the Church should be indissoluble. .That has
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the distinetion of being new. A considerable company of the clergy seem
bound to make over God’s plan to suit the whims and lusts of men. Mar-
riage is very irksome to a certain type of people, and it often happens
that they want release. It is mot mow very difficult to secure freedom if
people have the price. But high-minded people have been quite unani-
mous in the opinion that easy and frequent divorce works badly from
every point of view. There is a Christian ground for divorce, and we
to-day put no stigma upon the innocent party and very little on the guilty
party. It often happens that there is no innocent party, both having
violated the promise to keep self only for the other, ‘so long as you both
shall live.” We are not going to solve the difficulty by catering to human
caprice. A majority of couples have a period when continuing true to
each other is a hard and serious task, but a great majority of that ma-
jority endure the strain and grow into a true unity. To be sure, some
women are tied to very trying men, and men also have, in some instances,
wives who are far from perfect; but they entered into marriage of their
own volition and by God’s help can live together until death shall part
them. It happens so frequently that one who secures one divorce desires
very much to secure another. It is a deep question with many perplexities
when we follow human reason or human desires. The best and safest
way for family and society is to find God’s ideal and stick to it. That
there have been tragic blunders no one will deny; but we believe in every
case it will be found that they are due to too much haste, too little
listening to wise and loving counselors, too little prayer to God for
guidance before the event, and no prayer at all together after.

“Dean Inge opens a way for sheer lust to have state sanction. Like
that far less able American Ben Lindsay he is pandering to the lower
rather than the higher in man. What it amounts to in both cases is
that young people will gain a standing for the selfish desires, which are
at times very strong. No, we cannot degrade our God-ordained institu-
tion of marriage by any device. Once in it, we are to stay in spite of all
the friction, burden, trial, that sometimes come, until death intervenes.
Hard, you say? Yes, in some instances, very hard; but it is always hard
to be fine, righteous, and noble. Shall we reduce the standard because
it is hard? It is too bad that so many church leaders try so persistently
to let unholy cravings have approval. Let the standards alone. One man,
one woman, joined in the most noble union until earthly life for one or the
other is finished. Dean Inge is interesting, but very, very wrong.”

J.T. M.

A Noted Biblical Scholar.—To all who are acquainted with the
excellent work which Prof. Dr. R. D. Wilson, first at Princeton and then
at Westminster Seminary, did to expose the fallacies and lies of destrue-
tive higher critics, the notice of his death came ns a severe shock. The
Sunday-school Times accords to him the following words of rare praise
and appreciation: —

“Biblical scholarship has had in the past thirty years no self-sacri-
ficing devotee, no competent leader more distinguished or more learned
than Robert Dick Wilson. Thousands of students and thousands outside
seminary classrooms have been blessedly strengthened in the faith by the
findings of that tireless scholar, whose amazing linguistic knowledge,
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whole-hearted consecration, and mastery of factual evidence in support
of the Biblical text have given him preeminence in the defense of the
Scriptures. And now, in his seventy-fifth year, Dr. Wilson has been called
to be with Christ, whom he so devotedly loved and so nobly served. He
died after a brief illness in the Presbyterian Hospital, Philadelphia, on
October 11. Two of his most significant books were published by the
Sunday-school Times Company: Is the Higher Oriticism Scholarly? and
A Bcientific Investigation of the Old Testament. Dr. Wilson resigned from
the faculty of Princeton Theological SBeminary in 1929, where he had served
for thirty ycars, and was one of the leaders in organizing the new West-
minster Seminary in Philadelphia, where he was Professor of Semitic
Philology and Old Testament Criticism. He was widely known as a lec-
turer here and abroad. What he was to his associates, how he did his
really prodigious work of linguistic research, and an appraisal of his place
among the foremost Biblical scholars of our time will be told in an early
issue of the Sunday-school Times by Prof. Oswald T. Allis, his coworker
for many years in his chosen field.” J.T.M.

The American Anti-Bible Soclety. — The Sunday-school Times
(September 13) reports: “The American Bible Society is in the old Bible
House on Fourth Avenue in New York City. Not far away, on East
Fourteenth Street, is the American Anti-Bible Society. ‘If it’s against
the Bible, we have it,” is the announcement of this ‘headquarters for anti-
Biblical literature.’ ‘Catalog free on request.” The legal representative
of the Soviet government in the United States sought incorporation for
this society. The spirit of Moscow is seen in the announced purposes of
the society: ‘to bar the Bible from the public school; to dislodge it from
the puest-room in hotels; to discourage its use at gubernatorial and
presidential inaugurations; to remove it from the witness stand; to
check and ultimately stop its unsolicited distribution among soldiers,
seamen, patients, and prisoners; to counteract the work of societies cir-
culating it as the Word of God” °“The American Anti-Bible Society,’ we
are told, ‘offers a broad platform upon which Modernists, higher critics,
Unitarians, evolutionists, rationalists, freethinkers, agnostics, and atheists
may unite to discredit the Bible as an infallible book. . . . Liberals of
every shade are eligible for membership.”

“These people ‘desire the names and addresses of students preparing
for the ministry. Copies of current catalogs of preacher factories will be
gladly received.” This is obviously a move to break down or remove the
future leadership of the Church. They continue: “Most denominational
schools are hotbeds of heresy as it is impossible for an educational insti-
tution to maintain any degree of dignity without teaching evolution.
Higher criticism produces skeptics. Whoever accepts evolution should
stop preaching Christianity. The descendants of apes don't need a Savior.
Christmas is more and more being celebrated without reference to Jesus.’
The call is sounded to establish forums wherever possible (wherever
atheism can be popularized). It is noticeable that among the vice-presi-
dents of the Freethinkers of America are Prof. Ellen Hayes of Wellesley
and Prof. H. E. Barnes of Smith. Both colleges were founded by .Chris-
tians with specifically Christian purpose.” J.T.M.
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Modernism and Prayer.—Some time ago the Christian Century
Magasine conducted a symposium in which prominent American clergy-
men were asked to express their views on the efficacy of prayer for rain.
The replies which were made showed the great cleavage between positive

Christian faith and modernistic agnosticism. As the Presbyterian re-
ports, Dr. Mary Matthews of Seattle and Dr. James D. Gray of Chicago
were among the minority in the symposium, declaring that God made
the weather and could change it. Dr. H. E. Fosdick of New York said:
“No imaginable connection exists between man’s inward spiritual atti-
tude and a rain-storm.” Dr.W. P. Lemon of Minneapolis called praying
for rain an attempt to “involve God in a cooperative scheme to maintain
present American living standards.” The Presbyterian comments on this:
“Any utterance which leads men to think that any part of life can be
safely divorced from God is very harmful. We would have been in the
minority in the gathering referred to.”

We can well understand why modernistic preachers should affirm
the futility of prayers for rain. Modernism denies both the creative
and the sustaining providence of God. Its supreme god is cither fate
or chance, and neither leaves any room for prayer, just as it allows no
trust in a gracious divine providence. Wherever Modernism reigns,
there is place only for the Egyptian darkness of utter dunpu.ir.n

J.T. M.

A Blessing of the Tercentenary Celebration.—There are certain
focts in the history which are being stubbornly overlooked; one of these
pertains to our boasted liberty of conscience or religion, which certain
school-text-book writers present as having existed even in tho earliest
New England colonies. The Watchman-Examiner, among others, explodes
this myth in an editorial on the recent Bay State Tecrcentenary Celebra-
tion. We read: “The Bay State Tercentenary Celchration reached its
climax on September 17. On that day, three hundred years ago, Boston
received its name. Over in Lancashire, England, there is another Boston,
80 aged that our Boston seems but a child. It was from that Lancashire
Boston that our Boston received its name. . . . The intensive study of
New England’s history during the past year will prove a blessing to the
multitudes who have been engaged in this study. The Puritans came
here to escape persecution and then became persecutors themsclves. John
Cotton in old Boston could not stand interference. John Cotton in new
Boston became an intolerant famatic. . . . The Puritans believed so pro-
foundly in their interpretation of Christianity that they tried to force
everybody else to mccept that interpretation.” It is well for us to keep
this fact in mind, for it proved itself a potent factor in shaping many
subsequent events. The intolerant spirit of the spiritual descendants
of those early settlers, which to-day crops out in Sunday-enforcement
laws and insistence on political and economic reforms in the name of re-
ligion, is & heritage of those early Colonial days.

Yet there is another fact which must not be ignored. After all,
no one can blame the Puritans for believing so profoundly in their re-
ligious tenets that they whole-heartedly rejected all opposite views. True
conviction never compromises with what it believes to be error. The con-

fessional and missionary spirit of the New England colonists in itself
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cannot be condemned. Earnest Christians have always tricd to win others
to their beliefs. But the great fault of those carly settlers lay in their
mingling of Church and State, so that recourse was had to the police
power of the government to enforce religious submission. It is this fault
that explains the religious persecutions of those carly times; for wher-
ever Church and State cooperate in the maintenance of certain religious
tenets, persecution needs must follow. To-day the mistaken ideas of
those early settlers still prevail in the minds of our scetarian church-
men, who, like their fathers, mingle Church and State and in this way
ereate confusion and cause antagonism to the Church. We certainly hope
that the intensive study of New England’s history will prove a blessing
to those engaged in this study. J.T. M.

The Charncteristics of Baptist Churches. —In an article entitled
“Needed: A Harmony Church,” published in the Churchman (Septem-
ber 13), Gerald Cunningham discusses the characteristics of several de-
nominations, particularly the Roman Catholics, the Methodists, the Bap-
tists, the Preshyterians, and the Episcopalians. The Watchman-Examiner,
taking issue with the writer’s “farcieal and untrue” description of these
churches, charges him with “culpable ignorance” of the Baptist churches
and criticizes especially the following paragraph: —

“If the Methodist and Baptist churches had not found the liquor
traffic ready to hand, they would have to invent some other ‘social prob-
lem.! Indeed, they are now beginning to turn to sex hygiene, not too
frankly treated, of course, as the next reform program. The skilled
mechanic who has begun to graduate into the shopkeeper and smaller
business-man group is great on ethics. He has not the cultural back-
ground to grasp beauty or symbolism without a very practical basis
(which may be to his credit, for all we know). His doctrinal approach
is the Ten Commandments and morality. His delight is in numbers; his
thrill is to slogans and erusades; his ritual is found in a sceret order,
but his religion is in reform.”

We are not partial to the liberalistie, agnostic, and frivolous Church-
man; but in spite of the Watchman-Examinecr’s protests it seems to us
as if Mr. Cunningham’s description of present-day sectarianism contains
more than a modicum of truth. The interest of modern sectarian churches
in “social problems,” their emphasis on ethics and morality, their delight
in numbers, slogans, and crusades, their toleration of, and often even
attachment to, sceret orders, and their mania for social reforms are too
conspicuous to be denied. J.T. M.

The American Lutheran Conference and the U. L. C.— When
writing about the American Lutheran Conference, the editor of the Lu-
theran Companion makes a reference to the United Lutheran Church in
America which ought not to pass unnoticed. It seems to us that it re-
quires an explanation. The editor writes: “When we stop to comsider
that ‘the new federation will devote its energies toward elimination of
overlapping of work of the various bodies which will compose it, treating
the problems of the churches as a whole, without in any way encroaching
upon individual prerogatives or independence,” there is one Lutheran body
which, in our opinion, should be a part of this American Lutheran Con-

[
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be no desire on the part of the new conference to sce any part of the
Lutheran Church in America isolated from the rest when the cause of the
whole Church is the object for which we are striving. The U.L.C. does
not desire, we believe, to stand alone, and in our mind there is no danger
that its coming into the conference will in any way affect the comity that
we expect to see ruling in the organization. What we all desire is the
growth of American Lutheranism and the extension of God’s kingdom
on earth and the fulfilment of that wish will depend, mot only on the
rank and file of the Lutheran Church, but also and primarily on Lutheran
church lenders. If we cannot as yet expect the Synodical Conference to
join in a larger Lutheran confederation, we can prevent that there shall
be three instead of two large Lutheran groups.”

We are at a loss what to think of the declaration contained in the
above remarks in which the editor of the Luthcran Companion favors
the reception of the U.L.C. into the American Lutheran Conference. The
American Lutheran Conference, if the recommendations of the committee
originating it are followed, will have a definite doctrinal platform. Would
the U.L.C. and all its members be willing to place themselves on that
platform? Would they, for instance, subseribe to its paragraphs on the
inerrancy of the Scriptures and the opposition to membership in lodges?
These are the great questions which have to be answered. Perhaps the
editor of the Lutheran Companion wishes to suggest that the U.L.C.
should be invited to study the platform of the new conference and, if it
can, adopt it and be received as a member. That, of course, would throw
an altogether different light on his statement. Our interest in drawing
attention to the editorial in the Lutheran Companion is the earnest desire
that the important truth be not overlooked which Professor Elert of Er-
langen, whom we quote at length elsewhere, has expressed thus: “Our
Church’s chief concern has been purity of doctrine, to which she, together
with the Augustana, pledges herseli.” A

II. Xusland.

Gine Aniweifung gum Studium des Alten Teftaments, Prof. Dr. Emil
Walla-Marburg fdreibt in ,ITheologifche Mitteilungen aus dem Antiquariat
Bernh. Licbijh” vom 15. November v. Y. w.a.: Bei allen feinen BVes
miifungen um bad Verftandnis ded Alten Tejtamentsd in feinen Teilen und
al8 Ganged bergefie der Student jedodh eind nidht. Das Alte Teftament
ift filr un3 nidjt ein Dofument einer beliebigen Neligion, deren Senninid
bielleidit interefjant ift, die und aber innerlidh) nidhts angeht. Dad !ﬂﬂ
Teftament ift ein Stiid unjerer Vibel, von der wir glauben, dah fie
GJottes Wort enthilt. Jeber Studbent muf e8 von feinem crjten Semejter an
al8 cine Beilige, ifm gang perjonli gejtellte Aufgabe anfjehen, immer
fvieder burd) die zeitgejdhichtlicy Bebingten Formen ber altteftamentlidjen
Offenbarung gu bem eigentlidhen Jnbalt des im Alten Teftament enthals
tenen GotteSmorted Hindburdzudringen, der Ciigleitsbedeutung Hat. Wer
ba8 UAlte Tejtament jtudiert, ofne felber in feinem Jnmerjten bom bem
einen, lebendigen, unbedingten ¥njprud) erfebenden Gott Des Alien
Feftamentd ergriffen 3u - merben, Hat im Grunde [eit und Miihe bers
[dGendet.” Oier ift Hingugufiigen: Ghriftus und feine Geiligen Apoftel

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 11



n«;&éﬂ?&i@mﬁ? log Eﬂlﬁw&r&w&ig%tﬁ& I.Art' : 67

Iefiren, baf bie Sdrift Alten Tejtamentd Gjotted Wort nidjt blof .ents
halt”, fonbern Gotted cigened unfefhlbares MWort ift, Joh. 10, 85: ,Die
©drift lann nidt gebroden twerden”; 2 Tim. 8, 16: ,Ale Schrift bon
Gott eingegeben.” Aud) 2 Petr. 1, 21 begiehen {idh die Worte: ,Die Jeis
ligen Menfdjen @otted3 Gaben gerebet, getrichen bon dem Heiligen
Geift”, auf bic Shrift ded Alten Teftaments, tvie aud bem griechijdhen
Text (B. 20) Pexrvorgeht. Sn begug auf die Erlernung bder Hebraifdhen
Gpradje gibt Prof. Valla ecinige gqute Winfe, 3. V. den, miglidhft biel
Bebriijdie BVolabeln audivendig au lermen und laut Hebriijd zu Tefen.

Verbal Inspiration Denied in Australia. —The Australion Lu-
theran reports the following: “Again and again the Anglican bishop of
Adelaide has given evidence of his Modernism in theology. Anmother evi-
dence of this was given when he recently stated in his pastoral address
that, although recent Biblical criticism had only strengthened the posi-
tion of the Bible and excavations and research had confirmed the Bible
narrative in unexpected ways, yet the contentions of the Fundamentalists
(those who stick to the old faith), who believed that every word of the
Bible was inspired and that everything happened historically as the Bible
records, were not confirmed and could not be. Naturally a public state-
ment of this kind brought forth many protests from believing children
of God. Letters written to the press gave evidence that the Lord still has
His seven thousand who have not bowed the knee to the modern Baal of
skepticism. Possibly more letters were written than were published, and
those published were possibly much abridged. The following, sent in to
the Advertiser by Pastor Th. Lutze, appeared only in part: —

“‘To the deep sorrow of thousands of earnest Christians Dr. Thomas,
in his pastoral address, has again attacked the Bible, God’s Book, de-
claring that not all of its historical statements are true. Fortunately
there are many thousands who know and believe the Bible to be in its
each and cvery statement the inspired, inerrant Word of God, it having
proved itself to be such in their lives and daily experience. For the
benefit, however, of those who are inclined to follow the bhishop rather
than the Book of God, will Dr. Thomas give your readers a list of the his-
torical inaccuracies he so confidently alleges the Bible contains? Those
who have read but a little about the Higher Criticism know of its bom-
bastic assertions and its many humiliating defeats at the hands of able
scholars who accept the verbal inspiration of every part of the Bible. The
history of the Higher Criticism is a tragic one and too sad for words.
Surely, ’tis true that “the time is out of joint” when leaders in the
Church charge God’s Book with untruthfulness. Let me quote what the
learned Bishop Ryle wrote: “Once admit the principle that the writers
of the Bible could make mistakes and were not in all things guided by
the Spirit, and I know not where I am. I see nothing certain, nothing
solid, nothing trustworthy, in the foundations of my faith. A fog has
descended on the Book of God and enveloped every chapter in uncertainty.
Who shall decide when the writers of Seripture made mistakes and when
they did not? How am I to know where inspiration ends and where it
begins? What I think inspired another may think uninspired. The texts
I rest upon may possibly have been put in by a slip of the pen! The
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expressions, in writing which the author was left to his own private, un-
inspired mind. The glory is departed from my Bible at this rate. A ecold
feeling of suspicion and doubt creeps over me as I read it. I am almost
tempted to lay it down in flat despair. A partially inspired Bible is little
better than no Bible at all.”?

“That is perfectly true. Our Christian faith rests on the Bible. If
the Bible is a hoax, then also is Christianity. Let Christians continue to
believe that they have a sure word of prophecy. The Scriptures cannot
be broken.

“At a conference of the Southern Subdivision of the South Australian
Pastoral Conference, held at Birdwood on September 9 and 10, 1930, the
following resolution with regard to this matter was adopted: —

“‘This conference notes with deep regret the scemingly determined
cfforts on the part of leaders of some churches to discredit the Bible in
some of its historical statements and to undermine the Biblical truth of
verbal inspiration, and it pledges itself to resist to the utmost the in-
sidious attacks of Higher Criticism and Modernism, which, under the
specious plea that verbal inspiration is not acceptable to the intellectual
man of to-day, make concessions to man’s innate unbelief and in fact
charge those with insincerity who still hold the doetrine of verbal in-
spiration.’ ” J.T. M.

The Lutheran Church in Russia.— In an open news-letter Dr. John
A. Morehead touches on this subject and presents what we might look upon
as the latest information available. He says: “The Christian churches
in Russia, after suffering the distresses of the World War, succeeding eivil
wars, change of form of government, and famine, have been caught in the
toils of a thoroughgoing social and economic revolution. To what extent
the almost unendurable afflictions of organized religion are due to the
temporarily unavoidable hardships and excesses of the period of transi-
tion and to what extent they grow out of permancnt elements of the
Soviet system, are not yet entirely clear. The process of the execution
of the five-year plan for the nationalization of industry, including agri-
culture, is impoverishing well-to-do farmers (Kulaks), a large class, upon
whom the churches have largely depended for support. Moreover, although
the new Russian constitution proclaims the separation of Church and State
and provides, in a way, for religious freedom, limiting deerces and prac-
tise raise the gravest questions as to the real attitude of the Soviet govern-
ment toward religion and as to whether there really is genuine religious
liberty in Russia. Is the Soviet system with its background of antirelig-
ious philosophy, with its secularization of education, the press, and charity,
and with its unofficial support of the activities of the ‘Society of the God-
less’ compatible with the existence and development of the Christian Church
in Russia?” In a later paragraph Dr. Morehead relates that in the closing
months of 1920 and in the first part of 1930 the hostility against churches

amounted to persecution. Among others, Lutheran pastors were arrested,
imprisoned, and exiled. The Lutheran theological seminary in Leningrad
was compelled to quit its quarters, although the rental contract was still
good for three years. However, the students were housed in farmers’ homes,
and with exemplary devotion on the part of students and professors the
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instruction continued. Early in April the clouds dispersed a little, when
Mr. Stalin issued a proclamation ordering that all physical religious per-
secution cease and that religion be opposed by no other means than edu-
cation. For the seminary at Leningrad the tide quite unexpectedly has
turned for the better. “A wealthy citizen of a foreign country offered his
residence near the center of the city of Leningrad at a rental no more
than previously paid for the use of this vitally necessary institution for
the recruiting of the ministry of the Lutheran Church. The building is
larger and more commodious than that previously occupied, providing
ample facilities for classrooms, dormitories for the students, and apart-
ments for professors. . . . Hence the outlook now is favorable.” It will
be remembered that this seminary, which means so much for the Lutheran
Church of Russia, was opened in 1924. A.
The Augsburg Confession a Bond of Union.— Writing on this
subject, Prof. Werner Elert of Erlangen, Germany, expresses some thoughts
which merit quotation. He points out that at the time when the Augs-
burg Confession was drawn up, three views were held as to how the unity
of faith should be given expression. “The Landgrave Philip of Hesse, who
was greatly influenced by Zwingli, demanded a political federation against
the emperor and the Pope. The Margrave of Brandenburg advocated as
a necessary condition of union, not only agreement in doctrine, but ac-
ceptance of a common church constitution as well. Saxony declined to
enter into such an agreement. Unity of doctrine was essential. Freedom
in determining matters pertaining to external ceremonials must be granted
to cach provinee.” We all know that this view prevailed, and we thank
God for it. Professor Elert reminds us how in the centuries that followed
the Augsburg Confession united the Lutherans of Germany with those of
the Scandinavian countries. What of other peoples? He says: “The Evan-
gelicals cast of the empire, the churches in Esthonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
and Poland, among the Transylvanians as well as in the Netherlands,
were united into a great communion of faith with the Germans in the
unity of the Augsburg Confession. Dissension in most of these regions,
especially in Poland and Hungary, was caused by Calvinism. If at this
time constant pressure for union is heing exerted, if the Lutherans are
accused of endangering the unity of Protestantism by faithfully adhering
to the [Augsburg] Confession, we might well ask why the propaganda for
Calvinistic doctrine was made in these regions, which destroyed the unity
of faith; for Calvinism did not enter these countries till the Lutheran
Reformation had been introduced or where the Lutheran Church was al-
ready prospering. The Slovenian and Croatian Church became the prey
of the Counter-Reformation.” We hope that the following declaration of
Professor Elert will more and more be recognized as true by all who call
themselves Lutherans: “Our Church’s chief concern has been purity of doc-
trine, to which she, together with the Augustana, pledges herself. Our
Church therefore has been, and ever will be, true to herself so long as she
holds fast to this Confession.” A.
MWas Ginftein nidht weiff, daritber Bat er fich {elbft nad einem Beridjt
per Associated Press, batiert Berlin, ben 15. November 1980, fo audges
foroden: “Dr. Albert Einstein, originator of the relativity theory, lec-
tured on the laws of cause and effect last night before 2 crowd of young
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radicals in Humboldt Hall. He encouraged his audience to ask questions
and not to imagine they were foolish questions. ‘For before God we are
relatively all equally wise or —equally foolish,’ he remarked. He touched
on the metaphysical and psychological aspects of causation, beginning
with the ideas of primitive peoples, who are able to conceive only an
‘animistic will cause’; who, in other words, believe all happenings are
directly caused by a thinking ageney, human, divine, or demoniacal. He
said he saw nothing to prove that the world was ‘causal.’ As to the ‘first
cause,” he said, he couldn’t even now tell which came first, the hen or
the egg. Determinism, which lays down that everything that happens is
due to the law of necessity, Einstein said, ‘is belief, not knowledge’
Physicists no longer believe in strict determinism, he ndded. Mankind,
he said, has not gone very far in knowledge. “The farther we proceed,
the more formidable are the riddles facing us,’ he asserted. He said the
ultimate issues were beyond man’s ken.” a8 ijt Gejdjeiden geredet. Und
bicfe Befdjeidenfeit ift am Plage. E3 gibt cin ,metaphyiifdes Problem®.
€8 wird wabr bleiben, daf in dad Jnnere der Natur fein gejdajiencr Geijt
bringt. €8 ift aud) in nenerer Jeit von Naturforfdern dbarauf hingetviefen
foorden, bafy bie Mitfel in dber Natur jidh mehren, je fdhdcfer dad Hanbds
foert8zeug toicd, twomit lvir die Natur beobaditen. Der Grund Hierfiic ijt
ber: Wie Gott alle Dinge gefdiaffen Hat, fo ift er e8 aud), der alle Dinge
in ihrem Sein und Leben und in Vetwvegung erhilt, Stol. 1, 16.17. Gott
aber ift unfidtbar, 1 Tim. 6, 16, alfo unerreidibar fiix WMilrojfop umd
Teleflop. Daber dad Nefultat, dafy bei der gunchmenden Sdirfe unferer
Beobadhtungsinjtrumente bie Ritfel fid) mehren. Aber die ,Bejdjeidenfeit”
fann aud) gu toeit getricben mwerben. Dad gefdhicht dann, Iwenn fie in
Ugnoftizidmud ausartet. Die Welt ift “causal” in bem Sinne, baf fie,
aud) abgefefen von ber Offenbarung bder Sdrift, ald von Gjott gemadit
erfannt loird, wenn fie mit Verftand (rodic) betradjtet tvird, Nom. 1, 20;
~@otted unfichtbares Wefen, dasd ijt, feine etvige Straft und Gottheit, tvird
erfehen, o man ded wabhrnimmt an den Werfen, namlid) an dexr Schhopfung
ber Welt.” Wasd bic beriihmt gelwordene Priorititsfrage Detrifft, ob dasd
Hubn obder dad Ei ober — 1vad auf gleidier Linie liegt — ob der Eidjbaum
ober bie Eidyel bad erfte fei, o lehrt die Sdrift belanntlid), dafy durd
Gotte8 Sdiopfungdivort ecine fertige, bollfommen ausgebildete Pilanzens
und FTicrivelt ind Dajein trat. Die Pflangen find cher ald ihr Same und
bie Tiere cher ald ifre Jungen. Cbhenfo ift der Menjd) fertig und voll=
Tommen ausgebildet gefdaffen. HFiic die gegenteilige UAnnahme, die gange
und bie Halbe Evolution, feblen die ,ausfiillenden Mittelglicher”, twie bes
fonnene Naturhviffenfdaftler aud) der Neugeit gugeben. & 8.

Der Papft will ,,bic driftlidhe Cinheitdfront” nidit mitmaden. Der
Berliner ,NMeididbote” [dhreibt: ,Man fann e8 in Deutjdhland nod inmmer
nidyt I[affen, mehr ober wweniger bermehmlicdh und demilid) von ber ,drijts
Tidjen EinBeitdfront® u reden und zu jdiwdrmen, in ber jid) der Proteftans
tismud und Statholizid8mud gujammenfinben miiffe und tocrde gegen die
Madgte der Gottlofigleit und ded Untermenfdentums. Daf man mit diefen
Trdumen tatjadlid) einem Phantom nadjagt, zeigt mit wiinfdensmwerter
Deutlidhleit wieder einmal der Osservatore Romano, den die ,Schonere Jus
Bmft’ bom 29. Juni 1980 gitiert. Dad Watifanifde Organ nimmt feine
ablefnende Stellungnahme gegenilber einer Ligue pour le Christianisme
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aum ¥nlal, um grundjabliche Crivigungen gum Problem interfonfejjios
neller Zufamnmenfajfjungen iiberhaupt gu verdijentlicgen. Wic lejen u. a.:
SBir erinnern bor allem baran, daf dad fidhibare Band, das bdie Ehrijten
aufammenjdjlict, von JEju Chrijto, unjerm HCErrn, fejtgefelst worden ift
in feinexr wabren Stirdhe, bic, wic St. Ambrofius fagte, dort ijt, wo Petrus ijt.
Die dyxijtlihen Diffibenten verfdjicdener Denominationen Haben fidh leiber
bon bdicjemt Vande lodgemadyt, und barwum nehmen die Spaltungen und
Celten immer melr zu. Dasd cingige Mittel, jie ju vereinigen, fann fein
anbdered fein al8 dbad von Ehrifto getvollte, bad von ihm cingefebte BVinbdes
mittel ber cinen Herde unter dem einen Hicten Petrus, dbem er aufs
trug: ,,Weide meine Lanuner, weide meine Sdafel” . . . Cin BVindbemittel
unter. ben bejtehenden driftlicgen Injtitutionen ift eben unmiglid), gerade
foeil 8 bem eingigen von Chrijto in ber Einbeit feiner twalhren jidhtbar auf
Petrus gegriindeten Kirdje entgegengejeist ift. . . . BViele Halten {id) ab=
{ichtlid) fern vom bem cinen Weg und bilben {id) ein, die Einfeit u ers
reidjen auf bem Wege von Vergleidjen, WVereinbarungen, Abjdjividungen
in Glaubensjaden ober durd) Beifeitelegen, Ausidjlieen ober Abjehen bom
Glauben mit bem Jivede, eine Art liberfirdje ohne Glaube und ohne Dogma
Beraujtellen. . . . Die Vereinigung ber drijtlidien Sixdfte gegen die Midite
bed Wiofen ijt unmiglidh ofhne die Einbeit ded dyrijtliden Geifted, dexr jidh
gehorfam ber cinen und hodijten Leitung im Glauben und in driftlicder
Disdziplin unterivirft. CEine jolhe Cinheit ift unmiglid) ohne das oberjte
Lehr: and Hivtenamt der Chriftenheit, dad bon Chrijto in Petrus eins
gefefst tvorden ift.’ Dasd ift deutlid). . . . Dad tvird bie deutfden SHhvarms
geifter freilicd) nidyt Hindern, toeiter ihre Schhldfjer in bie leere Luft zu bauen,
{idy felbit zum Sdjaben.” . B.

Die ,amcrifaniffe Neligion” in der Tiiclei. [n ciner Mitteilung
in ber U C. Q. .“ lefen tvir: ,.Die ,amerilanifdie NReligion* tvich ben
Tiirlen ald VWorbild vorgehaliten. Wad ift fie? Einer der prominenten
Staatdmdanner der Tiirlei, nafer Freund bed Mujtafa Siemal Pajda, Faleh
NRafigh Vey, WMitglied bes tiirlijden Parlaments, {dreibt in der Regierungss
geitung Meliat': ,In cinem Lande, dejfen Natur, Stidte, Tednit, Wifjen=
fdaft and BVolf erncuert iwerben follten, wie dbad bon unjerm Lanbde gilt,
follte amerilanifde Bivilifation die Grundlage aller Unjirengungen fein.
Cine Nadjahmung ber Jivilijation Curopas ijt nidt gut fiic uns. Der erjte
Sdritt diefem Jiel entgegen Ivird die Ausbreitung der englijden Sprade
in unjerm Wolfe fein, eil wir, um den Stand amerifanijder Jivilifation
und amerifanijdien Geifted zu erreidien, nidt nur unfere Probuftionss
organijation ufmw. dndern fjollten, fonbern guerjt unfer Erziehungsihjtem.
Die geiftige BVerfafjung, bie man durd) Erziehung erreidht und bdie einen
alled mit Grfolg angreifen [&ft, mit andbern MWorten JInitiative, fann man
erlangen burd) amerifanijdjen @eift und Jivilijation. Das ijt dad gerade
Geqgenteil ded Gleifted, den unjere titrlifdien Molla8 uns gelehrt GHaben,
und 3war jahrfundertelang. Wir follten entiveder von bdiejem Wege abs
bicgen oder in unferer Starxe bleiben toie gubor und fo jlexben. Wir follten
bie amerifanijde NReligion annchmen mit gangem Hergen und fic ald unfere
lwahre Religion ancrfennen, weil das Jdeal bdiefer Religion {dopferifdier
Ungrifisgeift ijt. Der Gott der Amerifaner liebt nidit die Leute, die ald
Larajiten auf dben Strafien Pungers jterben, jondern liebt und fegnet ecinen
Menjdhen, der arbeitet und cinen Palajt fiir jid) baut.* Faleh Rafigh Bey
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2 Book Review. — Qiteratur.

Pieper: Theological Observer. - Klrchllch Zeitgeschichtliches
madjte eine Reife dburd) Siidamerifa und Europa und begann feine Pros
paganda banad). Der Einfluf der Vereinigten Staaten in Latein-Amerila
madjte cinen grofen Cindrud auf ifn und fiihrie ihn dagu, die amerifanijde
Bivilifation gu propagieren. Und jebt BHilft ihn bdie tilrfifdje Negicrung.
Jm fremdipradylidhen Unterricht ijt tveithin dad Englijde an bie Stelle bed
Frangdfifden getreten. — Daf der Tiirfe die dollartiidhtige JInitiative der
Ymeritaner fiix Meligion® Galt, ift nicderjdlagend.” J. T M.

Book Review. — SLiteratur.

Allgemeine Miffiondftudbien. Herausgegeben bon Prof. D. Julius Ridter
und Prof. D. M. Shlunt Siebtes Heft: ,Die Vricfe des Wpoftels
Paulus al8 miffionarijhe Sendjdyreiben. BVon Prof. D. Fuliuns
Ridter. Drud und BVerlag von €. VertelBmann in Giitersloh. 1929.
212 Seiten 6%2X9%, in Leinwand mit Dedelz und Riidentitel gebunben.
Preis: M. 8.

Gine Fiille interefjanter Puntte wird in diejem Budje beriihrt, die namentlid
benjenigen, ber fih mit paulinijder Gregefe bejdhdftit, intereffieren werdem, und
immer werben dicfe Punite bom miffionarifjden Gefidhtspuntt aus betradytet. So
mag 8 ticllid) der Fol fein, dbafy der befannte Miffionsmann ber Gegentvart
D. Ridyter in diejem Budye bas Vefte feiner Lebensarbeit darbietet, wie wir Hiralid
in einer Anjeige bicfes Werles fafen. MNidjter ertveift fich auf jedber Seite ald cinem,
ber die mandyerlel Fragen fiber die Gntftehung der paulinifhen Briefe fennt. Gt
toeiff aud) in der religionsgejdhidhtlicdhen Forfdhung ber Reuseit qut Vefcheid, toeift
fie mehr als einmal ab und fagt gany ridtig: €8 verticft fich bei mic immer mehe
bie ftbergeugung, baf ber wirllidhe Sylitffel jum Verjtdndnis des Apoftels feine
Aiffionsaufgabe ift, bie Vot{dhaft von der BVerfdhnung der Welt burd) ben Kreus
3edtod und bie Auferftehung JEju Ghrifti der Hellenijhen und Helleniftijhen LWelt
au bertiinbigen unbd voll berftindblid) ju madhen” (S. 3). Und jo behanbelt er ber
Reibe nad) die folgenden Kapitel: Der Apoftel Paulus als Perfontichleit; Paulus
al8 Mijfionar; Die Bot{daft; Pauli Miffionsmethobe; Die beiben Thefjaloniders
briefe; Der Galaterbricf; Die Gejdyichte dber Korinthergemeinde von ihrer Griin=
bung bi8 jum jiveiten Korintherbricfe; Streifsilge durd) bie fovintherbriefe; Der
Romerbrief; Der Philipperbrief; Der Kolofferbrief; Der GEphejerdrief; Die Pa=
ftoralbriefe. — Wir Idnnen nidht allen feinen Ausfilhrungen juftimmen. Wenn
er fagt: ,Paulus war, wenn tic den innerjten Nerd feiner Frommigleit daral:
terifieren wollen, Myftiter” (S. 12), fo ift bad nidht richtia, c8 fei dbenn, dah man
jeden gliubigen Ghriften, der mit Paulus fagt: I lebe, boch nun nidt id,
fonbern Ghriftus lebet in mic?, Gal 2, 20, einen Myftifer nennen will. RNidyter
fagt aud), daf »der Gharalter de8 Paulus vielleidht nidht gany ofhne Malel ift.
&8 biingt wohl mit ber Leidenfhaftlichleit feines Temperaments, mit dber Heifen
Qiebe 3u feinen geiftliGen RKinbern jufammen, daf er im RKampfe mit feinen
@egnern biclleiht nidht tmmer die ftrenge Grenze ded Juldffigen in ber fKritit
cingebalten Hat* (S.18). WUber e8 gibt auch) cinen Hheiligen Jorn, cinen
heiligen Gifer um Gotte8 Ghre und um bie Wahrheit bes8 Evangeliums
unb gegen beffen Feinde. Unbd fo Haben iwir und nod) eine RNeibe fraglicher ober
irriger Sdfe angemerlt. Uber babei ift aud) fo viel Ridhtiges und Gutes gefagt,
bie eingelnen Briefe werben inbaltlich bem Lefer fo nabe gebradyt, und bie Grilnbde
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