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- Pieper:%(l)%igcl'cla 852‘5?'\7&? mm‘wlﬂ::ﬁ'-%‘&glgém%tliches
baren ftraft er, Jef. 17, 10 ff. @ilt nicht unter Menfdjen Undantbars
Yeit filc bie {ivdrzefte lntugend?

B. Jm Herzen jollen twir Gott danfen, indbem i 8 ancrfennen,
baf wic alle dieje Wobltaten vori im empjangen, V. 8a. — Sdjreiben
toir bad Gute, dasd tir im Leben geniefen, uns felbjt au? 1Ko 4,7.
©Obder Balten wir ed fitr gang felbjtverjtandlich, daf uns bies alled jus
fillt: vicle8 vor Taufenden von andern Menjdien; alles ofne umfer
Werdienft und Witrdigleit? Muf uns Gott vielleidht exjt dicfe ober jene
Segmung, an die wir una jo getwihnt Haben, entzichen, um und gu diejer
Crlenntnid gu bringen?

C. Obwobl unfer Dant von Herzen fonmen foll, jo foll ex bod
nidht im Herzen Oleiben; ivir jollen Gdott danfen mit dem HMunde,
8.1.2b. JIm Familienfreife: Tijdhgebet; Haudandadt. [Jm 58::!:5_1:
mit der Welt: Vefenninis. Vor allem im Gotteshaus, im BVerein mit
andern Ehrijten, B. 4; nidht nur gur Stirdge gehen, um gu bitten, jons
bern bor allem aud), um zu danfen; tvenn tvir in der Stirdje find, nidt
{dweigend Ddafipen, fondern mitfingen, Pf. 26, 6—8. Dad bringt
Gomnenjdjein audy in ein triibed Qeben, in unjer cigened und in bads
jenige anderer Leute.

D. Mit der Tat, B. 2a, indem wir Gottes Wort unfers Fubed
LQeudhte und cin Lidt auf unferm Wege fein lajjen; nicht blok Horer,
fonbern Tdter ded Wortesd find. Nicht nur direft nad) der erjten Zafel
de8 Gefehses; Ivir bienen ihm aud durd) den Niichjten, wenn it ben
Diirftigen Helfen, Rom. 12, 18; Matth. 26, 40; den geiftlicdh Axmen bad
Evangelium bringen. — , Mit Freuden”, , mit Frohloden”; nidt aud
Pilidhtgefiihl, jondern ausd Herzensdbrang. Fehlt 8 baran Dei uns, jo
Baben wir alle Mrjadie 3u erjdreden und BVufe gu tun.

Wie alled Gute, jo muf der Heilige Geijt aud) die recdhte Dantbars
feit in uns virfen. Laft und ihn Heralidh darum bitten: ﬂig 243. 1.

Theological Observer. — Rirdjlidj-Seitgefdjictliches.

I. Amerika.

Ausd ber Synobe. Wir lefen im College Administration Bulletin bom
Februar 1081: ,MWad miifien tir unjern Standidaten auf ifren Lebends
toeg mitgeben, Damit fic den einen Jwed ihred Amted crfiillen !iinmp?
Wir miiffen fie in den Spraden twohl griinben. Sie miijffen tiiditig im
Gebraud) der Landedfpradie fein, fo daf fie darin in anfpredjender MWeife
das Wrot bes Lebens ausipenden Ionnen. Sie miifjen meiftend aber aud
immer nod) ber deutiden Spradie maditig fein, jo daf jie, ofne ein ges
fibte8 Obr durd) Spradjdniber au beleidigen und e8 ihrer Botfdaft au
perjdliefen, da8 Gvangelium in bdiefer Spradhe vertiindigen Iomnen. Eie
milfien alle biefe Sprade fo roeit beherrjdhen, bafy fie aus bem in diefer
©pradie nicbergelegten Shak tvalhrer Theologie unmittelbar fddpfen Mns
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nen, jonberlid) aus [uiher. €8 mufy twenigitend ein guier Teil der fans
bibaten aud imftande fein, die Heilige Schrift in iGren Urfpraden, Hebriifd
und @riedhifd, gu lefen und bdarin zu foriden und ebenjo aus ben Ilateis
nifdien Funbgruben Iutherijher Theologie Saft und Nxaft zu Holen. Die
Spradjen miifjen und anliegen, {o licb 1m3 dad Cvangelium ift. Dennod)
find fie nidht daBd alle8 andere iiberidfattende Hauptitiid. Dad Evangelium
bleibt ecine fraft Gottes, aud) wenn e3 in mangelfafter Sprade bors
getragen tvirb; und tvem e8 gu Pergen gebt, der tvird aud) gerne {pradys
Tie lUncbhenBeiten iiberhsren um ded CEvangeliumd tvillen. Unbdererjeits
mag in glingendjier Sprade dad verbderblidijte Seelengift borgetragen
fverdben. So miditig daher bie Spradien audy find, fo fonnen fie dod) nidht
bas eine Pauptitiid jein, dad tir unter allen Mmijtinden mitgeben milfjen.
Wir miiffen unfere jungen Leute ausgicbig in den Naturiviffenjdaften,
sciences, unterridhten. JIn unjern Gemeinden finden fid) immer mehe
foldie, bie ecine Hodiihulbildung, ja ecine Golleges oder gar Univerjitdiss
bilbung genojjen Haben. Sollen diefe Pajtor und Lehrer adjten, jo milfjen
bie Iepteren ifnen an Wijjen in bdiefen Stitden gleid) jein. Sie miiffen
bie widtigiten demijdien und phyjitalifhen Grundidbe und Formeln
fennen. Die biologijdien und geologijdien Forjungen miifjen ifnen fo
toeit belannt fein, bafy jie im Gfefpridy bdariiber nidht bejdjamt tverden.
Das ijt alled wahr. Wir jollen und wollen unjere Studenten in bdiefen
Cadien fo unterridhten, daf fie in bder Yusriditung ihres Amted umbes
Bindert findb. Aber gum Hauptgefidhtspuntt darf dod) aud) bas nidht ges
madjt twerben, und jwad ihuew von der Scdule Her ettwa fehlen midte,
fann gum grofjen FTeil burd) LQefen nadigeholt tverden. Dasfelbe gilt
aud) von Literatur, Gejdidie, PhHilojophic und andern Gegenjtinden. Sie
find nitig, aber nidit dasd cine, wad unter allen Umitdnden exforderlid ift.
©o ftebt 3 aud) mit der Mujif, mit gefeljdafilidem SHLHff und anderm.
Ras vor allem andern nitig, tvad unentbelhelid ift, woraunf ivic fteis bes
dadit fein miifjen, ift fejte, Heilige Begeifterung fiir [uthes=
rifde Lehre und Nirde. Vegeijiert miiffen fie fein fiic twabres
Luibertum, twenn jie von der Sdule abgehen. Gie miiffen bon gangem
Dexgen bavon iibergeugt fein, baf bic Iutherifdhe Lehre dad reine Ebans
gelium Giotted ijt, das allein Seelen felig madjen Iann. Wenn fie bei
ihrer Ordination oder Cinfiljrung am Altar Iniend jid) gum Glauben
unjerer Stirdie Defennen, muf dad3 aus vollfter fiberzeugung gefdjehen.
©ic miiffen mit dbem Beiligen BVorfals erfitllt fein, ibr ganged Leben dbem
Dienjt biefed ihred Mitherijden Gllaubend iwidbmen gu mwollen; bor feimen
Cnijagungen, Ieinen Strapagen, Ieinen MWiberiviirtigleiten, bie diefer Dienijt
ifnen au bringen verfpridit, biirfen fie guriidjdreden. Sie bdiirfen nidht
Halbhergige Arbeiter fein twollen, die nur gu bienen gedenfen, tvenn jie felbit
babei ifhre Laufbahn finden Ionuen. Wie rvedte BVaterlandsfreunde mit
freuden und Geller Vegeijterung ihrem Lanbde den Treueid jdjwiren, fo
miifien aud fie mit grofer Freude fidh threm Heiland gum Dienjt ftellen.
Gine fejte Wegeijterung mup ed fein. Sie diirfen nidht gu jenen gehdren,
die fid) von jedem Wind ber Lefre ivdigen und tviegen laffen, nidt au
benen, die immer bie Tahrheit fudjen und fie dod) nidht finden. Eine
Beilige Begeijterung muf es fein, die in mwahrer Bufe geboren tourbde und
in twabhrer Bufe gendbrt witd; cine Begeifterung, die treibt, eingig und
allein danad au ftreben, Dicfed Meid) ausgubreiten. Dad ift dad eine,
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was, foviel an und liegt, jebem Standidaten unferer Seminare mitgegeben
twerben follte. Died Biel miiflen ber Priifes ber Anftalt, bdie Dicettoren
unbd die Profefjoren ftets vor Sugen Haben. Dazu milffen fie bie Schiiler
ermutigen, bas ifnen immer tvicder mit Grnjt borfalten und mit Beiliges
Freubigleit vorleben. Davon miiffen fie fie nidt durd) gefeplidge Hors
berungen abjdireden. Dad milflen nidjt nur die Seminare gu ihrem Jiel
Baben, fonbern aud) bic Vorbercitungsjdiulen. Wenn ber Snabe in die
Gexta cintritt, muf ex finden, daf feine Qefrer auf bied cine bedadyt find,
und fo muf es bleiben, bi8 er dasd Jicl crreidht Hat.” g. 8.
iifer cine Dopyelfeier in unferm Goncorbin-Seminar ju Porto Alegre
beridjtet bad . Stirdjenblait” des Vrafilianijdien Dijtritis: ,Mit bem b=
{dluf ded Sduljahres Hat Mwicder eine fdhdne Ungahl unferer Stubenten
ibr Stubium beendet, um mun auf cin Jabhr gunddjt ald Vilare Hinauss
augehen in den Weinberg ded HCErrn und damit in dben Dienjt unferer Iitﬁfn
Tutherifden Stirdje in Siidbamerifa zu treten. Prof. F Cardjia predigte in
ber fanbesjpradie [portugiefijd] auf Grund von L[ui 24, 47. Mit bes
redten Worten filhrte er aus, wie unfer licber HErr JEus Chriftus ald
unfer tedjter Prophet und fein teured Wort gepredigt Gat und aud bis
an dad Gnbde der Tage und nod) fein feligmadjended Evangelium bers
Hindigen laft. @8 ijt ja fein Beiliger Wille, bafy alle feine Jiinger und
Ehriften allen Vdlfern aller Jeiten die frohe Votjdjaft bon ber Gnade
Gotted in Chrijto IEfu bringen jollen. Die jungen Arbeiter wurben ers
mafnt, dad8 Wort Ghrifti rein und lauter gu predigen in diefer lepien
Betriibten eit, am Abend der Welt, aber aud) ihr Ymt mit einem gotts
gefiilligen Qebendtvandel zu gieren und aljo mit Wort und Tat gu geugen
von bem einen, dad mot ift, jolange ¢8 Tag ift, ehe die Nadt ommt, M
niemand wicfen fonn.”  Mit der SAuljdluffeicr twurbe aud) die Feier
de3 fiinfundzmwanzigjibrigen Jubildums Dr. Jahns, ded Direltors der Une
jtalt, verbunbden. Dr. Jahn Hat fhon vor der Ynnahme bes YVerufs nn.ﬁ
Brafilien im Auslande gedient. Nad Abjolvierung unferer Unjtalt in
©t. Louis im Jahre 1905 .folgte er ald junger Predigtamislandidat einem
Rufe der Dinijd)«Ev.-Quth. SKirde nad) Stopenhagen, Dinemart, o et
al8 Pafjtor von 1905 bid 1914 diente. Nad) Norbamerila auriidgelehet,
unterridhtete er an unferm Gymnajium in Vrongville bei Nerw Porl. Jm
Qabre 1917 wurde er nad) BVloomficld, N. ., Derufen. Der bortigen Ges
meinbe ftand er in grofer Treue vor bis au jeiner Verufung an unjere
njtalt in Porto WAlegre im Jahre 1925“. 1llnter den fiic den Bilariatds
bienjt Cnilajfenen befindet fih cin Meger, . Alves, der filr bie Negers
mifjfion in Porto Alegre bejtimmt ijt. ,.J. Albes ging aus unjerer Negecs
gemeinde in Solide, Cangujfu, Gervor. CEr tourde von P. Aug. Dreis,
bem friiferen Miffionar und Pajtor der Gemeinde, fonficmiert und trat
im Jahre 1924 in unfere Anjtalt ein. Nun toicd er ald erfter fdivarger
TutBerifder Miffionar unter feinen Wolldgenojjen arbeiten.” . B.
How Liberalists Edge In.— The September issue of the Presby-
terian Magazine, “the official organ of the General Council of the Presby-
terian Church in the U. S. A.,” published a review on Dr. Shailer Mathews's
recent book The Atonement and the Social Process, written by Rev. McCor-
mick, Oil City, Pa. In the review Dr. McCormick denounced the Christian
doctrine of the atonement as old-fashioned and as one which “our scientific
age has outgrown.” To this he added: “Jesus, while suffering from others’
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maladjustment to personality-evolving forces of the cosmic process, tri-
umphed through His own adjustment to those forces and thus became our
Savior.” For this bit of evolutionistic blasphemy the Sunday-school Times
took the Presbyterian Magazine to task, but received insulting replies
from both the reviewers and the editor of the Presbyterian Magazine.
Both asserted that the book reviews do not “represent the editorial mind
and policy of the magazine,” but that the statements of the reviewer were
merely to characterize the contents of the book. In its reply the Sunday-
sohool Times says: “Not only in the Sunday-school Times, but in many
. other magazines, secular and religious, do the reviews state the editorial
mind and policy of the magazine. It was natural and proper therefore
for the Times to assume that the review comment on Dr. Mathews's book
reflected the views of the reviewer and of the editor of the magazine as
well as o statement of the position of the author of the book, since there
was no hint of any dissent in the review. Nor is Dr. McCormick accurate
when he says that the reviews in the Presbyterian Magazine are ‘usually
without praise or condemnation.’ In a recent issue of that magazine three
of six reviews commend the books under review; in the December issue
eight of thirteen reviews commend the books. One reading Dr. McCormick’s
review would suppose that it was intended to be commendatory of the book.

“An additional fact bearing on the matter is well known to the Pres-
byterian public. Dr. Hanzsche, the editor of the Presbyterian Magazine,
is one of the signers of the so-called ‘Auburn Affirmation,” which states
‘that the doectrine of inerrancy, intended to enhance the authority of the
Scriptures, in fact impairs their supreme authority for faith and life and
weakens the testimony of the Church to the power of God to salvation
through Jesus Christ. We hold that the General Assembly of 1923, in
agserting that the Holy Spirit did so inspire, guide, and move the writers
of Holy Scripture as to keep them from error, spoke without warrant of
the Scriptures or of the Confession of Faith.” The signers of the Auburn
Affirmation also deny that it is essential that Presbyterian ministers be
required to believe the virgin birth of Christ or the resurrection and
ascension of our Lord with the same body in which He suffered or Christ’s
death as an offering to satisfy divine justice and to reconcile us to God.
In view of these well-known facts it is not surprising that the editor of
the Times, with many others, would assume that the editor of the Presby-
terian Magazine sympathized with Dr. Shailer Mathews’s teachings and
that the review reflected this viewpoint. If the Times was mistaken, it
gladly corrects the mistake.”

The average reader will find it diflicult to assume that the T'imes was
mistaken. All who are acquainted with the tactics of modern Liberalists
will rather believe that Dr. McCormick, under the disguise of a book
review, was trying to smuggle into a journal still regarded as Christian
his antichristian blasphemies. Such strategy has been employed before
by men of perverse and reprobate minds. J. T. M.

Die Naturwiffenidaft cinft und jeist. Der ,SNirdenbote” bon Erespo,
rgentinien, gitiert aus ,Verhandlungen ded Nanjas-Diftrilts (26.)“: .Wie
find dodj bie Menjden BHeutzutage fo biel unbelannter mit ber Wahrheit
fiber Dinge, bie um jie fer find, ald feinergeit Adam [vor dem Fall]l A
®ott i§m bie Tiere vorfiihrie, da Hatte er nod) Teind berfelben fiubiert,
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nodj eine Veobadjtung und Crfahrung mit iGnen gemadit, fah bie meiften
toohl gum erftenmal; bdod) er braudjte fie nur angufehen und fanmte fie;
bas Heifst, ex toufte die WahrGeit iiber fie, fonnte jedem Tier cinen Namen
geben, der der Matur und dem [ived de8 Tieres vollfommen ent]
Denn diefe Namen, die Adam den Ticren gab, waren nidt eine toillliics
lidge Budjjtabengujammenitellung, tvic die Namen find, die wir den Tieven
acben, ald: Stuh, Pferd, Sctvein, Hubn ufw.; diefe MNamen fagen iibe
die Matur des Tiered nidhtd aus; fondern 8 ijt, iwie Lutber fagt: ET
teiy ofne alled jonderlidhe Gingeben und newe CErleudjtung ober Offens
Darung, allein durd) bie BVortrefilidhleit feiner Natur, eined jeglidhen Natur
und Gigenfdiaft, davon exr cinem jeden cinen Namen feiner Natur gemap
und bequem gibt.! 1nd fo Gat Adam aud) alle anbern Gejdipfe Gotted
griindlid) gefannt und durdjjdhaut, wenn er jie nur anfah, und mar fo
imjtande, alle in feinen Dienjt su nehmen, Ivie er ja nad) Gotted Ordnung
al8 Perrjder iiber die Sireaturen aud) tun jollte. Diefe bolfommene (G
fenntnis ber Wafrheit diber natiiclige Dinge, die Adam fidh nidt erft
mitbfam criverben mujste, jondern die ihm aneridaffen tvar, ift durd ben
Simbdenfall verlorengegangen. Durd) die Siinbde ift ded Menfden fBers
ftand fo verfinjtert worden, dafy er aud) das nidht mehr redjt fennt, tvad e
body tiglich vor DAugen Hat, fondern twenn er ettvad iwifjen twill, mit biel
Milhe, lntojten und Scjiveif e8 lernen mufy; und felbft dann bleibt wale,
wad bad Diftum befagt: ,Ins Jnnere der Matur dringt fein eridaffence
Geijt.’ Wenn Ivir die natiicliden Dinge audy nur an der Oberflide
cinigermafen Iennengelernt Haben, miiffen ir und jdhon gufrieden geben,
und je mehr Walhrheiten i ticflid fennenlernen, dejto mebhr erfennen
toix, vie groy dad Giebiet ift, tworiiber mir nidjts ivijjen.” B
Science and Theology. — An article in the St.Louis Christian Ad-
vocate tells about the experiences of the writer at Union Seminary during
the past summer. The views he either arrived at or was confirmed in
through his contact with the teachers and students of Union Seminary are
interesting. He writes: “Certain developments scem to me apparent in
our modern religious attitude. In the first place, there scems to be &
feeling that science alone does not hold the golden key that will unlock
all mysteries and bring healing to all our wounds. Science is useful to
observe and classify; but it is out of its domain when it tries to speak
on ultimate questions. That is the dominion of religion and philosophy,
and many modern religionists are recognizing that science and religion
work in two different fields, for the most part, and that the theologian has
as much right to speak with authority in his field as the scientist in his
field. The province of the scientist is not to teach religion, but science;
the theologian’s task is to teach religion, not science. This attitude leads
to a new interest in mysticism as the immediate apprehension of God in
the personal life of the individual., This is not a new idea to Methodists.
“Along with this there comes a ritualistic revival. The beauty of our
newer churches is an indication that people are longing for more beauty in
religion. One sees an increasing interest in liturgies, vestments, and
symbolism. A greater emphasis is placed upon the Sacrament of Holy
Communion as the central act of worship. People are weary of dull,
drab services, where God is only vaguely felt; they want a vital, colorful,
suggestive service, where His very presence is known. Methodism, with
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its fine heritage, is in a position to lead in this reunion of spiritual religion
and beautiful form, and we are missing a great opportunity if we do
not do so.”

This is eloquent testimony to the fact that a religion which is based
on human reason does not satisfy. At the same time it is evidence that
the author has not as yet gained a clear vision of what is the heart and
kernel of true religion, namely, the Cross of Christ, where we are offered
peace and forgiveness. People who think they can find happiness in some
exalted emotion or in religious feelings will ultimately find that they
have been deceived. We are thankful for the author’s insistence on the
principle that science must not dictate to religion. The other side of this
principle, according to which religion must not dictate to science, is true
too, of course. It must not be taken to mean, however, that the Bible
statements pertmmng to the world about us have to be discarded. The
Scriptures are true in everything they say. A.

Incongruity of the Union of Church and State in England. —
One of our exchanges informs us that Premier Ramsay MacDonald has
an odd problem on his hands in the fact that he has to make an ecclesias-
tical appointment which nobody seems willing to accept. It is a bishopric
that is to be filled, and in spite of the very high salary paid, namely,
£3,000 annually, the man whom Mr. MacDonald would like to place into
this position has consistently refused to accept the appointment. The
reason is a rather worldly one. The bishop in question must occupy and
support the bishop’s castle, — Hartlebury Castle is the name,—and it
seems the maintenance of it would require more ample means than even the
munificent salary mentioned would furnish. What a spectacle! A prime
minister, himself a Presbyterian, has to appoint an Anglican bishop, and
one of the essential qualifications the appointee must possess is his being
a man of large means. This episode ought to mark a big step forward
on the road to disestablishment. A,

The U. L. C. on Divorce. — We are glad to chronicle that the U.L.C.
Committee on Moral and Social Welfare presented a Scriptural report on
the question of divorce, concerning which, as is well known, some Lutherans
are not adhering to the position taught in the Bible. The report is espe-
cially important on account of the lengthy and thorough exposition of the
meaning of desertion.

After having considered the significance of marriage and the rupture
of marringe relations through adultery, the question is taken up by the
authors whether desertion conmstitutes a Seriptural ground for divorce.
The pertinent passages in 1 Cor. 7 are quoted, and then the authors con-
tinue: “It is the meaning of this expression, ‘not under bondage,’ therefore,
which is the erucial question. The interpretation which has been given to
it by those who have found in it a justification for divorce has been ‘not
under bondage to the marriage relation.’ This was the meaning which
Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli gave to it, which has since been followed by
the majority of Lutheran and Reformed dogmaticians and exegetes and
which has been widely accepted among Protestant Christians. When so
interpreted, its import is that the marriage bond is effectually severed by
desertion, enabling the deserted one to secure a legal divorce and permitting
him, when so divorced, to marry again without violating any Christian
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principles. Over against this view is the view of those who maintain that
the expression justifies separation, but carries with it no right of remar-
ringe.” The authors discuss various objections which have been raised
against the view of Luther and the other reformers and show that these
objections are not tenable. On the nature of the desertion involved here
they say: “One fact ought not to be lost sight of in the whole discussion,
namely, that the desertion must be final and complete. This probably was
in the apostle’s mind when he added the warning, ‘But God hath called us
to peace.’ . . . Nothing humanly possible should be left undone to prevent
the descrtion, or, if this occurred, to bring about a reconciliation. Only
after these cfforts had failed, was the marriage to be considered dissolved.
The Church, at any rate, has felt the necessity of safeguarding itself in
this particular by so interpreting the mind of the apostle. It has insisted
that desertion must be ‘malicious’ in order to be a justifiable cause for
divorce and that only those who have been deserted in this way can be
married again with the sanction of the Church. In every other instance
it has insisted upon separation without the right of remarriage.” A.

“The Lutheran Herald.” —The Lutheran Church will not remain
without an official paper called the Lutheran Herald. The Lutheran
Herald of the Jowa Synod discontinued publication December 13 in favor
of the Lutheran Standard of the new American Lutheran Church. Upon
consultation with the Board of Publication of the Norwegian Lutheran
Church of America and other church officials the editor of the Lutheran
Church Herald, Rev. G. T. Lee, announces that hereafter that paper will
drop its middle name, becoming the Lutheran Herald. —N. L. C. B.

On the Control of the Press by Rome. — Prof. John B. Kelso of
the College of Wooster, a Presbyterian, said in o public address, as reported
in the Lutheran Companion of January 31: “Why is it legitimate for the
Pope’s criticisms of our Protestant churches to be published while any
similar criticism of the Catholic Church is tabued in our press? Is Upton
Sinclair correct in his dingnosis of the relation of the Roman Catholic
hierarchy and the American press? At any rate, the spectacle is strange.
A minority of our population dictates news to our papers. Our boasted
freedom of the press in some respects is a dead letter. It is mot so in
England, where freedom is still o reality. If Dean Inge should deliver
a lecture in London on the theocratic imperialism of the Church of Rome,
the papers would report it verbatim. In our country there would be
absolute silence in our secular press. No metropolitan journal would
publish this address. That honor would remain to the Christian Science
Monitor.” Professor Kelso, we take it, does not want to make the secular
press a vehicle for religious controversies, but calls attention to the state
of affairs as & secular matter. And this state of affairs neceds watching.
For the Catholic hierarchy, adept in political intrigue, needs watching.
For whatever secular power it gnins is wielded in the interest of its
ceclesiastical and religious aims. E.

Close Communion According to the “Lutheran.” — An editorial
in the Lutheran discusses the important question whether Holy Communion
is to be administered promiscuously to all who may wish to receive it or
whether a church and its pastor are to exercise supervision, preventing
people who are unworthy from attending the Lord’s Table. In the views
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which are propounded there seems to be a strange blending of truth and
error. The editorial says: “Lutherans are sometimes described as ‘close
communionists.’ If by that term one means that pastors and congregations
do their utmost to administer the Sacrament of the Altar in the way in
which we believe the Lord Himself defined it and to protect those partici-
pating from receiving it in that state of unworthiness as to which St. Paul
gave warning, then we are ‘closc communionists.” If denominational bound-
ary lines or any conditions other than those above referred to are thought
of, we are not ‘close communionists.’”

To apprehend the viewpoint of the Lutheran, we have to take cog-
nizance of its further remark that the Lord’s Supper was not instituted
to express the unity of the Church, but to confer spiritual blessings on the
individual believer. It adds that “the right of the individual to receive
and the right of the congregation to administer the Lord’s Supper” must
not be interfered with by what we term denominationalism or membership
in a certain church organization or synod. “Persons believing its [the
Sacrament’s] meaning, accepting it with repentant hearts, hungering and
thirsting after righteousness, discerning the Lord’s body, ‘remembering His
death, determined to better their lives from day to day,’ and having exam-
ined themselves, may not be refused this means of grace. While these
qualifications are deeply spiritual, they are yet fairly capable of discern-
ment g0 long as the individual is the unit of concern and the congregation
is conscientious in providing for proper explanation and self-examination.
It is when groups are made the unit of worthiness that errors creep in.”

The last sentence evidently gives expression to one of the chief thoughts
of the editorial: membership in a certain group does not per se disqualify
one with respect to admission to the Lord’s Table; it would be wrong for
a church to say, All who belong to this or that denomination or synod or
congregation may not commune at our altar. It will be admitted that the
editorial in the paragraph just quoted splendidly enumerates most of the
qualifications of n worthy communicant — acceptance of what the Bible
says on the Eucharist, repentance, hunger and thirst after God’s pardon,
discerning of the Lord’s body, remembering His death, the resolve to be
more loyal to Christ in one’s conduct, self-examination. All these matters
are of the utmost importance. But is the editorial justified in omitting
in its list the negative qualification, that one does not belong to a heterodox
church-body, and the positive one, that the individual in question either
is a member of, or is willing to unite with, a congregation that is not
guilty of sponsoring erroneous teachings? That is the question we are
facing.

That we here are not misunderstanding the position of the Lutheran
seems evident from the paragraphs that follow, from which we quote those
sentences that appear most relevant. “Just as the practise of ‘joint com-
munions’ with non-Lutherans in order to indicate unity with them is
illogical, so is a blanket ruling on admission to the Lord’s Supper which
a general body drafts in order to emphasize the importance of some truth
or to indicate disapproval of some organization. A major Lutheran prin-
ciple is therein violated. We are not ignorant of the fact that in 1875
the General Council passed what has come to be known as the Galesburg
Rule. The occasions of this action were the prevalence of a controversy
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on Chilinsm, the conviction that membership in secret societies was en-
dangering the Christian faith of many members of Lutheran churches, and
the feeling that exchange of pulpits — non-Lutheran preachers delivering
sermons to Lutheran congregations — was corrupting the purity of doctrine,
which Lutheranism is bound to keep free from errors. That real harm
was being done the Church by false doctrine and dependence on morality
rather than faith in Christ is hardly open to denial. But the enactment
of the blanket rule, which resulted in refusing the Lord’s Supper to one
worthy of reeeiving it and secking its benefits on the ground that his
synod did not belong to the General Council was an illustration of eccle-
siastical scizure of power. Fitness for the Sacrament is intensely in-
dividual. Stewardship of its administration is a congregational pre-
rogative.”

The Galesburg Rule, it will be recalled, reads: “Lutheran pulpits for
Lutheran ministers only; Lutheran altars for Lutheran communicants
only.” The Lutheran, by implication, now calls this rule an “illustration
of ecclesinstical seizure of power.” It favors the position that membership
in a church denying the Lutheran doctrine does not per se bar a person
from being admitted to Communion at a Lutheran altar. If this is right,
then members of the Roman Catholic, of Calvinistic, of Arminian, and
other erring churches may be admitted to the Lord’s Supper by a Lutheran
pastor, provided they possess the qualifications mentioned nbove. Would
such a practise be Seriptural? We must say, No. 1) There is only one
Church which hLolds the Bible doctrine of the Lord’s Supper, and that is
the Lutheran Church. If members of other churches hold the Lutheran
position on the Lord’s Supper, they are inconsistent and must leave their
Church as soon as they have realized the incongruity of their status;
otherwise they will violate the principle of truthfulness and honesty.
2) Members of a division of the Lutheran Church where, while the true
doctrine of the Lord’s Supper is taught and confessed, other doctrines are
perverted, cannot be admitted to our altars, not only because they belong
to the flock of some other pastor, who is responsible for their souls’ welfare,
but also because they cannot be recognized by us as brethren as long as
they continue in such a church-body. When the Lord’s Supper is admin-
istered, those partaking of it indicate that they mean to be loyal to Jesus
and His Word. How, then, can we admit a person whose confessional
position involves disloyalty to the Word of our heavenly Master? Before
such an individual can commune with us, we have to nscertain that the
disloyalty of his church-body is not shared by him, and when this has been
established, then faithfulness to the Word of our divine Teacher will compel
the individual we are dealing with to sever the connection which he himself
deprecates. We are very sorry to see the Lutheran leaving the foundation
laid after much discussion and debate by the leaders of the General Council,
and we hope that this defection from the sound Seriptural position will
not be permanent. A.

Bur widitigen Sadie bed beutfdien Unterridyts. Der .Luth. Herold*
beridhtet: ,fiber cinen Bejud) im Wartburg College der American Lu-
theran Church teilt bad ,Stircjenblatt’ unter anberm das Folgende mit:
Der deutidje lnterridht ift eind der mwiditigiten Fadjer in unferm College,
toeil Bier bie Sirdfte Herangebilbet twerben follen, bie fpater in unfern
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@emeinden al8 Prediger bed Evangeliums titig fein jollen. Audh unfere
auliinftigen Pajtoren twerden reidlidy Gelegenbeit finden, ja gendtigt fein,
in ber deutfdhen Spradhe zu predigen und zu amtieren, trop der fdnellen
Umerifanifierung unferer Gemeinden. Darum ift der deutfdhe Unterridht
nidt nur von {diveriviegender Bedeutung, jondern Hat aud) feine bejons
beren Sdjivierigleiten. Wenn unfere Schiiler ivie auf andern Scdhulen fid
blofy eine [efefertigfeit anzueignen braudjten, um im bejten Falle fahig
gu fein, deutfdj-tHeologijfe Sdjriften gu Iefen, dann ivire die Sdivierigs
Leit nidgt fo grof, und unjere [ehrer Hitten eine tweit leichtere Unfgabe.
€3 ijt aber etivad anderes, eine Spradie, die nidht mehr Mutteriprade ift,
orthographifd), grammatijl und jtiliftijd fehlerlod {dhreiben und darin
ffentlih reben gu onnen, ald nur eine Lefefenninid der Sprade au bes
figen. Daf dad Jicl ded linterrichtd audy ift, die deutfhe Sprade ridtig
fdjreiben au Yonnen, davon jollte id) al8bald (lelegenheit Haben, mid) zu
fibergeugen. n der erjten beutfdjen Stunbe, die i) befudhte, wurde ben
©djiilern ber 3wei oberen Afademiellaffen ein Diltat gegeben. Naddem
i) mid) bavon iibergeugt Hatte, dDaf bie [ebrerin deutlidh artitulierte, fo
baf die Sdhiiler bdie ridhtigen Nmlaute und Silben Hitten vernehmen miiffen,
fdaute id) ben Schiilern iiber die Sdhultern Hintweg auf dad Papier. Die
Acbeiten twaven nidt fehlerfrei, aber aud) nidhit fo mangelGaft, daf bie
Rehrerin bie rote Tinte BHitte beridjivenden milfien, um alled Fehlerhafte
angujtreidhen.’ Der Weridhterftatter teilt bann mit, wie er aud eine der
hoheren Silajfen befudyte, bie joeben Leffing Ias. Mit dem Refultat, das
in biefer $tlafje errcicht tourde, war er ebenfalld fehr ufrieben. Dod)
Bemertt er: Nidjtsdejtotveniger bin i) mir beiwuft, daf e8 aud) minders
tertige ¥rbeiten gibt und bdaf; je Idnger, je mehr ber deutfdie lUnterricht
filc und gu cinemt Problem mwird, dad nidt durd) unnstige und unliebfame
Striti? der beireffenden Rehrer geldjt tvicd.! Cr {dligt daher den folgens
ben Plan jur Lijung des Problems vor: ,Wollen wir dad erreidjen, daf
unfere gufiinftigen Pajtoren ecin wohllautended und angiehended Deutid
reden und fdjreiben Ionnenm, dbann miiffen mir qud) verjuden Grofes au
tun und bereit jein, die ndtigen Opfer gu bringen. JIn Sdaren iehen
junge Amerifaner, Herren und Damen, iiber dben Ogean, um im alten
CGuropa, jei e8 England, fei e3 Franfreid), fei e8 Deutfdland, gu jtudieren, -
um curopdifdhe Denf und Lebendart fennengulernen. Solde Studiens
reifen twerben ihnen Fum Teil burd) ben ,,StubentenAustaujddienft™
moglid) gemadyt, der Hiiben und driiben gemeinjdafilid) arbeitet. Sollten
it un8 al8 Amecrican Lutheran Church nidit aud) baran beteiligen
linnen? Gelbjt wenn bdiefer Weg fiir und nidit gangbar wire, follten Ivic
nidt jtart genug fein, unjere eigenen Wege zu gehen und unfere jungen
theologifdien Stanbdidbaten fiic zivei Semefter nad) Deutfhland gu fenben?
Jd) bin getvif, daf fid) bann ihr fteifes, ungelented oder, vie ein Deutfdjer
e8 beurteilte, ,furiofes” Deutjd) in einen wohlgefilligen Stil vertvandeln
toiitbe. Dajzu wiicbe die Qiebe und bdie Hodjadjtung gu dbem Lanbe der
Biter und der Wiege der Meformation erjtarfen, und reidlidher Segen
tviitbe auf unfere Gemeinden 3uritdflicken. = I glaube, GHier Lige eine
Befonders grofie und Berrlidhe ufgabe filr bie CErziehungsbehorde bder
American Lutheran Churchf“ @ollte ber Plan im grogeren Mapitab
gur Ausdfithrung fommen, o diirfte er der Amerilfanijdj-Buiferijden Sirdhe
pielleidit berhingnisvoll merden. Die Binilbergefhidten Studenten wiics
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ben ofne Btoeifel mehr .bdeutfdhe THeologie” Iernen ald Deutfd. Diefed
Unbeil midten mwir der Amerifanijdy-Lutferijen Sirdje, die im allges
meinen bod) eine fo Iobendiverte Stellung gegen bie moberme THeologie
Deut{dlands genommen Hat, nidht anwinfden. 3 TR

To What Degree Are the Lutheran Landeskirchen of Germany
Lutheran? — The Living Church of September 6, 1030, published an article
by the Rev. Oskar Wetklo telling “why o German-American became a priest
of the Church.” We are not now concerned with the reason impelling him
to leave the Lutheran for the Episcopalinn Church. Wo shall merely set
it down here without examining it. “To sum it all up: Why did I, &
German-American, become an Episcopalinn? We believe that every country
should have one Church which historically belongs to it. This Church must
bo a branch of the Catholic Church (without riding any hobby) in which
not only the faithful members, the Sacraments, and the Word are visible,
but also the authorized ministry. . .. Let us learn from Christ; He was
and remained a member of His visible Church. Even though the priests
and people turned the house of God into a den of thieves, perverted the
Word of God, persecuted and slew the saints and the Son of the Most High,
He continued to be loyal to His Church. There can be only one Church,
and we believe in the one holy Catholic and Apostolic Church.,” We prefer
not to dissect the theological views here struggling for utterance. But we
are interested in this paragraph: “Before we close, we wish to explain
why it is generally assumed that the Evangelical Germans are Lutherans.
In many churches in Germany the Lutheran form of worship and liturgy
predominates; the buildings and church architecture are generally in the
old church style. Likewise in most congregations the Lutheran Catechism
is the basis of religious instruction. None the less we believe we are right
in saying that the Calvinistic teaching relative to the Sacraments prevails.
Therefore we come to the general conclusion that the Evangelical Chureh
in Germany is Lutheran in form, but Calvinistic in doetrine.”

Prof. P. H. Buehring of Columbus, 0., answered this paragraph in the
Living Church of December 6, 1930. “I have never heard that it is ‘gen-
erally assumed that the Evangelical Germans are Lutherans.” As a matter
of fact, any intelligent American who has only the most superficial sources
of information at his command should know that there are Lutheran,
Reformed, and ‘Evangelical’ churches in Germany, the last-named being
a denomination resulting from an external union of Lutheran and Reformed
in certain states of the German republic. If the writer refers exclusively
to these ‘Evangelical’ churches, his statement is too broad. There is no
such thing as ‘the Evangelical Church of Germany. In a number of
German states, Prussia, for example, the Landeskirche (i. e, the “territorial
Church,” the direct successor to the official state church before the revolu-
tion) is ‘Evangelical’; in others it is Lutheran; in a few it is Reformed.
All these churches, which are separate and indcpendent organizations,
have formed a federation knmown as Der Evangelische Kirchenbund, which
functions in Germany somewhat like our American Federal Council of the
Churches of Christ, though its membership also includes a number of
church-bodies outside of Germany, and which leaves the doctrinal status
of its members untouched. The Lutheran church-bodies, such as those
in Saxony, Mecklenburg-Schwerin, Mecklenburg-Strelitz, the Prussian
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province of Hanover, etc., cannot be considered ‘Calvinistic in doctrine’
by any stretch of the imagination. . . . It may be true of some sections in
the Prussian Union Church and others of like character, but to claim that
in such Lutheran churches as, c.g. the Saxon or the Hanoverian, the
Calvinistic doctrine of Baptism and the Lord’s Supper is taught and
believed is simply preposterous. I have in my own library sermon books
published by Lutheran pastors in those churches and catechetical helps
recommended to pastors for use in religious instruction preparatory to
confirmation; I have also for years been a reader of the leading theological
weekly published in Leipzig, Saxony; but I declare I have never discovered
the least evidence of n leaning towards Calvinism. Neither did I find
such evidence in the summer of 1914, when I visited Lutheran friends and
relatives in Germany, nor among German Lutheran immigrants in this
country with whom I have come in frequent contact. . . .” Prof. Dr. Julius
Richter’s (Berlin) reply is published in the same issue, from which we
quote this one sentence: “Lutheranism everywhere bases its convictions
on the Bible as the inspired Word of God; it is deeply convinced that the
Lutheran doctrine in its principles and major [7] issues is identical with
the fundamental [?] doctrines of the Pauline letters and of the gospels
and is deeply convinced that this is a satisfactory and sufficient basis for
the Church.” As to the statement that “Lutheranism everywhere bases its
convictions on the Bible as the inspired Word of God,” it is a notorious
fact that the great majority of the Lutheran theologians of Germany do
not believe that the Bible is the inspired Word of God. As to the doctrine
of the Sacraments, Prof. Buchring is right in the main. There may be
exceptions, but the Rev. 0. Wetklo is not “right in saying that the Cal-
vinistie teaching relative to the Sacraments prevails.”

But still we ask, To what degree are these Lutheran territorial
churches Lutheran? The pastoral conference of the Hanoverian Free
Church, at its meeting last year, pointed “to certain happenings at the
sessions of the Lutheran World Conference, the growth of the unionistic
principle as evidenced in the cooperation between the evangelical churches
of Germany and certain things that took place at the Augustana celebration
in Augsburg,” and declared: “Are we not compelled to refuse fellowship
to the ‘Lutheran’ territorial churches if they absolutely refuse to abandon
their unionistic ways and if the confessional groups in these churches
continue to content themselves with mere verbal protests!” “We dare
not take it upon ourselves to instruct members of our Lutheran Free
Church who have moved into the territory of ‘Lutheran’ territorial churches
to worship at their altars. For they would there find themselves con-
fronted with conditions which, we are convinced, are intolerable in a
Lutheran Church.” The Ev.-Luth. Freikircke, which reports this in its
issue of December 7, 1030, adds: “We have been convinced long since
that the conditions obtaining in the ‘Lutheran’ territorial churches are
intolerable, since it is manifest that they do not think of abandoning their
unionistic ways and the protests of those churchmen who would adhere to
the confessions fall upon deaf ears. But since this applies to all territorial
churches, which are essentially alike, differing only by degrees,—all of
them are members of the German Evangelical Church Federation (Der
Deutsche Evangclische Kirchenbund) and are responsible for its activ-

20
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ities,— we believe, too, that all Christians who, belonging to these terri-
torial churches, wish to enter upon altar-fellowship with congregations of
the Free Church should be required, as a matter of conscience, to renounce
these ungodly and therefore intolerable conditions and sever their connec-
tion with the territorial Church.” E.

Are We Holding Too Many ConferencesP — The Presbyterian
draws attention to a condition in the Christiann Church of to-day which
calls for serious consideration. We are not prepared to say that the re-
marks of the Presbyterian correctly describe the situation in our own
circles; at any rate, however, they furnish food for thought and may
serve as o warning lest conditions reach the danger stage. Here are the
remarks of the Presbyterian: —

“An amazing number of conferences are called, all on good and worthy
subjects. As a rule, some of the same people are found in each. People
give excellent addresses upon the subjects in which they are interested
and expert. These conferences have no authority of any kind and generally
utter some final statement, setting forth a conclusion which is without
serious objection. But a few questions arise in our mind. Do they bring
forth results commensurate with the time and expense involved? Do they
reach and affect more than a few leaders? Do they get beyond the small
circle which gathers? We have a notion that the great need to-day is
not more conferences, but a diligent labor of pastors and church people in
their own fields. We know these things, and we will be happier if we
do them. It is not usual for a constant attendant upon conferences to be
very successful in his home church. We recall one who gained an eminence
in Christian Endeavor work. He attended all gatherings of ‘leaders’ under
that name and gained attention, being president of his State. It was
amazing to discover, as we did by chance, that in his own church the
Christian Endeavor Society had dwindled to a small, expiring effort.
At home he had no interest at all and did not stimulate those about him
in the things he proclaimed so eloquently at a conference. After all,
the one who sustains and promotes great, beneficial ‘movements’ is he that
labors diligently in his own place and among his own people.” A.

IL. Xusland.

Offentlidie Bortrige unferer freifirdliden Britber in Dentidland.
Die ,Freilivdje” beridtet: ,Die Vortragdmiffion unferer Kirdje ift im
abgelaufenen Bierteljahr ihren Gang gegangen. JIn Oftpreugen Hielten
anfdjliegend an bdie SNirdjealiveibe in Tiljit die PP. Gerp, JMeher und
§. Dilbener BVortrige. Anfdjliefend war in Eydtfuhnen, Gumbinnen und
Jnjterburg eine Wortragdmwodie, in der ber Leptgenannte und P. Sped
fpradien. €8 Iann gejagt twerbenm, daf giemlid) immer cine chbenfo grohe
Yngall bon Fremben ivie bon Gemeinbeglicbern antvefend fvar, immers
bin ein Ergebnis, dad8 man bei einfadjen Gotteddienjten ber ujtdndigen
Paftoren nur gang felten erveift. Aud) find tvir aufer durd die Bors
trdge felbjt burd) bie Beihmgdangeigen, Panbdzeitel und Plafate mebr
Belannt gemorden. 1nd das ift ja unfere Pficht, da twir mwiffen, daf wwic
wirllih dbad8 zu bieten Haben, wad ewig felig madt. JIn Dresben fanbd
am Reformationsfeft ein Gemeindeabend ber beiden bdortigen Gemeinben
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ftatt, au bem aud) mannigfad) Frembde gelaben und eridienen ftvaren.
€3 war bem Sdjreiber etivad cigen, ald ifm auf bdiefem Fefte ber neben
ifm figende Dr. M. (Glied der Lanbestirdje) fagte: ,Sie find u twenig
befannt! Sie treten gu wenig an die Dffentlidhleit.” Num, Gier gefhah
bad ja, und giwar IeineSivegd zum erften Male. Ymmerhin fann bieleidht
mebr gefdjefen, und givar allerorts. Am 11., 12. und 14. Degember fanden
in bem Ieinen Hirpel drei Wortrdge ftatt bon P. Hein, P. Dr. Kod) und
bem Oridpajtor, gu dbenen fid) biele Frembe von nah und fern verfammels
ten, jedenfall3 doppelt fo biel Frembde tvie cigene Glieder, aud foldje, die
fonft wobl Taum je in unfere Stirdje gefommen twaren. P. Hein fprady iiber
/Die Bibelforjdher, P. Dr. Stod) iiber ,Muguijtin’, P. Hiibener iiber ,Die
Subenfrage’. Die Jeitungen bded Sireifed bringen die ihnen fiberjandten
ausfilhrlidhen Beridhte iiber die Woririige ofne jebe Stiiraung. Solde
lingere ober liirgere Weridhterftattung gerabe mit den Hauptpuntien ber
Bortrdge nehmen bdie meiften Beitungen gerne auf. Audy das ift eine
Mifjionsaufgabe.” & 3.

Vittius Valens and the New Testament. Under this title,
Mr. E. K. Simpson of Ipswich, England, in the Evangelical Quarterly of
October, 1030, shows in an interesting manner how even ancient hooks
on astrology cast light on certain disputed words of the New Testament.
Valens, who according to the author lived in the second century after
Christ, wrote a comparatively unknown Greek astrological treatise bearing
the title Vettii Valentis Anthologiarum Libri. Mr. Simpson raises the
question, “What affinity worth naming can subsist between the contents
of Holy Writ and these vain dotings of a pagan soothsayer?” and thus
answers this question in the closing words of his interesting article: “As
an interpreter of stellar telegraphy we esteem his work rubbish; but, as
Pliny the Elder has observed, “No book is so bad that some profit cannot
be made of it’; and the profit of Valens, as we have sought to show, con-
sists in the cross-lights he reflects on the text of the Greek New Testa-
ment.” We quote a few passages of special interest: —

“The much-debated compound dsdxvevarog, 2 Tim. 3, 16, hardly met
with elsewhere save in one passage of Plutarch’s Morals (904), where it
occurs as an epithet of dreams, greets us in an interesting passage of our
author (IX, 1), in which he echoes Horace’s divinae particula aurae by
the assertion: ot w deiov év sjuiv Dedavevaror dnuiodpynua, o fairly con-
clusive proof that, as Dr. Warfield has elaborately argued, the word bears
a passive sense. Valens also makes use of the word #rogpopeiodac (II, 36)
like Menander in his Theophorumene, to signalize some form of divine
‘inspiration,” or actuation. Cf. 2 Pet.1,21.” (Page 393.)

“Nvyjusgor, 2 Cor. 11, 25. This interesting formation was clearly
requisitioned to denote a day of twenty-four hours in contrast with the
abridged reckoning of ‘the third day,’ etc., common both to sacred and
profane literature. It is found in a fragment of Plutarch (fip rvydnuipw,
AMor., VII, 54; Teubner), descriptive of a voyage, and may pass for a nau-
tical term. Astronomers likewise needed such an expression. So Valens
(VIII, 6; IX,4) has recourse to the equivalent sjusgorixrior (VII).”
(Page 395.)

“Much nonsense has been written concerning the sheer inadmissibility
of the old translation of Phil. 2,16: ‘holding forth the Word of Life,’ and

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol2/iss1/34 14



sodieper: Theplaeiiak Otsanvar. —Kihlidy4nitoqanlicadiches

all manner of grotesque substitutes for it have been propounded, not-
withstanding the clear example of such & sense of #wéyev, pointed out in
Theoer., XIII, 46. The fact that Paul's figure here is an astronomical one
seems to be generally ignored. Yet the noun gworijpes in the previous
verse' intimates luminaries not merely in the LXX and the papyri, but
in Valens himself (II, 32); and he repeatedly makes use of the verb
éxéyery (e. g., in LV, 21. 22; V, 11) to express the tidings which particu-
lar conjunctions of the stars tender or present to the sons of men. They
may ‘announce,’ for instance, a year of drought. Surely this usage lends
support to the traditional rendering. Another term around which con-
troversy has gathered, the éxilvaic of 2 Pet. 1,2, bids fair to receive its
quietus from Valens's unequivocal restriction of it (IV, 11; V, 9, etc.) to
the sense of elucidation, interpretation (German, Aufloesung), after ﬂll
model of its puent verb.” (Page 396.)

“The sdxepioraroc of Heb. 12,1 is confessedly a hard nut to cru'k
Half a dozen renderings are conceivable; but we hold that the old version
derives countenance from Valens’s constant use of the noun xepiovacis
to express the conception of straits, ‘embarrassments.” When Epictetus
applies the epithet dxsploraros to Diogenes (Arr., IV; 1,159), Liddell and
Scott translate the term ‘solitary,’ a description much more applicable
to Timon. We venture to think that our adjective unencumbered would
be nearer the mark; for Diogenes’s chief boast was that he was not ham-
pered by circumstances. In Hebrews simspioraros manifestly carries, as it
can do, an active sense.” (Page 397.) T. L.

Mission Activities of Mohammedans and Hindus.—In one of
our exchanges Dr. Dennert is quoted to the effect that Mohammedanism
in India is very much alive and in recent years has increased by nine
million adherents. While there are six Christian journals in India, the
Mohammedans have ninety. Proceeding from India, the Mohammedans
have founded more than two thousand mission socicties in China. In
Africa also the religion of Islam is on the increase. Cairo is its literary
center in North Africa. It has 474 daily papers at its disposal. Its Euro-
pean center is London, and it has mosques in a number of cities. In Berlin,
for instance, there are two. The other Asiatic religions are not nearly as
active in their attempts to gain adherents as is that of the Mohammedans.
But Hinduism is making some efforts to increase its dominion; it has
settlements in North America, and in San Francisco we find a Hindu
temple. Buddhism is carrying on a strong propaganda in Europe. Its
center in Germany is located at Frohnau, near Berlin. The Bible student,
while filled with sadness when he sees these antichristian religions gaining
ground, on the other hand is not surprised, for he will think of 2 Thess.
2, 11: “And for this cause God shall send them strong delusion that they
should believe a lie.” If men will not accept the truth, they are punished
with error and heresy. A.

Galvin und futher. BVei dber leftjabrigen ,Auguftanafeier ber Als
gemeinen Eb.-Luth. Stonfereng in Augsdburg” fagte nady bem BVeridt der
. €. 2. §.“ ber franzdfijd-Iutherifde P. L. Appia iiber Luiher und Ealbin:
~E8 barf nidjt bergefien iverben, baf die franzdjijdie Neformation, bie in
gelviffer QHinfidjt in ihren Urfpriingen von ber [utferijen Neformation
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ul}ﬂﬁﬁ&nnig ift [2], boch) bon Unfang an in enger BVegiehung au ihr jtand.
Die exften Hugenottijdhen Martyrer wurden al3 ,Qutferaner’ berurteilt und
bexbrannt. Der grofe Reformator Frantreidhs, Nean Calbin, ber bon
Genf ausd auf unfer Land einen Bebeutjamen geijtigen und organijatoris
‘I'tﬁ_en Einflug audiibte, empfand redit ftar? feine geiftige Bermwandijhaft
mit Martin Luiher und tvar wofl vertraut mit ber Uugsburgiffen Sons=
feffion. ,Jch Habe fie’, fo {dhrieb exr im Jabre 1557, .fhon lange freimillig
und bon gangent Pergen untergeicnet, da i fie ebenfo tvie ihren BWers
faffer berftehe.*” @alvin meint Hiex bie bon Melandjthon verdnbderte Con-
fessio variata, in ber Melandjthon den Reformierten uliebe bie beutlidje
Berwerfung dex reformierten Abfenzlehre auslieg. Im iibrigen twar Ealvin
ein o Beftiger Gegner der Iutherifden Stirde, daf exr fie bort gu berbrangen
fudite, tvo fie Bereitd bad Gebiet eingenommen Hatte. Er mwurde zu einem
fo enticjicdenen Feind ber Mitherijfen Stirde, tweil ihm die glaubensbriis
beclidie Gemeinjdjaft berjagt twutrbe. & B.

Cedi8 Thefen filr dern AGlaf am Kdner Dom. AYm Kolner Dom
foar lepted Jabr die folgende Vefanntmadjung angejdhlagen: ., Jubildumss
ablag; DWedingungen zur Gewinnmung”: ,1. Beidhte und Heilige Soms
munion (gur Ofterzeit geniigt nidht). 2. Drei Kirdjen miiffen je gweimal
bejudjt toerden an einem Tage ober an mefhreren Tagen berteilt. (Fiic
bie Ungehorigen unjerer Pfarrei find die drei gu befudjenden Sirdjen:
Dom, St. Martin, St. Aban.) 8. Wiihrend ded JYahres find aufer den
gebotenen mod) 3tvei andere Fajt= und Ubjtinengtage au Halten. 4. Das
borgejdjrichene Almofen fann man niederlegen in dem Opfexrftod mit Aufs
fbrift ,Jubildumsalmojen’. 5. Der Jubildumsablal ann jo oft gelwonnen
tverden, al8 bie Werle verrichtet twerden. Er fanm aud) den armen Seelen
augetwandt werben. 6. Die BVeidhtviter Haben die BVollmadjt, die BVerpflich=
tungen gur Gewinnung ded Ablafjesd in andere umzutvandeln. [Radtrag:]
Aufer dem Jubilitumsablaf geiwihrt der Heilige BVater filr jeden BVefud
De8 Allexbeiligiten cinen ABIaB von fieben Jahren und jieben Duadbragenen.
Das Domlapitel.” & B.

Gin ,Buriid€=au=Luther’=Nuf cined dent{dhen Paftors. P. Ernft
PHerrmann=Ejlingen Hat cine Lutheraudgabe fiic dad Vol unter dem Titel
»MMartin Luihers Ausgetviflte Werfe” geplant. Die Yusgabe joll fedd
Minde umfajfen, wovon der erjte joeben eridhienen ift. P. Perrmann Hat,
wasd er plante, nicht mehr jelbit Hinausfithren Wnnen. Die ,U. €. L. K.
beridjtet: ,Jn langem Siedhtum, dad ihn an bdad Stranfenbett bannte,
madjte cr fid) nod) an die Arbeit, ofhne fie hinausdfiijren zu Innen. Aber
ein irefflihes Geleitstvort jdjrieb er nod), dad dem erften Vanbde vors
gedrudt ift und gugleid) geigt, aud tweldem frommen, fiie Gott und feine
Sticdhe brennenden Geifte bas Mex? Hervorgegangen ift.”

A3 und der erfte BVand bdiefed Werles gu Gejidht fam, blieb dad Auge
auf biefem ,@eleitdtvort” Haften. EB gehort gum Treffenditen, was fvic
ilber ben eingigartigen Wert ber Sdjriften Luifers gelefen Haben. P. Ernft
Perrmann dedt den Grundjdjaben bder Frimmigleit der Gegentvart auf.
Er geigt, baf bdieje Frommigleit nidit jum Frieben bde3 Gemwifjens
und aud) nidht gur Gemwifheit in der Wahrheit filjren Iann, tweil fie
fid nidt allein auf dad objeftive Wort Gottes, fonbern Iepilid) auf bdie
gigene Vernunft griindet und nidt auf Gotte8 Erbarmen in Ehrifto, fons
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dern ent{djeibend auf menjdlides Gigentvirten baut. Edit biblijdsIutheriid
fagt Qerrmann: ,Jn Luthers Sdjule Ternt man bon {id) bollig abjefen
und auf dad {idy ftilken, a3 aufer und ift.* Die Frommen
mobernem Mufter ,fommen nie aud ber inneren Liige Geraus und mnie
gu fejftem Oalt filc Leben und Sterben”. Darum e:mnlint Herrmann:
~3uriid gu Luiher!” und ficht in der Riidfehr zu Luifer ,cine SdHids
fal8frage fiic unfere evangelijfe Ehriftenfeit”.

Dod) Ivir laffen den groferen Teil ded ,Geleitdivortd” Hier folgen:
»Luther ift und bleibt ber Deutfdjen Prophet und der Ehriftenfeit grifter
Lehrer feit ber Apoftel Tagen, und twer feine Vot{djaft md)t fennt und
nidit Hort, bringt {id) um mehr, al8 er weiff. Die Jeiten, in benen bie
ftirdhe Luthers Stimme nidht mehr gu fidh reden Ticf, find nidt ihre Deften
gewefen. Sie verarmic innerlid). Nidt blofy verlor fie den Jujammens
Bang mit ihrer Gejdidite und gerjplitterte fidh im Jagen nady Menjdjens
fiinblein, fondern jic bergaf aud) die fdlidhten Grundlinien niidternen
und wabrhaftigen Chriftentums, wie Quiher fie geidnete, und liel jid) vers
fithren gu allerlei Sdtvidrmerei. Sie geriet aufs neue in eine gwar feinere,
aber beShalb um fo gefdbrlidere Form jener Menjdengereditigleit, bie
Buther dod) in feinem Stampf gegen pipftlidhed und mondifdes Wefen
itberivunben Batte.

»©0 muf die Lojung fiic unjere Gegentvart ernithaft Heien: Juriid
gu Luther! hn jelber miiffen tvir foicdber Tefen und iiberdenfen Iernen;
nidt al8 ob feine Sdriften dad Coangelium felbft twiren, aber toeil fie
uns wie nidts jonjt dad Cvangelium redjt verjtefen lehren; nidht ald ob
ir und Safy fiir Safy angueignen Hatten, aber wweil jeit ber Apoftel Jeiten
bi8 Beute feiner fo fdlidit und Mar zu jagen wufte, wad e8 jei um Chrijtus
und fein Neid), um Glauben, Bufe und Licbe, wm Gefely und Evangelinm,
um Beruf und gute Werle, i Kivdhe 1und Welt.

~Buriid gu Luther! Dad ift allen jenen zuzurufen, beren frommed
Gudjen fie nie gu der Pforte bded8 Fricdens gefilhrt Hat. Sie judjen im
Menjdjenleben und in der eigenen Seele, was dod) nimmer dort zu findben
ift. Sie fudjen fid felbjt au erldjen durd) Steigerung der inneren SKrifte,
burd) Leijfung cined beftimmien GefinnungSiverts, bvielleidt gar durd)
cigene Ergeugung cined driftlihen ,Glaubens‘; und bdamit fommen fie
nie aud der inneren Liige Heraus und nie gu feftem Halt fitr Leben und
©terben. Jn Luthers Scdule Ternt man von fid) volig abjehen und auf
bad {idy ftiten, wad auer un3 ift. Luiher Heifjt und griinden nidt auf
bie eigene Vernunft, jondern auf Gotted Wort, bad in der Heiligen Sdrift
und gegeben ift; er iveift und ftatt aufs emcue Wirfen und Sionnen auf
Gotted Crbarmen in Ehriftus, dad und in bdiefem Worte zugejagt und
verBeifen ift; cc geigt uns das @citﬁml cine8 [ebendigen und fdhaffenden
Glaubens, ber durd) jened MWort in und entfteht und und rettet unbd ers
neuert. @erade tweil Luiber felbjt ecin auf faljdem Wege Sudjender ges
foefen war, barum bermag er, naddem er Hatte findben biirfen, anbem
ein MWegtveifer gu fein gur Getifheit und gum Frieden. 1nd tveil ber
BWeg aud) Heute nodj fein anderer geworden ift, fo ift audy fiir die religidie
Gehnfudit ber Gegentvart Ieine anbere Crfilllung miglid), al8 Luibers
Bot{daft von Ehriftus fie begeugt. ...

~Jurild gu Luther! Diefe Lofung ird unferer Kirdje al3 ganger
biel gu fagen Haben. Aus dem Mutterboden ber Meformation ijt eime
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bielgeftaltige und mannigfaltige Fiille bon Sirdengebilden Herborgegangen.
Denn da Quifer und die Seinen bie Freifeit in Ehriftus vertiinbigten,
laren fie jeber auferlihen Einbeit abgeneigt; fie liegen mit Freuben
jedbem fand und jedbem Wolldtum freien Maum, bad lirdhlidhe [Leben ber
cigenen Art entfprediend zu geftalten. 1Um jo mehr legten fie allen Nads
drud auf bdie innere Einfeit ded Glaubend; um ifretivillen aren fie
Bereit, {id) verfolgen au Iajfen und den Hohn aller berer auf jidh gu mehs
men, dic jetweild bem Feitgeijte Huldbigien. MWenn twir bei Luifer in bie
©dule gehen, terden aud) tvir ed vieber bejfer lernen miiffen, bad Sufers
Tide ioirllid) al8 dmierlidjes au nehmen und alleB darangzufeben, baf
ic im Glauben an Chriftus der Scrift gehoxrfam bleiben, bamit unfere
Gemeinfdjaft cine Gemeinfdaft im Geijte und unfere Einbeit eine Eins
Beit in der Wabrheit jei. Dazu aber, um und von aller blofen Firdjlichen
Geldiftigleit und bon aller Niberfdhibung bde8 Organifatorijden guriids
gufiifren gu dem Wefenilichen, zu Chrijftud und feinem Wort, bagu ift
feiner Befjer geeignet al8 RQuiber, defien BVotfdaft cben jemer nottwendige
Ruf gur Befinnung ift.

»E8 ird cine Sdidjaldfrage fiir unjere evangelijde Chrijtenfeit fein,
ob fie {id's Heute fchenfen Iafjen ivill, dafj ber Geift tvicber in ihr Irdftig
lverbe, aud bem Herausd fie vor bier JYahrhunberten geboren lvurde. Nur
auf dicfem Wege tvirb ber Jerjplitterung getvehrt tverden, daf fie fid) auf
ifre Gejdichte befinnt und ivird, was fie fein foll. Mifadtet fie, Was der
Deilige Geift bisher in ihr gewictt Hat, vergift fie, unter welder Parole
fie fih vom Papjitum geldft und gegen bdad Sdhwirmertum abgegrenat
Bat, jo mag fie gufchen, twad fiic cin Geijt dann in ihr lebendig ift und
weldjer Lojung fie dann folgt. WWHll bie Stixdhe fich nidht wn dad Cbans
gelium betriigen Iaffen, jo mujy fie wicber Gelle Augen befommen, um bie
entidjeidenden Dinge gu jehen und bie Geijter gu riditen. Nirgends ivird
fie eine bBeffere Filthrung ind Evangelium hinein finden ald bei dem Doltor
der Heiligen Sdirift Martin Luther. Mit eingigartigem Naddrud Hat er
immer tvieder auf dbasd cine, bas not tut, Hingetwicjen. Deshalb ift er Geute
aufd neue bder gegebene Sanmumelpuntt aller derer, die dem Chriftus bder
Peiligen Sdrift gehoren fvollen. Dazu aber, bafy nidit ungeniibt liegen
bleibe, a8 un3 in Luther, bem Werlzeuge Gotted, gefdjentt ift, und bdazu,
baf ivir ¢8 und mieber zu eigen madjen, um Gott zu ehren, dagu midjte
aud) bdiefe uswahl bon Luihers Sdriften mithelfen. Darf fie da und
bort jemand bie Augen Sffnen fiir bie Tiefe und Herrlidleit ded refors
matorijd)=biblijden Cvangeliums, bann Hat fie ihren Bived erfiillt.”

Der Yearbeiter bed8 Terted bder Caltwer Luiherausgabe fiix das BVoll,
Wolfgang Mefger, geht bon der Annahme ausd, daf dad deutidhe BWoll
Luthers Deutih nicdht mehr verftehe. Melhger Hat §id) daber entidhloffen,
Luther ,in guted Heutigeds Deutidh” zu .iiberfepen”. Cr fagt (Vorivort XI):
»Bir behandeln aljo dad Deutid) Luthers ivie jedben anbern frembdipradis
gen Tegt und ,iiberfeien’.” Mebiger felbjt Tommt die Sadje bebentlidy bor.
€Cr {agt: ,Wir fennen bdie faft unvermeidlife Gefabr, al3 folde gu ers
fdeinen, bie fuifher {dGulmeijtern. Wicr leiden {elbjt unter dem Verlujt
an Gdjdnheit und Siraft, den eine fiberjebung an jo mander Stelle bes
beutet.” ud) die .. €. L. .“ Guiert mehrere Vedenken: ,Die Sprade
[in ber ,fibexjeung” Luthers] ift fo neugeitlidh getvorben, baf man Luiher
oft nidht mehr Perausdhirt. Dad ift nidht mehr die Sprade des Meformas
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tors, bie tie Mirrende Waffen Mingt ober ie dasd Naujden einer Pros
phetenBarfe, fo daf, wenn irgendioo — unbd ed gejdhicht Heute nidt jelten —
ein Luitherivort zitiert Iwird, die Menjdjen ftillitehen und jagen: So

nux ein Lutfer fpredien, das ift die Nraft Luifers! Gprade und JInbalt
Iaffen i) Bei Propheten nidht trennen. E3 ijt ahnlid tvie bei ber Bibel:
Man fann ihren Sinn, aud) ihre SiBe, mobern iviebergeben, aber ber
cinfadje Mann fagt: Dasd ift nidt das Vibelwort, . . . Ein ,iiberfepber
Ruther Hat nidt mehr die Siraft Luifers. ©Ob da die Menfdjen nody fHlls
ftefen, ob fie fid bafiic interefjicren tverdben? ©OB6 fie cinen Tegt tveiters
Tefen tverden, bem die Straft der Originalitit, die unvergleidilide Melobie
ber Gpradie Luihers, genommen ift? einen Tegt, der im Original Funlen
fpriigt, aber in der {fiberfepimg oft Tamgtveilig ift? Dad ift unfere Frage,
unjere Sorge. Man Jat jGmerglide Erfahrungen mit mandjem Sirdens
Tied gemadyt, bad man ,verbejfern’ wollte; cbenfo mit Gebets und Stirdens
biidjern der Alten. Liegt darin nidht cine Lehre? Man will Luiber tvieber
aum Ghriftenvolf reden [ajjen; aber einen Luiher ofne bie Quiferiprade?
Wir gehen fo toeit, gu behaupten: Ein gang einfadjes Wort Luihers in ber
Lutheripradie jdldgt ein; und bedeutende Worte Luihers ofhne jeine Sprade
fverden iiberfict.”

Wir fragen: Jft e8 wirllid) wahr, day unferm Chriftenvolf Lutherd
Deutid) nidht mehr verjtindlidy ift, wie Wolfgang Mepger Dehauptet? Wic
madjen bic gegenteilige Crfafrung. Die Mifjourijynodbe Hat beinafe, fos
Tange fie Deftebt, .Ruitherd BVollsbibliothe!”, .Bu Nub und Frommen ded
Tutferifdhen Chriftenvoltd ausgetidblie bollftdndige Sdriften D. Martin
Lutbher8 unverdndexrt und mit den nitigen erlauternden Bemerlungen
abgedbrudt’, in bdreifig Vanden. Unfere Glaubensbriidber in der Freilide
bon Gadifen u. a. &t. Haben wohl an die Hunbert ,Lutherhefte” mit furgen
Bemerfungen, aber cbenfalld mit dem unverd&underten Luihertext.
Und fotwohl wir in unjerer ,8luthers Vollsbibliothe!” ivie fie in ihren
»Lutberheften” terben von unferm TutGerijdhen Chriftenvolf berftanben.
Dad iffen wir aus Erfafrung. g%

Book Review. — Qiteratur.

His Very Own. Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians. By Norman B. Harri-
son, D. D., Pastor, Bible Teacher, and Evangelist. The Bible Insti-
tute Colportage Association, Chicago, Ill. 176 pages, 5X7%. Price,
$1.00.

We are dealing here, not with a detailed excgetical exposition, but
with a series of lessons presenting the outstanding thoughts of this re-
markable letter. The following are the topics treated: What We Aay
Expect to Find in Ephesians; The Most Wonderful Story Ever Told; The
Most Wonderful Body Ever Formed; The Most Wonderful Building Ever
Built; The Most Wonderful Walk Ever Undertaken; The Most Wonderful
Bride Ever Wooed and Won; The Most Wonderful Warfare Ever Waged;
The Church of Christ: His Very Own.—It is a matter of rejoicing that
Dbooks of this type still appear on the American market; for though
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