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Siiusteyehicolomird! fheeyer- Korady ey sines@{eatbeRfgen, euce
SRrdfte, euren Jugendbeifer, um fein Reid) gu bauen: Miffiondeifer, gute
Werle, guted Beifpiel, allerlei Axbeit in unbd filr die Gemeinde unbd deren
WBereine. Erldft bon dem fdjandlidjen Siindendienft, der in bie Holle
fithet, {ollt ihr in dem jeligen Dienft bed8 Heilandes unbd feiner Sirde
euer Leben gubringen. Ja, einft will cr eud) aufnehmen in feinen Heres
lidjen Himmel. Gliidlide Ninder]! Solltet ihr nidht gerne euer Taufs
geliibbe ernenern? mit Freuden ihm Huldigen? mwillig entfogen dem
Teufel? bdienen dem lebendigen Gott? Dasd wird iGm mohlgefallen.
Darauf wird er feinen Segen Yegen. Droben tverbet ihr exft redit
jaudyzen, 8. 2. T. L8

.

Theological Observer. — Rirdlid)-Beitgejdjiditlides.

I. Amerika.

D. Georg Sanbdbt. D. Sandt, erjt Mitarbeiter am Lutheran, jpiter
ber Pauptredatteur diefed ofjizicllen englijdien Organs der U.L.C., ift am
8. Januar im Ulter bon beinahe ficbenundiiebzig JYahren geftorben. MWic
entnefmen bem ,Lutferifdien Herold”, dem offigicllen deutjdjen Organ
ber U. L. C., bic folgenben 9ngaben. Nadgdem bder Abgejdjiedene einige
Jabre im praftijfen Predigtamt titig geivefen war und fiinf Jalhre ald
Profeflor ber englijfjen Sprade im f{dredifden AugujtanasCollege ges
bient Hatte, trat er 1896 in die Nedaltion de8 Lutheran cin, deflen Haupts
rebalteur cr 1017 tourbe. MWegen gejdividhter Gejundheit Tegte er bies
Ymt vor goei Jahren nicber. Der ,Luiberijde Herold” urieilt: LIn
D. Sanbdt verliert die Stirdje cinen treuen und jtandhoften Befenner bed
driftliden Glaubend nad) luiberijdem Vefenninis.” Der lnterzeidhnete
Bat ben Abgejchicdenen perfonlidh fennengelernt. D. Sandt twar ein freunds
Tidjer und lichbenSmiirdiger Mann im Umgang. Cr gehirte aud) neben
D. €dmaud und anbern zu ber Fonjervativen Partei in ihrer Sirdjens
gemeinjdaft. ¥ber beidbe fonnten gegen cine liberale Majoritit nidt aufs
Iommen. ©ie fatten nidit die Sraft, wad fie ald8 redit erfannt GHatten,
gur Geltung 3u bringen. Wad D. Shmaud Dbetrifft, fo erinnern ic
baran, daf er gu den wenigen THeologen im General Council geforte, bie
auf bie allgemeine Stranffeit de8 Synergidmus Hintviejen. Er fagte in
feinem Confessional Principle (©.752) in Degug auf bie Rehre bon ber
DBelehrung: “Man’s will is able to decide for salvation through new
powers bestowed by God: this is the subtle synergism which has in-
fected nearly the whole of modern Evangelical Protestantism and which
is, or has been, taught in institutions bearing the name of our [Lutheran]
Church.” Worauf Sdjmaud hier tadelnd den Finger legt, ift bon und
unbd innerhalb ber gangen Shnodalfonferenz jo ausgebriidt tworden: . Wer
Tehrt, baf ber Menfch givar durd) bie Nrifte ber Gnadbe belehrt ierde,
aber burd) biefelben fich felbjt befefre, ber muf notwenbdig bemt unbefefrien
natilrlidfen Menjdjen bdie Sizaft gujdjreiben, die Strifte ber Gnabe [reditl
gu gebraudjen.” (8. u. . 1878, . 258f.) CSdmauds Ucrteil ift ridtig,
wenn er fagt, baf o ettvas innerfalb ber IutBerifden Nirde nidt gelefrt
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erben follte. ©eine Warnung bor biefer Form deB Synergidmus twar
aud) nidjt blof nad) aufen, fondbern aud) gegen theologifdhe [efrer in ber
cigenen Mitte gemeint. Diefe mertten aud) bie UGficht. Wber anftatt
bie Warmung gu Hergen gu nehmen unbd jidh {Guldig zu befennen, tadelten
fie ©dmaud Sffentlic) ob der Anflage auf “subtle synergism”. GSie warfen
ifm ,unbebadjte Mebetveife” bor. Sdmaud wied aud) auf die SH&bs
IidjTeit Des “subtle synergism” §in. Cr fagt: “This subtle synergistic
spirit attacks the very foundation of Lutheranism, flows into almost
every doctrine, and weakens the Church at every point. And it was
practically this weakness which the great multitude of Melanchthon's
scholars . . . absorbed and which rendered it dificult to return finally
and after years of struggle to the solid ground once more recovered in
the Formula of Concord.” (Bente, American Lutheranism, II, 217.) Yber
©dmaud getvann nidt dic fraft, gegen den fynergiftifhen Strom in ber
cigenen Mitte gu {Givimmen. Cr fiigte fid) in die Sadjlage und bffnete
fogar die Spalten bem in der Lutheran Ohurch Review ar audgeprigten
Gynergidmus. €3 ar im allgemeinen bie Weife der ent{diedeneren
Sutheraner im General Counecil, in ber Wereinigten Shnode ded3 Siidensd
und in der Generalihnode, cinen Sdritt in der redjten Ridtung bortvdrts
gu tun, bann aber vor ber Majoritdt guriidzurveiden.

©o milfjen toir audy das Mrteil bed ,Lutherijden Herold” iiber D.Sanbdt,
bafy diefer ein ftandhafter WVelenner bed RLuihertums getvefen fei, leiber
ctioad cinjdjrdnlen. Wir denfen an bie Griinbung der U.L.C. im Jahre
1018. Sandt twar gegen diecje Wereinigung ald verfriiht und auf unios
nijtijdlen Neigungen berufend. Er fvollte Idngere Werhandlungen, audh
Befpredungen iiber bdic Lefre. Aber ald bdie iiberividltigende Majoritit
fite fofortige Vereinigung tvar, fiigte fid) aud) Sandt ,mit Anjtand” (gra-
ciously). faffen ivir Dieriiber Sandt felbft beridjten. Cr {dhrichb: “When
in the year 1016, at a meeting of representatives from the General Symod,
General Council, and United Synod in the South, a motion was sprung
upon the committee and adopted that steps should at once be taken to
unite the three bodies, the announcement that such action had been
taken created a profound sensation both within the three bodies them-
selves and in other branches of the Lutheran Church. I recall how
several leading members of that assembly were much exercised and per-
plexed and endeavored to stem the tide toward what they regarded as
a rather precipitate method of procedure. They tried hard to impress
the enthusiasts for immediate union that association and cooperation
among the three bodies which had so happily been inaugurated should
be given a longer trial before the actual welding process should begin.
But in vain. The tide of sentiment was against them, and the laymen
determined that the hour had come when the pathway must be cleared
for union. When the more conservative members realized that the die
was cast, they graciously accepted the situntion and set their faces
toward the task before them. Outside of that committee there were
not a few doubting Thomases who shook their heads and feared that
the present-day popular sentiment for union on any sort of flimsy basis
would thrust into the background principles of faith and practise which
the Lutheran Church, if she meant to be true to her best self, can never
afford to surrender. The writer was one of the doubting Thomases. The
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unibhuieipibrobaotEe| LHRsarkah - Kitehlic Brégitorsahishttc hestimentsl
fellowship [bon un3 Herborgehoben] was too much in evidence on sll
sides to cause him to look with favor on any movement that might bear
the impress of that spirit. Many were the doubts and misgivings of men
of light and leadership within the General Council and outside of if,
that much might be sacrificed in the realm of faith and life and practise
by a hasty union where sentiment might override conviction.” (Bitiert
in 8. u. 98. 1928, ©. 822 {.)

Geitbem Hat der lnionidmud in dber U.L.C. nodj veitere Fortjdritte
gemadit. Wihrend D. Sandt nodh den Wunfd) ausbriidie, e8 modjten gur
Vefeitigung bon Differengen in Lehre und Praxisd BVerhandlungen gepflogen
werben, Hat ber Lutheran unter feinem neuen Mebalteur ein Eingefandt
ofjne Torrvigicrendben Stommentar verdffentlict, worin behauptet tvird, dah
Geliengemeinidaften tvie die Methodiften givar “different”, aber filr bie
Stirdje ebenfo nitig feien tie die lutherijhe Stirdje. Ja, e3 jdjeint, al8 ob
audj innerhalb ber Amerilanijdh-Lutherijfen Nirdje (Buffalo, Ofio, Jotwa),
ber YAuguftanajhnobde, der Vercinigten Diinifdjen Stirdje und der RNorivegis
fdien merger-Synode der lUnionidmusd bdie Démme durdibroden Habe. €3
wucbe beriditet, dafy diefe Stirdjentdrper fid) gum Lutheran Home Missions
Council gufammengejdlojfen Haben. Mit Medjt bemertte dagu unjer Cox-
CORDIA THEOLOGICAL MONTHLY (&.134): “The Lutheran Home Missions
Council of America is a ‘high adventure’ in unionism, one of the most
phenomenal which the Lutheran Church in the Western Hemisphere has
ever witnessed. What it means, and what it will mean still more in the
future, is almost incredible. Practically the union of all Lutheran church-
bodies in the United States outside the Synodical Conference has been
consummated; for, while organic union, which for many rcasons is un-
desirable, has not taken place, the Lutheran Home Missions Council of
America presumes fellowship of faith. For if church-bodies cooperate
in the way the Home Missions Council proposes, divisive differences can
no longer be said to receive recognition. In the report on the organiza-
tion of the council we read: ‘We prayed together. We counseled together.
We planned for the future. Every vote, after thorough discussion, was
unanimous. We were conscious of the immediate presence and guidance
of the Spirit of God. . . . We can do wonders for the Kingdom."” Die
@licder der Umeritanijdh-Luiferijfien SNirdje Haben damit bad beifeites
gefebt, wad fie in den Chicagoer Thefen angenommen Haben. In ben
@hicagoer Thefen Heifst e3 iiber Sirdjengemeinidaft: ,Sfirdengemeinidaft,
bad Deift, gegenfeitige Unerfennung al8 Glaubensbriidber ober dad Jus
fammentvicten in trdliden Tatigleiten, felt nad) Gotteds Wort und unferm
Belenninid fbereinftimnumg in bder reinen Lefre ded8 Evangeliums und
im Befenninid berfelben in Wort und Tat boraus. MWerben dagegen bei
Yufridjhung ober Aufrechterhaltung bvon Stirdengemeinfjaft borhanbdene
Rehrbifferengen ignoriert oder fiir belanglod erfléct, fo ift bas Unioniss
mus, ber eine Cinigleit vorfpiegelt, die nidht borhanden ift.” . B.

Some Observations on the Language Question. —The News Bul-
letin published by the News Bureau of the National Lutheran Couneil
printed in one of its recent numbers parts of a “paper presented to the
Bixth General German Conference within the United Lutheran Church” by
Rev. 8. G. von Bosse, Mount Vernon, N. Y., in which continued emphasis on
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the German language as o means of spreading Lutheran doctrine in our
country is stressed. What men in the U. L. 0. think of the need of German
in the American Lutheran Church is shown by the following statements:
“Mergers of congregations will become necessary, but the German will re-
main, will be virile, and assert itself. Wherecver it is relegated to a secon-
dary position or becomes the ‘thing of yesterday,’ none will prosecute its
continuance with any degree of seriousness or the constructive joy of the
builder. Purely German churches contain greater strength and are more
efficient than, bilingual churches. ... To maintain the German, as it is neces-
sary, congregations and pastors must labor conscientiously, intelligently,
and energetically. We need German churches as reservoirs for the immi-
grants and their families. But they shall stand upon a high plane and do
honor to their German name. . . . The German school remains the foun-
dation of all German congregational growth. . . . Those born here must
strive with all diligence to master the German tongue. . . . A blundering
German sermon will not do. ... It may be a bit too much, but place your
stakes high and let the goal be worth while, and may ideals sparkle!”

These sentences were quoted from a letter submitted to the essayist,
who comments on the situation as follows: “In a statistical survey pub-
lished in our Zutherischer Herold and prepared by the assistant director
©of the Board of Education of the City of New York, we find that the
number of students studying German in our colleges and universities has
increased in New York City by 86% and in the other colleges of the eastern
part of our country by almost 4295 during the past three years. When my
father came to this country, he was advised to study English quickly be-
cause the German would be ‘out of it’ in twenty-five years. When he made
further inquiries, he learned that similar predictions had been made fifty
years before his coming. A festival speaker said in my pulpit at Wilming-
ton, Del., a German-American at that: ‘In ten years we will require no
more German sermons in any Lutheran church in America.” This occurred
sixteen years ago. And to-day Prof. Dr. Theo. B. Hewitt, of New York,
tells us that ‘a hysterical wave and a wrong form of patriotism prompted
our educational authorities to ban the German language from their cur-
ricula. European countries made no such mistake. Only the United States,
which boast of their tried and wise solution of the war problems, made this
costly gesture” We hear these expressions from Anglo-American pro-
fessors, but the increase of German language students also proves to me
how great the desire has become in non-German circles to study the
German language. If we, then, insist upon the necessity of preserving that
which has come to us from our fathers, it cannot be construed as German
propaganda, but has been fully attuned to the spirit of our age.” °

“We will in the future insist on a more diligent study of this par-
ticular subject in our colleges and seminaries, because it is 1. a cultural re-
quirement, 2. representative of our history, 3. for the sake of our Church.”

Under the last point the essayist writes: “Dr. Poppen said: T have
noticed in & number of exchanges coming to my desk that the reason why
so much German was spoken at the Copenhagen convention seems to be
quite generally understood, namely, this, that most of the leaders of Lu-
theran churches in the European countries outside of Germany, if they
know any other language besides their own, can speak or at least under-
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stand tHAl TMRIOAIGR! RS BY lma S WPHF B/l A5aGRIS W ¥RGere con-
ventions. You will therefore understand my motive as being not that of
German propaganda, but merely that of concern about the welfare of Lu-
theranism and God’s kingdom if I advocate the study of the German lan-
guage and of Lutheran literature published in that language, especially on
the part of our younger pastors and theological professors.” If we are to
communicate our problems on missions, education, philanthropy, immigra-
tion, seamen’s work, ete., to a World Lutheranism, it must be done in the
German idiom. And even then, if we lacked these specinl reasons, the fact
that we are rooted in Luther’s doctrine and language should suffice. In
my own humble opinion no Luthcran pastor in any country can be as truly
Lutheran as we have a right to expeet of him if he docs not posscss first-
hand knowledge of Lutheran history and theology, which, after all, can
be furnished only by way of the language of the great Reformer.” (Italics
our own.)

Space being limited, we were obliged to confine oursclves to so little
of this excellent article, so full of sanity and‘vision that we fear our
readers will hardly get the full benefit of its timely and well-grounded
warnings. Nevertheless we hope that the few statements which we have
quoted will give our constituents food for thought on a matter that is
of importance to us no less than to the United Lutheran Church.

J. T. M.

How Calvinism Deals with the Apostate.— A perusal of the
book Spiritual Growth, by the Dutch Reformed theologian J. J. Knap,
translated and published in America in 1030, shows that the pernicious
doctrine of Calvinism that a true belicver cannot lose grace though he
commit enormous sins, that a deposit of grace remains with him even
when the exercitium fidei, fides actualis, has ceased, still nceds to be
combated. Chapter XXI, “Falling from Grace,” brings out that Cal-
vinism is compelled to deal with this monstrosity that the apostate,
the idolater, is still in grace and that the Calvinistic treatment of the
case must necessarily, as far as Calvinism is concerned, block the sin-
ner’s conversion. “This falling from grace must not be confused with
the loss of grace. We may quietly trust that, if we have become the
possession of Jesus Christ through the grace of God, we will remain such
forever. There is no permanent falling away of the saints. . . . But that
does not mean that we are altogether immune from falling from grace.
For some time, either brief or long, we may slip. And we cannot but
condemn the overweening pride of those who make light of sin and,
when they fall, instantly say: ‘Once saved, saved forever.’ The Epistle
to the Hebrews is very instructive in this case (12, 14, 15). . . . When
we fall from grace, our whole spiritual life is set back in all its mani-
festations and activities. All our spiritual powers are gradually para-
lyzed, something like the man with the withered arm, who still had his
arm, but found it useless. The grace of God has not been taken away
from those who fall back, but its power is diminished. Their prayers
are no longer the energetic expression of their souls, but have become
the patter of pious phrases. The fight against sin has become little
more than a sham battle. The Word of God has lost its taste, and the
communion of the saints no longer allures. They no longer shudder at
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sin because their conscience slumbers. Faith is no longer a rejuvenating
power. It lacks cnergy and has become frozen capital, which no longer
profits life. There is hardly any feeling of guilt any more. They that
fall back from grace are in a condition of spiritual numbness. All is
darkness within because the light of the Spirit has been hid under a bushel.
In the Bible we find some striking examples, which are so many warnings
againet falling back from grace. Just think of the example of Samson....
Solomon is another example. The beginning of his career was very in-
spiring. . . . Yet this great king of Israel had so fallen back from the
grace of God through the influence of strange women that he left the
worship of the living God for the service of idols.” And now, how does
Calvinism deal with the apostate, the idolater? It is estopped from hurl-
ing the thunderbolt of God’s Law, which denounces the wrath of God
and eternal damnation against the sinners and “drives them all together
to terror and despair” (Smale. Art., p.479). The strongest language it
can employ is this: “What a remorse must have consumed Solomon when
he saw that the sceds of idolatry which he had sown with such prodigal
hand grew up so luxuriantly in Israel and that his apostasy was the
cause of the division of the kingdom after his death. Let no man think,
therefore, that a temporary backsliding means but little since the grace
of God will make all things well in the end. The damage is incaleulable
for ourselves. We can have no joy nor peace as long as we are denied
the gracious fellowship of the Lord. Nor ean we estimate the damage
we do to our community when we fall back from grace. We no longer
let our light shine. Instead, we sow the sceds of destruction from which
an awful harvest must come.” And the chapter closes thus: “You may
not become discouraged and consider all lost. For if there has been a grain
of grace in your soul, the Lord will not let go the work of his hands. ...”
This to an idolater! God did indeed work repentance in Solomon, but
not through the ministrations of a Calvinistic prophet.— Compare Christ-
liche Dogmatik, 111, 108, where the case of Cromwell is discussed. E.

The Importance of Avoiding Fraternizing with False Teachers.
Our readers by this time are acquainted with the book What Is Lutheran-
ism? a symposium which was edited by Dr. Vergilius Ferm and to which
he himself contributed an article evincing strong modernistic leanings.
Some of his own fellow-church-members (he is a member of the Augustana
Synod) have taken him to task for his un-Lutheran utterinces and deplore
the negative views which he himself holds. In the Zutheran Companion
of January 17 he publishes a defense of his position, which in our opinion
does not sufficiently answer the charges of his critics. The item to which
we here wish to draw attention is the last thought which Dr. Ferm ex-
presses in his defense. He writes: “Moreover, I maintain that the inter-
pretation is valid from the essentially Lutheran point of view. I do not
think it is very far from the general point of view of the archbishop of the
Lutheran state church of Sweden, who was given such a warm, cordial,
and official welcome o few years ago in America, especially by the great
constituency of the Augustana Synod.” The argument of Dr. Ferm seems
to be sound. “If the views I hold did not keep you from welcoming Arch-
bishop Soederblom as a brother, what right have you to criticize them
in me? The Church cannot be a respecter of persons.” Ought not this
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defebbb e DEhgelagica| Sesctusr eykir o ligh-4aikgRsshiehtlicheagustane
Synod who still love and cherish the old truths? Does it not show in as
strong a way as is possible that fraternizing with enemies of sound
Scripture doctrine must lead to disastrous results? A.
Protestantism Changing, but Not Becoming More Biblical. —
In a report on the installation of a Congregational minister the Church
at Work, the official publication of the Metropolitan Church Federation
of St.Louis, informs us that the council called to perform this ceremony,
or rite, instead of consisting (as would have been the case formerly) of
representatives of Congregational churches, had in its midst many pastors
of other denominations, who “participated freely in the questions and
discussion.” Commenting on this affair, the Church at Work says: “The
ministry of two generations ago belonged almost exclusively to one of two
types that were cither mystics or evangelists. The burden of their preach-
ing lay along lines of spiritual contemplation or along the lines of appeal
for enlistment in the Kingdom. During the last generation there arose
another type, whose dominant note was the historical, the effort to repie-
ture the life of the prophets and of Christ in the light of the times in
which they lived and to arrive at the inner consciousness, the experience,
of both. Now comes this new group, who undertake to approach God
through the consciousness of living men, to see Him in the light of the
inner experience of those who at this hour are conscious of God.” To put
it differently — while a generation ago history was emphasized, to-day the
stress is laid on psychology. What it amounts to is that the poor people
clamoring for spiritual food are given nothing but the empty husks of
human wisdom, and a very doubtful wisdom it is at that. A.
Wenn dad in ber U. L. C. ur Ancrfennung fime! Jm ,Luiberifdien
erold”, bem beutfden offiziellen Organ ber U. L. C., mird die folgende
Berrlidie Stelle ,aud einer Prebigt Luifers im Jahre 1584 mitgeteilt:
~E8 ift ein {chr verdrielidh Ding, wenn man in Gottes Werfen fo Hanbeln
will, baf fie {id reimen follen nad) unferer BVernunft. Denn fo vir die
Streaturen nidit ¥nnen ausmeffen nodj die Dinge begreifen, darinnen tir
taglid) Ieben und fchiveben, tie twollen iwir denn audmefjen und begreifen
bas, jo Gott allein in feinem Wort angeigt und darimnen tvir nidt leben
und {Giveben? Darum follen wir Gott die Ehre geben und ihn Iafjen
allmaditig und lwahrhaftig fein und glauben, was er fagt, daf er's aud
fun Inne. Daf cine fuh Heu und Grad frifjt, dbad fannft dbu ridten,
bariiber Haft dbu Vernunft, item iiber Gold, Silber, Stein, Holz, Sorn ufiw.
Bad man baraus madjen foll, fannjt dbu urteilen und ridjten; da fei fo
Tlug, al8 bu fannjt. %Aber wad Goit tut und {dafft, wie die Augen fehen,
bie ©Ofren Hiren und des Menfdien Bunge redet, da laf BHertreten alle
@elehrien, Stlugen und Weifen mit ihrer fiodjjten Bernunft und Saumjt und
Inf fie e8 biSputieren, fragen und forfdjen, fo tvird bdir dennod) niemand
griindblid) fagen Ionnen, ivie ba3 Ullergeringjte zugehe, wad Gott tut.
Darum follen ticr Gotte3 MWort und Wexr? undisputicrt und ungefragt
Iaffen unbdb allein banad) fragen, iver eB gerebet und getan Habe, ob ed
@ott geredbet Habe oder ein Menfd), ob e8 Gotted Wer! ober eined Mens
fdien Wer? fei. Jft e8 Gotted3 Wort und Werl, fo tue beine Augen au,
bisputiere und frage nidjt, wie e8 gugehe, fonbern glaube, baf Gott alls
madtig und twahrhaftig fei in feinen Worten und Wexrlen.” Wenn bdas,
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a8 Buther Hier audfpridt, in ber U.L.C., in ber Umerilanifdh-Quiferis
fden Sirdje und in der Umerilanifdj=L[utherijen Stonferenz zu mwirllidher
Unerfennung Iime, fo hviitben alle genannten merger-Werbindungen ifre
@egenarbeit gegen die Shnodalfonferen in nidjt gu ferner Beit aufgeben.
Dad wiicde aud) Hier in St. Louid und in Millvaulee gefGehen. . P.
Die Bereinigung dber Gvangeliffien Synode von Norbamerifa mit der
Reformierten Slivdje in den MWereinigten Staaten und ben Wereinigten
Briidern ift nidjt aujtande gelommen. Der ,Friebensbote” bom 11. Januar
Beridjtet ,ben Ghnobalen, daf man fid) in friedlicer Weife einigte, bie
SBerhandlungen einguftellen”. Die Sadje [dHeint baran gefdeitert au fein,
bafy jtdrende ,Biifdenfille” cingetreten find. ,Der Vericht der Generals
Tonfereng ber Coangeliffen Sixdje in Amerila befagte, daf einige Stons
ferengen biefer Stircdje bie Empfehlung gemadit Batten, die Stixde mioge
bie cinleitenden Sdjritte tun gu einer BVereinigung mit den BVereinigten
Wriibern.  Bu gleidher Beit find Vertreter der Meformierten Sirde in dben
Bereinigten Staaten in ihrem amtliden Nirdenblatt filc eine Wereinigung
mit ben Schiveftertivdien mit predbyterialer WVerfafjung eingetreten.” Wei
ben Sdjlufverhandlungen der Unierten und NReformierten rwurbde die Frage
aufgeorfen, ,ivie jid) die Evangelijdie Shynode gu ber geplanten Wereinis
gung ber Reformierten und Presbyterianer jtelle”. Und als die Unierten
ecflirten, .fic toollten bdie Berfandlungen mit ber Neformierten Nirde
fithren, ofne fidh im borausd irgendivie in begug auf ifre Hinftige Stellung
au jener Wereinigung (der Meformierten und ber Predbyterianer) gu bers
pilidhten”, crfdhien e8 den NReformierten nidht givedmdBig und ratjam, bdie
Berhandlungen fortzufiihren. Lehrbdifferengen fpielten bei den WVerhanbs
lungen, {otveit ber ,Friebendbote” verlauten Lifit, Teine Nolle. Miglichers
teife {djeiterien bdic Fricbensverhandlungen an ber Frage Dded Stirdjens
regiments, ,ber presbyterialen WBerfafjung”. — Und intereffiert Hierbei
bad unionijtijde Pringip, vie e8 der .Fricbensbote” bei biefer Gelegens
Beit barlegt: .Jedenfalld3 bereuen tvir e nidit al8 Sirdje, daf i den
LBerjud) gemad)t Gaben, die Cinigleit im @eift, die fiic und auf Grund
ber Sdicift cin Glaubensdjaly ift, dburd) eine WVerfdhmelung mit bertvanbdien
Stirdien @uferlid in Crideinung treten zu Iajjen. Der BVerjud Hat un3
wobl gezeigt, weldje Sdivierigleiten mit ciner foldjen Wereinigung bers
bunbden {ind, weldje Opfer fie fordert; aber auf bder anbern Seite ift und
babei mieder aufs neue zum Vemwuftiein gefommen, iveld) einen teuren
€dal wic bon unjern BVatern iiberfommen Haben, bie den Wereinigungsds
grundjals auf die Fahne unferer Sirdje gejdricben Haben.” Das unios
niftijde Pringip Hat bie Probe nid)t bejtanden. EB verpflidtete die Uniers
ten, bon bornferein bie geplante Wereinigung ber Meformierten und ber
Presbyterianer gutzuheijen und daran teiljunchmen. €3 fann Iein triftiger
®rund fiic ifre Weigerung angefiihrt werben. Lefhrdifferengen find ja fiic
bad umnierte Geiviffen belanglos., Was Isnnite bann aber gegen bie Press
byterianer geltend gemadit tverden? hr Dringen auf bie presbyteriale
Berfafjung ettva? Aber twad e8 aud) geivefen fein mdge, bie Unierten
Batten e8 mnad) ifrem WereinigungSgrundfals mit in den Nauf nefmen
miiffen. Aber dad Opfer war zu gro. Sobann irct fidh dber .Friedends
bote”, twenn er feine Meinung, Ddafy bdie bverjdiedenen Sirdjengemeins
fdaften einig im @eift feien, einen Glaubendfah nennt. Died unmdglide
16
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Ding legt und3 Gott nidit zu glouben vor, bdie8 unmidglide Ding, bak
Butheraner und Reformierte, Proteftanten und SNatholifen, deren [ehrs
bifferengen den tiefjten Grund ded8 Glaubens betreffen, dod einig im Geift
f{indb, bie8 unmdglide Ding, dbaf Uneinigleit in ber Heilslehre bie Hergen
einigt. 1nd ber Saby, dbaf die Einigleit in Der Lehre nidjtd mit dber Einige
Teit Der Stirdje gu hun Babe, ift nidit ein Glaubensfals, fondern ein Uns
glaubensiaf. €.

Spineless Book Reviews.—The review of Answers to Every-doy
Questions, by S. Parkes Cadman, which the Watchman-Examiner furnished
to its readers, gives the contents of the book, finds that “the nimbleness of
Dr. Cadman’s wit is positively amazing, — for if a question does not strike
him as appropriate, he answers a question that has not been asked and yet
satisfies all concerncd,” —and expresses itself on the main point thus:
“We disagree with some of the positions of Dr. Cadman, but we realize quite
well the far-reaching interest and value that attach to these popular dis-
cussions [given by radio] of all sorts of questions.” “We disagree with
some of the positions” — that and nothing more. Dr. Cadman occupies an
extra-Biblical position. He denies verbal inspiration, the real deity of
Christ, substitution. He teaches salvation by character and writes himself
down a disciple of Seneca. And all that the reviewer is willing to say is
that he “disagrees with some of the positions of Dr. Cadman.” As far as
the review is concerned, the readers will look upon this book as rather
an immocuous affair. The reviewer tells the truth; he does disagree with
“some of the positions.” But he does not give the information which is
looked for in a review. If some of the readers are led to buy the book
and coming upon these heresies of Modernism, take the reviewer to task,
he cannot hide behind the weak phrase: “We disagree with some of the
positions.” He has not dealt fairly with his readers. And the Waichman-
Examiner is untrue to its antimodernistic principles when it publishes
such spineless reviews. And all that the review in the Presbyterian con-
tains on the subject is the innocuous statement: “Probably no one would
agree with the Doctor all the way through the book.” E.

Die Methodiftentivde in Brafilien. Nad) dben von den mefbobtitm
im lebten Jabr getroffenen Veftimmungen, dafy fid) die Stivcdhen im Auds
Tand al8 felbjtdndige Norper neuordnen follen, Gaben audy bie Meifobiften
in Brafilien fid) Tonjtituiert. Dariiber beridhtet der ,Apologete”, wie folgt:
»Die Methodiftentirdhe von Vrafilien Hat fidh am 2. September 1980 in
©ao Paulo Ionjtituiert. Gie befteht aud bdrei Jahresfonferengen mit
14 Diftrittdfuperintendenten und 16,000 Mitgliebern auf 148 Gemeinbes
Begixfen. 75 Prebdiger find Mitglieber der Jahresfonferengen, unter ihnen
25 Miffionare, die gumeift aud den Vereinigten Staaten bon Norbdbamerila
ftammen. Auferbem find 52 angejtellte Laienprediger, meift geborne Bras
{ilianer, borhanben. Jn 298 Sonntagdidjulen befinden fidh 16,000 Sdiiler
unb in 144 Sugenbbiindniffen 5,000 junge Leute. Dad Sdulivefen bder
brajilianijen Methobiftenticdhe umfajjt 12 Hihere Lehranijtalten (Sfollegien)
unbd 22 Wolfsjdulen mit indgefamt 4,000 Studbenten und Kinbern. Dad
Stizdjeneigentum Defteht aus 132 Stirdjen und Sapellen, 52 Pfarrhiujern,
einem Druds und Verlagshaud und einer Angahl Sdjulgebauden. Die
erfte Methodiftentivdhe Brafiliend entjtand im Jabhre 1882 in NRio de Janeiro.
Bor allem war ed die Siidliche Methobdijtentivdhe Amerifas, die diefed Mifs
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fionSgebict pflegte und bearbeitete. Menn fie jeht dem brafilianijden
Methodismus exlaubt Gat, fich felbftanbig gu madjen, fo benkt fie bod nidt
baran, ifre Helfende und ftigenbe Hand guriidaugichen. Uud) die Miffios
nate bleiben in ifren Stellungen umd find bi8 auf tveitered Mitglieber
Beider Slicdjen. Bur Megelung dber Perfonals und Finangangelegenfeiten
beftelit tvie bei ber Methodiftentirdhe von Megilo ein Bentralrat, ber fif
u gleidjen Teilen aud einbeimifden Methodiften und aus Weriretern ber
filblidgen Mifjionsbefiorbe gufammenjept.” 3. 2. .

The Suomi Synod “will join the U.L.C.A.” as reported in the
Lutheran of January 15. “One of the noteworthy events of the Milwaukee
convention was the unanimous approval of the agreement with the Suomi
Synod. By the terms of the contract every mission-congregation in Canada
belonging to that synod is to unite with a constituent synod of the United
Lutheran Church in America (the Synod of Canada or the Manitoba
Synod) and to receive its entire mission-support from the Board of Amer-
fcan Missions. — The largest percentage of Lutherans in any country of
the world is in Finland. It registers ninety-nine per cent. It was worth
traveling 1,500 miles last summer to attend the fortieth anniversary of
their most representative [?] synod in America. One thousand Finns
were in actual attendance, stalwart, erect, powerfully built. You should
hear them sing in their own language the Battle-hymn of the Reformation.
It made every nerve in my body tingle. Not a book in evidence. Every
man singing from the heart.” E.

Who is Applying the Lutheran Standard? — The Doctrine of God,
by Dr. Albert C. Knudson, has been reviewed in the CONCORDIA THEOLOGICAL
MoxTLy (Dee., 1030) and in the Lutheran (Jan. 15, 1931). Both re-
viewers are agreed as to the theological position of Dr. Knudson. The
reviewer for the MonTivLy finds: “Dr. Knudson, following Schleiermacher,
holds that ‘authoritarianism (that is, belief in the Bible as the only source
and norm of faith) belongs to the past. Progressive Protestant theology
has set it aside.’ Accordingly he defines theology as ‘the systematic expo-
sition and rational justification of the intellectual content of religion.’
‘There is no external standard of truth. The only standard is within the
human mind itself.” Of course, ‘in a special and preeminent sense’ the
Bible is still the source and norm of Christian belief, for ‘in it we have
the earliest and most trustworthy record of that unique revelation of God
which was mediated to the world through Jewish and early Christian
history.’” The reviewer for the Lutheran, Dr. A. G. Voigt, comes to the
same conclusion. “The method is in line with Schleiermacher’s Doctrine
of Faith rather than that of the theology of older days, which presented
the doctrine of the objects of faith. Theology is defined as ‘the systematio
exposition and rational justification of the intellectual content of religion.’
The rational and intellectyal side of theology is much stressed. Connected
with this somewhat subjective method is the rejection of ‘authoritarianism.’
This rejection does not stop short of the Bible. ‘It is the revelation made

in and through Christ that is the source and norm of Christian truth.’

Only in a supplementary, preparatory, and corroborative way does the
Old Testament have authority for us.’”

Should, then, the book be recommended or discommended? Here the
two reviewers disagree. MoNTHLY: “The book is both a failure and a

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol2/iss1/26

10



8 Theological Observer. — Ricdylid)-Zeitgefchichiliches.

Mueller: Theolgggical Observer. - KircﬂIi‘cbh‘S’Zeftggs%higtliches
fraud. It fails to present true Biblical theology and yet pretends to be
a. text-book of Christian doctrine. The author recognizes no inspired Holy
Scripture,” ete. Lutheran: “We have no hesitation, rather the contrary,
the desire to recommend this volume to thoughtful readers. . . . It reveals
an earnest Christian conviétion. Thoe emphasis which it places upon the
intellectual exposition and justification of Christianity serves to strengthen
conviction of the truth of our faith as the religion of divine revelation.”

E.

A Refreshing Testimony from the Norwegian Lutheran Church
of America. —In an article of the Lutheran Herald, under the heading
“Singing Ourselves Out of the Lutheran Church,” the writer, P. M. Glasoe,
makes some good remarks, which ought to be read and heeded by all the
Lutherans of America. After voicing some just criticism of the leveling
tendency in the system of education which is in vogue in our country, he
says: “That same tendency is at work in the Lutheran Church of this
country. How could we hope to escape it? Some Lutherans, having gone
so far that they are no longer to be recognized as Lutherans, favor pulpit
exchange with the Reformed; take no stand on sceret societies; their
pastors even openly belong to Masonry. They join in any and all union-
istic movements, —and this one thing characterizes them all: they have
long since quit singing the Lutheran chorale. I attended a serviee in
Christ Church Cathedral, Oxford, and heard three Lutheran chorales sung
in that service; that is more than you hear in a year in some Lutheran
churches in this country. Need we wonder that there are in the neighbor-
hood of twenty million people in America, sprung from Lutheran stock,
who now are either Reformed or unchurched? The great steam roller at
work in our country aims at the total leveling out of all church differences,
and it is being accomplished with remarkable rapidity and thoroughness.”
If the sentiments expressed here lived in all the Lutherans of America,
how easy would it not be in that case for the various synods to arrive at
an understanding and to establish fraternal relations with one another!

A,

Death of Dr. Rogers. — The American theologieal world lost a prom-
inent scholar and gifted author when on Décember 12 of last year Prof.
Robert William Rogers of Drew Seminary, a school of the Methodists,
passed away. Oriental languages and their history and literature were
his specinlty. He had studied at Berlin and Leipzig. At Drew Seminary
he served for thirty-seven years. A number of books dealing with his
special field issued from his prolific pen. Leipzig, Dublin, and Oxford
conferred honorary degrees on him. We are told that in spite of vast
learning he to the end remained a firm believer in divine revelation.

/\.
I1. Ausland.

Die Auflifung ded Lutherifdhen Bunbdes. Die .U E. 8. KL.“ bom
24, Degember b. . berdffentlidhte folgenbe ihr zum Abdbrud iiberfandte
Crildrung: ,%m 2. Degember 1930 Hat eine Mitglicderverjammlung bed
Luiherifdien Bunbed in Leipzig bie Auflsfung ded8 Bunbesd befdloffen. Dad
ift feineStvegd gejdjehen, toeil bie filhrenden Sreife an feinen Pringipien
irre getvorben mwiren. Nady ivie bor eradjten fic einen gielbetwufpten Stampf
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gegen ben lnioni8mus in jeglidjer Form, ber aud) in unfern Tutherifdjen
&nbc!!iur)en gecfebend toirlt, file eine ber widtigiten Aufgaben aller berer,
bie mit bem Iutherijfen Wefenninid Ernjt madien und nidt nur Luihers
h_un. fonbern Tutferifhe Sirde twollen. Dafer Halten jie nodj Heute
die im Jahre 1907-8 exrfolgte Neuregelung ber ,Engeren Stonferens’, bie
ben gur Guangelijdien Stirdje ber altpreufifden nion gehirenden foges
nannten Vereindlutheranern bolled8 Stimmredt in der Sonferenz gab, fiic
einen berhingnisvollen Fehler, der gur Ab{HwEdung ded Sampfed gegen
big llnion {ithren mufte und tatfddlich gefiibrt Hat. Die lnionsgefalr
tird Peute in den Tutherifhen Landestivdjen leider aud) bon ben meiften
Dever, bie perfonlidh nod) auf dem Iutferifhen Belfenninis ftefhen, in ihrer
Yedeutung ftart verfannt. Das Jntereffe an ifrer Vetdmpfung toird durd
gang anbdere, an fid) beredjtigte Vejtrebungen verdringt. E3 tommt Hingu,
baf dbiec [utherijdhen Freifirden nidt mehr wie einjt
gefdlofjen Hinter dem Quitherifdhen Dunbde ftehen, jia
gum Teil die Protejtftellung gegeniiber ber ,Engeren
Sonferena’ aufgegeben Haben. [Sperrdrud bon uns.] So Hat
ber Lutherijche Vund die Moglichleit verloren, ald dffentlide Organifation
feine Arbeit eiter au treiben. . . . Hitbener. Grube.” — Die Gefdidte
be5 Quiberijhen Vundes ift Murz folgende, (Siehe Cb.sLuif. Freilirde,
28, Degember 1928)) JIn ber Allgemeinen Eo,sLuih. Sonferens, die 1868
auxr Abtvehr von 1nionsbeftrebungen gegriinbet wurbe, jafen bie Breslauer
und ifre Freunbe aus den fogenannten Iutherijden Landestirdien foie
aud) Vereindluiheraner, lutherifdie Glicber ber preufifhen Union, us
fammen. Dad pajite den Bredlauern nidht. Man griindete darum inners
Balb ber 9. E.-L. 8. cine €. §i. (Engere Stonferen3), gu der nur mirllice
Rutheraner gehiren follien. Aber aud) dahinein dringten jid die Bereinsds
Tutheraner, und e3 wurbe ihnen 1907 dad Stimmredit in dex E. N. gelwidhet.
Daraufhin {dicden bie Breslauer mit ihren Freunden unter den lanbess
Tirdlidgen LQutheranern ausd der €. K. aud und griindeten den Luiherijden
Bund, blicben aber Gjlieder der U. C.-L. K. ,.Vid gum Jahre 1928 fvar
nun im L B, dic Creme ded lanbdedlird)lid«freilivdliGen Luifertums vers
cinigt. . . . Dasd lutherijdje BVelenntnisbetvuftfein wurbe durdy fonferengen,
Referate ujtv. maditig gejtirt. Der greife Dr. §t. Amelung, bdefjen ireuer,
ebrlidier Arbeit aud) twir die Adhtung nidht verjagen, fah in dem Uusbau
bed L. 9, bie Sirdnung feines LebenStverfes.” 1lnd jebt fudyt Bredlau eine
linion! ,Den Unfang madjte dexr frithere Leiter ded Breslauer Seminard
und jepige Profejfjor D. Glext. AIS er darauf aufmertfam gemadit tvorden
lvar, daf er nidt gleidzeitig der C. . und dem 2. B. angehoren Ionne,
exllicie er jofort feinen YAusiritt aud dem L B. Sfirdjenrat Dr. Nagel und
Stivdhenrat Dr. Biemer mwandten {id) ebenfalld der E. L. 3u, ofne Funddit
aqusd bem L. B. auszutreten. Unbdere Bresdlauer Pafjtoren meldeten fih nun
aqud) ab, . . . n dber Oftertvode diefed Jahres [1928] Hatte {id) auf einer
Pajtoralfonfereng eine grofe Mehrheit ,fiic einen UnjGluf ber Ev.sLuth.
Stirde in Preufen an den Deutjden Evangelifden Kirdens-
bunbd® erflirt. . . . Dr. Amelung erflict, er Gittte cine joldje Shiwentung
Breslous im Wollfinn be3 MWorted nie fiir miglid) gehalten.” ,Die luiles
rifdfen Freificden fteGen nidht mehr ivie einft Binter bem Rutherifdgen
Bunbde” — bdafer feine Auflofung. €.
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Das ncue (‘Jc?unnrmdj ber Freitivdie von Sadifen u. o, St. Die
»greilivdie” Deridgtet: ,9Mun ift der Wunfd§ bicler unferer Gemeinben
in Crfilling gegangen: bdad ncue Gefangbud) liegt vollendet bor. &
muf gejtehen, daf idh) in der furgen Beit, feit i) dbad neue Glefangbud
in Hinben Habe mund ed immer wicder durdigefefen und gebraudit, ed fdon
Beralid) liebgetvomnen Gabe und e8 fiir cin Moftlidges Sileinod Yalte, dad
Gott und anvertraut Hat. [dj bin fein Hymnolog, fein gelehrier Gefangbudys
Sadjverjtandiger, fondern mddte in den folgenden [Beilen nur ald jdlidjte
Tutherijdjer Chriftenmenfd) ausfpredhen, fwasd id) bon dem GJefjangbud) Halte.
X Habe nidjtd gu tadbeln gefunden, aber mandjed Hat mir wohlgefallen
an ihm. Junadft dbad Stufjere.” fiber den InHhalt ded neuen Gefangs
budjs heigt e8: ,E3 enthilt 600 der {honften und twertvollften Lieder aus
den reiden Sdjiiben dexr Mitherijhen Stirde. Wir {ind dben Mdnnern, die
fid) Dex grofen Miihe der Vearbeitung unterogen Haben, viel Dant jdjuldig,
gumal mandjerlei Wiinjde beriid{idtigt twerden follten. Ob man e3 allen
gu Gefallen gemadt Hat, wer will dad jagen? Aber dad ijt getvify: twer
alle dicfe Licber nidjt blofy Hin und twieder cinmal fingt, jondern fie taglid
gebraudit, fie licft und Detet, der twird bald merfen, tveld) grofjer Shab
barin jtedt. Die Gemeinden, die bisher dasd Mutherifdie Gejangbud) unjerer
@laubensbritder in Morbamerifa gebraudt Haben, finden im neuen alle
im alten entBhaltenen Licber micder. Denn das St. Louifer Giefangbud
bilbet ben Grundftod ded neuen. Cine VergleidiStafel der Nummern am
Sdlufy geigt an, o dic Licder ded alten Gefangbudyd im neuen zu finden
find. Das ncue enthilt dancben nod) ecine ganze Angafhl (115) fdhoner
Licber, bie im alten nidt enthalten waren. BVon Licdern ded lepten Jahrs
Bunbderid obder nod) lebender Didjter find nur cingelne, mur die allexbeften,
aufgenommien fvorden. . . . Yufer den Licdern bringt unfer neues @es
fangbudy gleidh) am Unfang cinen erfldrenden Hintveid auf bdie in unfern
Gemeinden gebriundliden Gottesdienjtorbmungen joivie die Wedhfelgefinge
(AUntiphonen). €8 enthilt dann im Ynhang aud) ecine Anzahl {dhoner Ges
bBete fiir berjdjiedene Gelegenheitent ur fleifigen BVenupung und ald Mujter
fiic bas eigene GjebetSleben und bie AYmleitung zu Mottaufen. Neben ben
brei altfirdjlihen Befermninifien ift aud) dbad und in diefem Jubeljahr [1930]
foieber bejonbders tveriboll unb liebh getworbene Yugsburger BVelenninis, dad
Tutherijhe CBhrijten fennen follten, abgedbrudi. MWir finden bavin ferner
alle aliticdliden Cpifteln und Ebvangelien, die am meijten gebraudjien
Predigtiexte, und bie Fundftellen der Eifenadjer jotvie zivcier bon der Cv.s
Luth. Synodallonfereng angenommenen Reifen bon Predigtterten fiic alle
©onns und Fejttage ded Sirdjenjafred. NAud) bder Sileine Sated)idmus
Luiberd iit aufgenommen mworden, gum Dbefonderen PHintweid barauf, dah
aud) die Crivadjjencn Stated)idmusidiiler bleiben follen. Die allerividhs
tigite Gefdjidjie, die je auf Erden gejdhefen ift und bdie unfer Heil und
berliinbet, fteht audy im Gefangbudy, bdie Gefdidic vom bitteren R[eiden
und Sterben unfers Heilanbes. Die Wunen wir nidt oft genmug lefen und
Betracdhien. Wertvoll ift endlidh audy dbad jorgfaltis bearbeitete Werzeidnisd
der Liederdidjter mit Iurgen gejdjichtliden Angaben und die Gejdjichte bes
@eridites itber Jerufalem und ber Berjtorung bdiefer ,Heiligen Stadt’, deren
bie Ghriftenbeit am 10. Sonntag nad) Trinitatis zu gebenfen pflegt, um
{idy vor Beradytung bed Worted8 und ber Gnade Gottes twarnen zu laffen.
Wabrlid) ein reides, inbaltfdivered Bud), cin Iojtlider Shall E3 rebdet
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unb geugt von allem, wad ein Ehrift wiffen mufy gum Heil und Leben, 3
begleitet bad GJottestind bon der Taufe an auf allen feinen freudigen und
traurigen, gefafrlichen und fiindigen Lebendivegen bid jdlieRli sum feligen
Gterben. Fiir alled finden twir Gerrlidhe Rieber, fiix Morgen und Abenbd,
filr Bufe und Glauben, fiir Gliid und Leid, fiic Hdmpfen und Siegen, fiic
Leben und Sterben. 1nd alles twird gufammengefaft in bad Lob besd grogen,
ftarfen, barmBergigen Glottes, bon bem die beiden Qeittvorte unfers neuen
Gcfangbudjes reden, bdic in funjtreidjer Sdrift bdie Gingangsfeite zierem,
$Bf. 150, 6: ,Ales, wad Odem fHat, lobe den HErrn! PHallelujal’ und
$1. 96, 2: ,Singet dbem HErrn und lobet feinen Namen, prediget einen
Tag am andern fein Heill* Gotted Ehre preijt bad gange Bud).”

& PB.

Widtige Audgrabungen in Paldftina, ,D. € D.“ berichtet iilber
iditige Funbe, die neuerdings in Paldftina gemadyt worden find. Jn dem
Beridjt Heift e3: . BVerfdhiedene Ausgrabungen, die gur Jeit in Paldfting
burdigefiifrt tverben, Haben {ehr intereffante Ergebnifle gegeitigt. Eine
amerilanifdje Egpedition unter Leitung von Dr. Brant, die an der Stitte
der im Bud) Jofua ecrivihnten Stadt Bethfemed Grabungen veranijtaltet,
Bat einige fitr dic Crforfdung der Meligion dber boridraelitijfen Bebisls
lerung Paldftinad widtige Funde gemadii. Jum erftenmal in Paldftina
entbedte man Sticferfnodhen von Tieren, deren Pihne bvergoldet iwaren.
Man nimmt an, daf e3 jid um Opfectiere Handelt, deren Bihne fiix tuls
tijdje Bivede vergoldet tourden, ‘entjpredjend der belannien Sitte der Wers
golbung ber Dorner. Eine andere Annahme vermutet eine Form besd
Tierfultud in Werbinbung mit der Sonnenanbetung. Man Hofft, daf die
leiteren Ausgrabungen nod) nihere Aufidliifje iiber bdiefe iiberrajdenden
Sunde geben twerben. — [u der unmittelbaren Nahe ded8 Toten Meeresd
filhrte der Nefjuitenpater Mallon umfangreidhe Grabungen durd), bei benen
unterirdijdje Stornjpeicder, cinige PBiegelbrennereien und nody deutlid) exs
Tennbare Ctrajenanlagen aufgededt mwurben. oAm Nordende der Auss
grabungen twurde ein grofer, redjtiviniliger Biegelbau mit meterbiden
Mauern gefunden, deffen Fundamente 3iveieinfald Meter tief reiden. Jahls
reidje Mauerrefte eciner verbrannten Stadt, deren usbdehnung man nod
nidt volljtindig erforfden fonnte, {ind befondbers nad) Norben ausgebdehnt.
Man nimmt an, daf mit diefer Stabt, beren Wliitegeit im bdritten Jahes
taufend b, Chr. gelegen Bat, twahrideinlid die Nejte bon Sobom und Gos
morra entdedt find. Die Grabungen follen mit lnterjtitbung bed papits
lidjen Wibelinjtituts tveitergefiihrt werben.” 3T

Dic Predigerfeminare Kropp und Vreflum gefdloffen. Dariiber bes
ridjtet die . €. L. &.”, wie folgt: ,Dasd SiroppsBreflumer Predigeriemis
nar wird nad) fiinfaigidfrigem BVejtand gejdloffen iwerden, dba die United
Lutheran Church (QBereinigte Qutherifdhe Sirdje) in Amerila, fiic welde
bie Seminariften ausgebildet fwurben, diefe Ausbildbung in ihren eigenen
amerilanifden Seminaren iibernemen will. Die Gencralverjammiung bexr
U.L.C. in Millvaulee nahim am 18. Oftober [1930] bebattelod unbd eins
ftimmig folgenden Wejdluf an: ,Der tvertvolle Dienjt, dben Kropp und
Bretlum fajt ein Halbed Jahrhundert Hindburd) ber amerifanijden Stirde
geleiftet Gaben, fird fonrm anerfannt. EB3 find aber innerfalb be3 Iepten
Jabrzehnts Wanblungen eingetreten, iveldje die Unftellung von Paftoren,
die aufjer Qanded ausgebildet find, erfdhiveren unbd bie Kirdje givingen, aud
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fiic [Viaehaftomelo| Sisiaromerber. -teutidrencliiier s Peuteindeesfidg an
im Qanbde Geborne gu Halten. Audy der VreflumsStropper Vorjtand ers
fount an, daf angefidits bder berdnderten fage dritben ein Abbau bed
beut{en Seminars vielleidht nidyt Idnger zu vermeiden fei. Jubem legen
ber Berfammlung ¥ntridge bor, die darauf abzielen, dap Finftig alle Pas
ftoren im Lanbe ausgebildet twerden follen. Die Nirdje dantt Gott fiic
alle Scgnungen, bdie er ihr durdy den Dienft Stropps und Breflums Hat
guteil tverden laffen. Gie erfennt banibar an, was fic den Grilndbern,
Joh. Pauljen und Chr. Jenfen, {djuldet, dagu denen, die gleidh jenen fo biel
gearbeitet und geopfert Haben im Dienft der Sirdje. Die Erzichungds
behorde ird crmaditigt, eine freundjdafilidhe Lojung der BVerbindung mit
Steopp=Brellum cinguleiten.* Dad Seminar wird dafer im Lauf bed Jahres
1081 gefdiloffen. Den Stubdicrenden fteht der Weg in ein amerilanijded
obder canadifdies Seminar fiie dben AG{dIuf ihres Studiums offen.”

&. 8.
Satholifder Vifdof in Berlin. JIn eciner Mitteilung in der ,Luih.
Sirdengeitung” lefen ivir: ,Nad fajt bierhundert Jafhren Hat nun bie
beutidje Reidh8hauptjtadi BVexlin tvieder cinen Iatholijdhen Vijdjof. Wie bie
Zagesprefje beridhtet, wurde Monjignore Chriftian Sdjreiber am 81. Yugujt
al8 Vifdjof ber wicberhergejtellten Iatholijdjen Didgefe BVexlin feierlid) auf
Den Thron erfoben. Dad Amt tvar feit dbem Jahre 1544 nicht melhr befebt
getvejen.  Der lepte Bifdjof war Matihiad von Jagow, der gur Jeit der
Reformation aus dexr Iatholifden Stirde ausidied und gum Luihertum iibers
trat. Die Didzeje tourde unter dem im leten Jahr gujtandegelommenen
preuBifen Stonfordat, fitx das {id) ber nunmelrige pipjtlide Staatds
felretdr und bamalige papftlidhe Nuntiud in Deut{dland Pacelli jo ftark
cingefeit Hat, erneut ind LQeben gerufen. EB it died cine CGrneuerung der
alten Didzefe Vrandenburg, die im Jahre 948 unter bem damaligen Sfaifer

©Otto gegriinbet urbe.” 3. XM
Gudjariftiffier Kongref in Jcland. Der ,Ehrijtl. Apologete” teilt
mit: ,Jrland irifit Vorbereitungen auf den Eudjarijtijden Stongrel, ber
1982 im Juni in Dublin abgehalten werben foll und zu dem man allein
aqud Amerila 100,000 Teilnehmer eriwartet, braud)t aber amerifanifdes
@eldb, um ihn burdfilhren gu lnnen. Died ift von William McEartlhy,
bem @Egetutivfclretiiv ber Catholic Travel Lengue, der joeben aus Jrland
guritdgelelrt ift, tvo er bad Feld gepriift Hat, mitgeteilt wordben. McCarthy
fagt, beridjiebene Chicagoer Stapitaliften intereffieren {idh fiir Jrland, bes

fonbers filr Dublin, wo fie einige moberne Hoteld8 bauen twollen.”
3. T.Mm.
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Christ and His Men. By Olfert Ricard. Translated from the Danish
by Harold C. Jensen. Published by the Central Committee of Young
People’s Leagues in the Danish Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America. 1930. 329 pages, 8 X561;. Price, $1.50.

The author of this book, who died some time ago, was pastor of

a large Lutheran congregation in Copenhagen, Denmark. The foreword

by Dr. John R. Mott says that he gradually came to be regarded as the
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