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€rben befennen: Y. 115, 1, fo ecft redht bort oben, Offend.7, 10. Wie
fdon Gier die grofen Taten Gotted Gegenftand unfers Danled twaren,
fo erft redit bort, Offenb. 15, 8.4; 5,9.10. - Wenn iwir fdon auf
Grben fangen: $Bf. 108, 1—4, mvie it erft unfer Dan? erjdallen,
enn Ieine Siinbe und Ieine Folge der Siinde mehr borfanden iftl
Pier auf Exben fo mandjer Ort, tvo nodh gar fein Lob Gotted oder dod
nur in geringem Mafe erfdjallt; bort tvird bed HErrn Name gerilhmt
in allen Ranben, ivie e3 eigentlidh Heift: auf der gangen Erbe, mweil
bort gilt: Offend. 21,27. $Hier auf Erben unfer innigijter Dant Stiids
werl, unvollfommen; bort tird jeber Puld ein Dant, jeber Obem ein
@cfang, jeber Gedante, jedbes Wort, jebed Wer! ein Lobpreisz Gottes
fein. Denn grop in deiner Mitte ijt Gott, ber Peilige Jsraels, B. 6.
Det Ivird dort das, was hier auf Erben unmiglid jhien, zuftande ges
bradit, aud) ben lepten Mejt der Siinbe getilgt und fein Ebenbild in
Bollfommenfeit wicderhergeftellt Haben, jo daf unfer ganged Leben in
Eivigleit ein Lobpreid des Heiligen Jsraeld fein tvird.

©ollte bad und nidht jdhon Hier anfpornen ju redtem Eifer in ber
Peiligung? Was bdort unfere feligjte Vefdaftigung fein tird, jollte
bad und nidjt {Gon Hier liecb und wert fein? Aufmunterung, durd
Wort und Wert die Gnade Gotted zu preifen, damit alliiberall Gott
Bod) gelobt twerde. 2.8

Theological Observer. — Sivd)lid)-Beitgejdhichtliches.

I Amerika.

Dad Fideralfonsil und bie RKriegd{dulbfrage. Der . Friebensbote”
beridjtet: ,Der BVollzugsausidul des Foberallonzild ber Nirdjen Chrifti
in Amerila Hat auf feiner Sipung im Degember folgenden Bejdhluf ans
genommen: ,Angefidtd der Tatfade, daf unfere drijtliGen Brilder in
Deut{land fiiflen, daf ifnen lnredit getan morden ift durd) die UAns
Mage, dafy Deutfdland allein filr die Shuld am frieg verantwortlidy fet,
und bdbaf biefer WVormurf eine volle Quele internationaler CErbitterung
und internationaler Mifverftandniffe ift, verfihern mwir unfern GriftlidGen
Briibern in DeutiGland, daf dad3 Foberalfongil der Sirden Ehrifti in
merila ber Annahme bon Deut{Glands aud{dliehlidier BVerantivoriung
file ben Strieg nidht auftimmt.” Der Ausfdufy fiigte nody died Binau:
»BBiv empfehlen teiterhin, dafy die Sfommifjion filc BVezichungen mit ben
Stichen bed Yuslandes den Sirdjen Deutjchlands bie driftliden Griige ded
Fiberaltonaild vermittle und ifnen unfer Wertvauen, unfer Wohlivollen
und unfere Qiebe ausbriide.” 3 TR

Dr. Carroll Deceased. — Dr. Henry King Carroll, Methodist minister
and widely known for his annual statistics of the churches, died of pneu-
monia January 21 at his home in Plainfield, N.J. He was eighty-two years
old, having been born at Dennisville, N. J., in November, 1848. As a boy
he served at a Civil War camp in Beverly, N.J. He graduated from Syra-
cuse University in 1885, but for mine years previously had been political
and religious editor of the Independent, which position he held until 1898.
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He was United States Commissioner to Porto Rico in 1898 and 1899, ren-
dering valuable services by conducting a survey of conditions in the island.
He was an official of numerous Methodist and interdenominationa] organ-
izations and frequently a delegate to Methodist general conferences. During
the Inter years of his life he became increasingly well known as an author
of informative books and articles on religious subjects, contributing to
encyclopedias, writing Francis Asbury, In the Making of American Method-
ism, and serving the Christian Herald in its annual statistical survey of
the growth of American churches, a work which each year was quoted and
commented upon in Lutheran periodicals throughout the country as well
as in newspapers and numerous other journals.— N. L. C. N. B.

Ein behersigendwertes Wort fiiv alle, bie um dic Bulfunft ber bentiden
Spradje befitmmert find. lnter der fiberidrift .Die Pfege bed Dialeltd
in der Familic” unterbreitet ber ,Luiherijde Herold” in einem Leitartilel
@ecbanlen, die nadh unferer Meinung von grofer Widjtigleit find. Er filhet
aus, baf der Nicbergang ded Deutfdien gum grofen Teil darauf guriids
gufiibren ift, baf ber Deutjdje in ber Frembde, anftatt die deutide Sdirift=
foradie au pilegen, i Hauptiahlidy der Pflege feines Dialelts getvidbmet
Bat. €8 mag aud) in unfern Streifen gu fpdt fein, diefen Faltor gu bes
tonen; bdod) tonnte am Enbe bdiefer MWint hier und dba nod) gute Friidte
tragen. Wi {ehen cin paar Abfdnitte aus genanntem LQeitartilel Hierhez:

»Dod) der ,Perold'>Scjreiber hat ¢8 nidt mit deutfdjliindifden Vers
hdltniffen gu fun. Dort Iann man {id) nod) cher den Lupud erlauben,
Heimatddialelte gu pilegen; denm in der BWoltsjdhule lernt dod) jebed Stind
bie Edyriftipradie, und fo bleibt dasd einfeitlidhe Sprad)band, dasd das gange
Bolf au einexr Stulturgemeinfdaft verbinbet, unzerriffen. Anbders ijt e
fdon in ben Gremgdiftrifien. Wie geht 8 zu, dafy die beutjde Sprade
fajt nirgendd Eroberungen gemadit Gat, dafy fie faft itberall bon der Sprade
be3 Nadibarvolled guriidgedringt mworben ifji? Antivort: Weil jie minder-
wertig war; freilid nidt die Sdrifijpradie. Die Sprade ber beutiden
Riteratur ijt nidt minbertvertig, aber die Vollsfpradie, ber unentividelte,
verhilini8mifig armfielige und unbehilflihe Dialelt, der in ben Familien
gepflegt urbe. Jn unferer Beit, dba Millionen deutfdjtdmmiger Briider
unter bad Jod) ber Frembdherridaft gefommen fjind, finden tvir, daf bie
Croberer ber Pilege de8 Dialeltd nidhid in den Weg legen, jie eher, tie
in CljaBsLothringen, begiinjtigen, die deuijdhe Sdule aber und bamit bie
Pflege und Erhaltung ber deuijden Sdrififpradie fhjtematifd) unterdriiden.
€ie tviffen, dafy auf diefe Weife das Deutjdhium in einer Generation gur
bolligen Bebeutungslofigleit Herabgefunlen fein tird. Der Jufammenhang
mit dem @eifteslcben bed Bollsgangen geht dabei fidher berlorem.

»Nod) berhingnisvoller toickt fidh bie Pflege des Dialcltd bei den abs
geirennten beutfdjen Volfsteilen ded Auslanded aus. Nur two bad Sduls
twefen bliifte und dbeutfhe [eitungen, befonders Sirdjenbldtter, und deutide
Biider, tvie Nalendber, Andaditsbiider ufw., im Familientreife fleifig ges
Iefen tourben, Gat fidh tros bed Dialeltd bas Deutfdhtum durd) Generatios
nen erhalten. Wber aud) da war der Dialelt immer cin {divered Hindernis.
Bei bem Guferft biirftigen beutjdien Spradjunterridit in unfern Gemeins
ben, bei bem geringen Refebediirfnid in den meiften Familien ober, fagen
tvit lieber, bei bem geringen Gebraud) deutidher Leltiire bebeutet die Plege

be8 Dialeltd den balbigen lntergang ded Deutiftums in unferm Lande.”
o
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A Plen for Hebrew at the Seminary. — The Presbyterian of Novem-
ber 27, 1930, publishes this communication from Rector John Robertson:
“What a shock comes to an old-fashioned Scots Presbyterian from your
clauso: ‘sinco the institution made the chair of Hebrew a minor position’!
Af Rabbi A. B. Davidson’s feet, in Edinburgh, in the old Bible scholarship
days, Delitzsch, Sr., said our A. B. Davidson ‘had more Hebrew in his little
finger than he, Delitzsch, though a Jew, had in his whole body.’ If it
behooves that our Presbyterian Theological Seminary in Chicago has really
made the chair of the Language of the Theopneustic Old Testament
‘e minor position,’ I will tell all divinity students to fly over Chicago and
overseas and come to Edinburgh. ‘English Bible’ without Hebrew is mere
miniature golf for lazy fellows!” E.

Prohibitionism and the Bible. — Prohibition is a political question,
and political questions must be answered and handled on the basis of sound
reason, by the employment of wise statesmanship. We have no quarrel
with those who hold that the best interests of our country are served by
prohibition, nor with those who hold the opposite view. But we do condemn
prohibitionism, the view of those who insist that the Bible and the Chris-
tian religion demand prohibition. The sectarian prohibitionists, as a rule,
make of it a question of religion. The Western Christian Advocate de-
clares: “This is still a Protestant nation! This is a prohibition nation!”
(Nov. 15, 1928.) “The Association against Prohibition [a political organ-
ization] may not be interested primarily in the Association against Re-
ligion; nevertheless the two are closely connccted.” (Oct. 11, 1928.) And
the Watchman-Examiner insists that, while “there are undoubtedly good
Christians and people in our churches who are opposing prohibition,” still,
to be an antiprohibitionist “is to be against the kingdom of righteousness
and of Christ.” (Oect. 23, 1930.)

We may or we may not be against prohibition, but we are against
prohibitionism. In the first place, it is poor politics. It will never do to
mix political economy and theology. As long as political commonwenlths
are what they are, questions of public policy must not be settled by an
appeal to the Bible. Reason must be the guide, and that means, as
Edmund Burke put it: “Polities ought to be adjusted, not to human
reasonings, but to human nature, of which reason is but a part, and by
no means the greater part.” And in the second place, the Bible does not
teach that prohibition is the solution of the moral and economie questions
involved. It teaches temperance and condemns drunkenness and surfeiting.
It doea not teach, nor does it condemn, prohibition. The result of this state
of affairs is that prohibitionism is compelled to pervert the Bible. And
that is poor theology.

Some ycars ngo the grand lodge of the Good Templars of California
is said to have adopted these resolutions: “Be it resolved that the old
Bible be set aside and a new Bible be introduced, from which all passages
referring to wine and spirits shall be deleted. Be it further resolved that,
while we respect the stanch principles and noble character of our Savior,
we still look upon His act at the wedding-feast at Cana as a deplorable
mistake, which has, contrary indeed to the intentions of the Savior, brought
immeasurable woe upon thousands of families.” (Retranslation.) We
cannot vouch for the truth of this, though it was published in many papers.

30
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It is incredible. But we did read with our own eyes what the Luthersn
Companion of May 10, 1930, wrote in its “Editorial Comments”: “‘On
Christmas Day,’ says John Haynes Holmes, ‘we received from a “wet”
friend “jubilatory greetings” in honor of the birthday of the “wine-maker
of Cana.” This is an interesting style of remembrance. It should be
extended to the twenty-second of February and all Americans asked to
celebrate the birthday of the slave-holder of Mount Vernon’ ‘Or the
whisky-seller of Salem,” comments the editor of the Christian Advocate.”
This antiprohibitionist has taken the name of the Lord in vain, But those
who answer him by asserting that good and great men, meaning to include
Jesus, are liable to err, do something worse. E.

Concerning Church Union. — That even in church-bodies where
unionism is persona grata the conviction is still found that a union of
church-bodies is not always an unmixed blessing and that it does not solve
all difficulties, we can see from the following item which appeared in the
Presbyterian of January 15: —

“At the next General Assembly the matter of union with several other
churches of our order will be ably and persuasively presented. Without
much thought the great company, too large to be deliberate, will answer
some one’s declaration, ‘We are here to unite with anybody,” with loud
applause. Some one having listened to the leader of the aflirmative for
an hour will, upon suggestion of some leader, move that debate be limited
to fiveminute speeches, and before commissioners are awake, the thing
will be passed. Some very important matters have gone through that way.

“There are arguments for this latest proposed union no one will deny.
But there are strong reasons against it. We hope presbyters and members
will consider the matter with much care lest a worse condition result.
It is not a feeling against our brethren of another denomination that
leads us to hesitate. But is a union best for them and for us? We have
not the slightest idea that all in the several demominations will unite,
and even if they do, there will be disputes taken perhaps to civil courts,
and there will be denominational problems to keep us from our more
important work. We are too much afflicted with denominational problema
now. Go slowly, brethren, and consider.” A.

Absolute Obedience of Roman Catholic Clericals.—To what ex-
tent priests of the Roman Church obey their superiors (and they have no
choice in the matter) is shown by the case of Abbé Dimnet which figured
in the newspapers last fall. The Commonweal now publishes a letter in
which this priest relates the details of the incident, which placed his name
on the front page of our papers.

In April, 1930, so he relates, he had been asked whether he would hold
a debate with Dr. C. F. Potter on the question, “Is Religion Necessary?”
and had consented. WWhile he was vacationing in France in September,
a cable asked him whether he would debate with Mr. Clarence Darrow
instead of with Dr. Potter. His reply was in the affirmative. When in
October he arrived in New York, he was informed that a special permission
was necessary if he wished to engage in a debate on a religious question.
He then called at the chancery of the Cardinal-Archbishop of New York
and there was informed that the necessary permission could not be granted
him unless he applied to Rome. In other words, he was told, You must

httbs://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol2/iss1/50
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not hold this debate. If you are not satisfied, you may appeal directly to
the Pope. Father Dimnet thereupon at once canceled the engagement. The
incident shows that adherents of the Roman Catholic faith, the priests
included, are in a state of bondage. A.

Religious Conditions at the Close of the Eighteenth Century. —
We say that the Church in our day and generation has fallen on evil times,
and no careful observer will deny that this is true. It is a matter of
some comfort to learn that conditions were probably just as bad 130
years ago. A writer in the Watchman-Examiner gives this picture of the
religious situntion in the decades following the Revolutionary War. “The
Rovolutionary War was followed by another war, in which infidelity or-
ganized its forces internationally and went out to exterminate the Church
and Christian civilization. It was the infidel’s boast that the Church
would not survive two generations. The war had played havoc with the
spiritual life of the churches. Leonard Bacon says of this post-Revolutionary
period: ‘The closing years of the eighteenth century show the lowest water-
mark of the lowest ebb-tide of spiritual life in the history of the American
Church.” Our colleges, which had been brought into existence as nurseries
for training the spiritual leadership for Church and State, had become
hotbeds of infidelity. Princeton in 1792 had only one student who professed
to be a Christian. The college of William and Mary was a nest of French
infidelity. Yale, according to Lyman Beecher, ‘was in a most ungodly
state. The college church was almost extinct. Most of the students were
skeptical, rowdies were plenty. Wines and liquors were kept in many
rooms; intemperance, profanity, gambling, and licentiousness were com-
mon. Most of the class before me were infidels and called each other
Voltaire, Rousseau, D’Alembert, and other names.” This moral breakdown
was greatest on the Western frontiers, where thousands had gone to new
settlements, Here, away from the restraints of civilization and in some
cases of law itself, infidelity reaped a whirlwind of erime. Our national
existence was endangered. George Washington saw the trend of the times
and said that he had more fears for the safety of the Republic then than
he had in the darkest hours of the Revolutionary War. The Church lines
faltered in the struggle. Methodists, for example, in three years, 1793 to
1705, lost 11,600 members. Infidelity redoubled its energies. ‘Illuminati
Socicties’ were organized as part of an international movement to over-
throw Christianity. Thomas Paine, who wrote the infidels’ Bible, declared
that he would show the world that what it took the Christian Church
eighteen centuries to build up he would tear down in a single generation.”

Making a few changes in names and dates, one might think that this
picture was meant to portray our own times. But just as proud unbelief
had to experience at that time that the Word of God is mightier than the
reason and intelligence of man, so now this divine power, given us unto
salvation, will vanquish the foe and gain victories as long as it pleases
God to let this earth continue to exist. A.

Concerning the Encyclical of the Pope on Marriage and Birth
Control. — Discussing this much-heralded encyclical, the Christian Century
informs its readers that the document says nothing more than the Pope’s
predecessors have said and what has been the standard teaching of the
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Roman Catholic Church from time immemorial. “What was already clear
he has clearly restated. What was hitherto shrouded in obscurity he has
loft as obscure as it was before; and in spite of the verbal precision of
the edict there are scveral points of by no means negligible importance
which are still open to doubt.” The Christian Century finds a far more
significant feature of the encyclical in “its exhibition of the characteristic
attitudes of the Roman Catholic Church with reference, first, to the sub-
ordination of individual judgment to papal authority; secondly, to its
method of dealing with social problems and deciding upon social policies;
and thirdly, to its demand upon the State for the support of the Church’s
decisions and the Pope’s commands by civil laws and penalties.” This paper
perceives that Rome still wants to be an absolute authority and demands
absolute obedience. “There is none of that airy assurance that we were
being given a couple of years ago that Catholic obedience is limited to
certain matters which can never have anything to do with the State. Here
is a matter which has plenty to do with the State, as the Pope points out,
and the duty of Catholics is to guard against independence of private
judgment and suffer themselves to be guided by the Pope.” The Christian
Century is, of course, wrong when it holds that matters pertaining to
marriage must be settled by human reason or experience and not by the
revealed will of God. But it is justified in refusing to accept a dictum
coming from Pius XI as possessing divine authority. That the Pope
actually exhorts the governments of the earth, whether they are Catholic
or non-Catholic, to make the Canon Law the law of states, the Christian
Century thinks is proved by the following paragraph of the encyclical:
“We earnestly exhort all those who hold the reins of power that they
establish, and maintain firmly, harmony and fricndship with this Church
of Christ in order that through the united activity and cnergy of both
powers the tremendous evils may be checked which menace civil society
as well as the Church. The civil law can assist the Church if, in laying
down their ordinances, they take account of what is prescribed by divine
and ecclesiastical law and if penalties are fixed for offenders.” There can
be no doubt that the Christian Century has corrcctly grasped the import
of this paragraph and that it is justified in shooting the following parting
shaft: “It must be highly interesting to those Catholics who have been
assuring us that the Church is forever out of politics and no longer con-
templates connections between Church and State in non-Catholie countries,
to see the Pope earnestly exhorting all who hold the reins of power to
promote the union and association of the two ‘supreme authorities’” The
Pope insists on the right of taking the place of Christ here on earth, thus
continuing to reveal himself as the Antichrist. A,
#The Movement for Closer Affiliation among National Lu-
theran Bodies.” — This is the subject of a paper read by Dr. J. A. O. Stub
before the Minnesota State Pastors’ Conference in January and published
in the Lutheran Herald (February 10, 1031). The purpose of the essay
is not only to show the progress of the movement, but also to analyze the
causes which resulted in the closer affiliation, such as already exists.
Among these are, as the author sees it, “the definite, conscious trend
toward an understanding of the fundamental Lutheran proposition that
the one essential for union is unity in faith and doctrine,” and “the fact
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that the greater Lutheran immigration to this country has become thor-
oughly American not only in viewpoint, but in language.” To these causes
he adds, at the close of his essay, a third: “the entry of the United States
into the World War, which demanded a closer contact between the dif-
ferent Lutheran synods and caused the organization of the National Lu-
theran Commission for Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Welfare.” “Then,” as the
writer continues, “these American Lutherans became aware of the tre-
mendous needs among their fellow-believers in Central and Eastern Europe,
and in order to meet this necd, there was organized the National Lu-
theran Council, which has done & remarkable piece of work in unifying
and systematizing the confused statistics of the Lutheran Church in
Ameriea.” Thus the causes for the unification of the Lutheran Church
in America have been largely cxternal and nccidental. It is important
that the church historian take note of this fact; otherwise the rapid
unification of the Lutheran synods after the World War will remain
unintelligible to him. With regard to further closer afliliation among
the Lutheran bodies in the United States, Dr. Stub is very optimistic. He
says: “The reason why there is not one Lutheran Church in America to-
day is, first, because of historic origins, and secondly, because there is
not yet the conviction that true unity cvists. [Italics our own.] When
the day comes that American Lutherans are convinced that there is rea-
sonable unanimity and unity of faith, it will be only a question of a short
time when there will appear on the horizon that for which many of us
pray and hope—a united American Lutheran Church.” With this state-
ment we agree, and we are glad that the writer has brought it out so
strongly; only instead of “rensonable unanimity and unity of faith”

let us say “absolute unity of fanith.” Confessional Lutherans must insist
on nothing less. J.T.M.

IT1. Ausland.

Freitivdlidie Lefirer diirfen in Stantdfdulen Neligiondunterridht
erteilen. Die ,Freifivd)e” Deridhtet: ,Lehrer X. in . wandte fidh an das
fadfijde Minifterium fiic Volfsbildbung, um ecine Kldrung der Frage Hers
beigufiihren, ob er ald ber [utherijdien Freifirde angehirender Lefrer
Religionsunterridht in ber Sule exrteilen diirfe. CGr madjte geltend, bap
e glar aud bder ,Landeslirdie’ genannten Neligiondgejeljdaft ausgetreten,
aber in cine anbere NReligionsgefelidhnft, die ,Evangelijdj=Lutherijde Freis
licdje!, iibergetreten fei. Die Vnttvort ded jadjjijden Minifteriums fiic
Bolfsbilbung bom 10. Januar 1929 an den gujtdndigen Begicisjdulrat
Ioutet: ,Dad Minijterium toill feine BVedenfen dagegen erfheben, daf der
der Coangelijd)-Luiberijdien Freifirde in Sad)jen angehorende Lehrer ——
in —— mweiterfin Religionduntervicht erteilt. . . . Cx ift dbemgemdp auf
fein Gefud) bom 8. November 1928 zu bejdheiden. Minifterium fiic Bollss
bilbung. @iir ben Minijter (gez.) Dr. Wiiller.! Diefer minifterielle Bes
fdeidb fei Biermit berdffentlicht, um Unflarheiten unb Biweifeldfragen zu
beGeben. Die Untwort ded8 Minijterium3 ijt Har unbd beutlich. RKelrer,
bie ber Coangelijh-Qutherifden Freilivde in Sadjfen angehoren, bdiirfen
felbftverftambdlidh in den Schulen. Neligiondunterridht ecteilen. Dad Minis
ftevium ividerlegt ungiveideutig bdie Tleider nod) immer berbreitete Uns
{dhauung, ald fei die jogenannte ,Qanbdedlirde’ der JInbegriff aller Nirds
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Tidgleit und Stirdjen, ald fei die ,Randeslirdje’ ,die Nirdje’ im eigentliden
und ftrengften Sinn.” MAber bie ,Lanbedtirdjen” Balten, obivofl Sirde
und Staat gefeplid) getrennt find, an ihrer alten Anfdauung, baf fie
nDic Sirdje” find, feft und beldmpfen bie wirlli§ Iutferifde .Freificde”
Deftiger al8 bie Seltentirdjen. 8. 8.
Der ,autoritative Ezponent ber driftliden Sittlidleit”. Wie,D.E.D.°
bor furgem beridjtete, Hat ber xrdmifdj-fatholifdje Sarbinal:Exrabifdof Bourmne
in fonbon bie Weftimmung ber Lambethlonfereng in begug auf erlaubte Ges
burtenfonirolle auf8 fdjiicfjte gegeifjelt. Mir lefen: ,.Die Entfdlickung
ber fambethlonfereng ber Stirdje bon England iiber die Geburtentonirolle
ift fowoBl in England felbft Ivie in anbern Lanbdern bdielfad) mifdeutet
mworben. Der Wortlaut der Enifdlicgung Iaft Teinen Jioeifel daran, daf
bie anglifanifdjen Vijdhofe nur in befonberen Fillen (3. V. Gefdhrdung ber
Mutter) dic Geburtenfontrolle fiir {ittlid) beredhtigt halten. Der ,Gebraud
irgendiweldier empfingnisverhiitender Methoden aud Griinden der Selbjts
fudit, @enuijud)t oder blofer Vequemlidhleit’ ift in der Entfdliefung ber
anglifanijden Vijd)dfe ausdriidlid) aufd jddacfite beructeilt. Jebt Gat der
romijde Sardinal-Erabifdjof BVourne in LQondon gegen die Enifdjliefung
einen ngriff geridytet, der an Sdydrfe fdhiwer gu iiberbicten ift, obwokl ja
belanntlid) aud) die romifd=Iaiholijde SNirde getviffe Methoden bdber Ges
burtenbefdjrinfung feit alters freigibt. Bourne tirft ben anglilanifden
Vijdofen unter anderm vor, bafy fie die fuferung ber romifd-latholifden
Sirdje in diefer Frage nidt ridtig verftanden Hitten, Ivie eben audy ein
Laie juriftifde Formulierungen nidht ridtig berftehen Minne. (I) Die
anglifanifen DVifdife Hiitten mit ihrem Vefdlufy auf jedben Unfprud, ,ald
autoritative Cxponenten bder drijtliden Sitilidleit’ gu gelten, bergiditet.
Man Hat, namentlid) venn man nod) die Ausbeutung bder Ungelegeneit
in ber auferbritifdien Intholijen Preffe dbazu nimmt — fo [dreibt die
beutidhe ,Germania® cinen cigenen Artifel iiber bden ,Jerfall ded AUnglis
Iani8mus‘ —, bad peinlide Gefiihl, dafy e8 fidy bei biefem Angriff nidyt
blof um bie fadlien Gefidtspuntic Handelt, fondbern aud) um geiviffe
Tirdjenpolitijde Biele, bon denen die romifdje Politit in England belannilid
gielberougt beftimmt toicd.” 3. 2.

Bur Belehrung dbed djinefijdien StaantSprifibenten. Bu diefem Creigs
ni8, das bie gange driftlihe Welt mit Freubde erfiillt Hat, bemerli die
WAL G 28" ,Der dinciijfe Staatsprafivent Tjhangslaifdel ijt um
Ghriftentum iibergetreten. Cr twar ciner ber treueften Mitarbeiter bed
@riinders ber djinefifdhen Republil Dr. Sun Pat Sen, der belannilich gleidys
fall3 @hrift murbe, und ift Heute ungtveifelhaft der bebeutendite Fiihree
Chinas. Cr Bat bie politijdhe Hauptitadt Ehinas von Peling nad) Nanting
berlegt und Bier eine neue [Bentralregierung gebildbet, die bon den Grofs
madjten anerfannt ift, jebod) eine iwirflidhe Madjt iiber gang China nie
erlangt Hat. A8 er 1928 bie neue Regierung bildete, ivaren fiinf bon den
gehn Staatdminijtern €hinas evangelijdhe Chrijten. lnter dicjen Miniftern
ift ber Herborragendjte der ufenminifter Wang, der friiher Selretdr bed
drijtliden BVereind junger Minner war. Der erfte Erlaf, den bdie meue
Regierung Ehinad3 BHerausdgab, twar ein Aufruf an bdad Volf, in weldem
jebe religionsfeinblidle Propaganda und vor allem aud) jebe Propaganda
gegen bad Chriftentum berboten murbe. Begriinbet mwurbe bdiefes Werbot
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unfer anderm bamit: bas Ghriftentum fei bie Meligion, wele am beften
imftande fei, bie Qergen gu erneuern. Qnavifden aber find — Mwad ber
bon bem Sampf mit feinen Nebenbublern in Unfprud) genommene Staatss
prafibent nidjt Hindern fonnte — in ber Bentralregierung, insbefonbere
im Unterridjt8minifterium, burdy ruffijen Einflufy religionsfeindlidge Eles
menfe gur Gclitung gefommen. Darauf find bie verjhicbenen religionss
tampferiffen Mafnahmen ber jiingften Beit, bie fidh indbefonbere gegen
bie Miffion ridjteten, guriidaufiihren. Man Fofft, daf der nun Ehrift ges
tootbene Staatdprifibent in BVerbinbung mit bem driftlichen Staatdminifter
fid) bemilhen twicb, hier Wandel gu fdaffen.” — WVei den Iompligierten
Berhaltniffen in China ift 8 faft unmaglidh, fich durd) die rajd aufeinander
folgenben Wedhfel durdjzufinden. it der fibertritt ded djinefifden Pras
fibenten twixllih) ernft gemeint, fo biirfte died ber djriftlichen Miffion au
grofem ©egen gereidhen, jollte er mirllid) bie Straft befigen, fih durdhs
gujefen unbd feinen Cinfluf bleibend geltend zu madjen. J.T.M.

Gin Bibelhaus in Afrifs. Der ,U. €. L. L. eninchmen mwir bdie fol=
genbde Mitteilung: .Der am 2. Nobember [1980] gelrinte Naifer bon Abef=
ﬁ'men Ra8 Tafari Hat jid ald Chrift vielfad) betatigt fiic den Drud und
bie Berbreitung der Wibel in feinem Lanbe. UAIB er bor fedsd Jahren bie
Arbeitsjtatte der YritijGen und Auslandifden Vibelgefelfdaft in London
llef_mﬁtc. lief er jid) bie dort borfandenen foptifdien und Gthiopijden Mamus
fieipte borlegen und fandte gur Erinnerung an feinen Befudy eine golbene
Dentmiinge folvie cine Gabe von Hunbert Pfund Sterling. Jebt Hat er
in feiner auptitadt AdDHis-AbGbeba eine cigene Druderei jotvie ein Bibels
faus gegriindet, defjen Eintweifung er beitvohnte.” J. 2. M.

Wad will der Tannenbergbund? Jn ciner fritheren Nummer ers
wahnten wir aud cinem Weridht in der ,UA. €. L, £.“ ben weitbelannien
Tannenbergbund und teilten bdariiber mit, wasd das genannte Blatt angab.
giun bringt bie .. €. L. f.“ dad Folgenbde, wasd Mar geigt, daf der Beridt
iiber den Wund dlicflid dodh) nidht fo ganz verfehrt war. Audy [Gft der
Beridit cinen fo mand) tiefen BVlid in deutide NadiriegSanfdauungen und
Verhdlinifje tun, dafy e8 fid) lofhnt, ihn aud) deshald zu lefen. Die ,U. E.
2.8 fdreibt: ,Wer von unfern Lefern gibt nidhere Ausfunft fiber den
Tannenbergbund bon Gleneral Ludendorff? Wir Hatten in Nr. 84 aqus einem
berldjfigen MWedjfelblait folgende Mitteilung iibernommen: ,Feneral Qudens
borff Bat bie Mitglieder Des Tannenbergbundes gum Wusiritt aus der
ebangelifden, batv. Iatholijden Sirdje aufgefordert Sie follen unters
fdjreiben, bafy ,meine Stinder nidit getauft find und nidit getauft terden,
jebenfalld am driftlichen Religiondunterridit nidt teilnehmen’. Die gange
Nadjricht ftimmie gu bem, wad man fonft bon Ludenborff und feiner tatens
eifrigen Gattin Hort. Nun Hat ein Heined Gemeindbeblatt diefe Notiz aufs
genommen; e8 erbiclt dbarauf von einem Mitglied bed Tannenbergbunbded
folgenben Wrief: ,Die Notiz in Nr. 84 ber ,Algem. Cb.-Luifh. Sirdens
geitung®, auf die Sie fidh berufen, geugt von lnwiffenheit und religidfer
Undbuldjamieit. Der General hat bisher Ieinen eingigen Tannenberger aufs
geforbert, aud der Stirdje quszutreten. JIn diefer Vegiehung ijt ber Tannens
bergbund buldjam. Nur diejenigen Tannenberger, die erfannt Haben, daf
ba8 und durd) die Rompriefier mit Feuer und Sdwert aufgezioungene arts
und blutdfremde Chriftentum ihrer blutgemifen Glaubensiibergeugung
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nidjt entipridt, treten bem von General Subenbdorff gegriinbeten ,Deutjds
DOt Dei. Gelbft ber Bumbdesfiifrer bes Tannenbergbunbes, Se. Exzelleny
Perr @eneralleutnant Bronfart v, Schellendorf, ift Geute nod iiberzeugter
Protejtant, der, wie er auf dber Bundedtagung in Prenglau fagte, durdy basd
Beifpiel feiner Eltern u der Auffafjung gefommen ift, dafy die unberfilidte
Lebre fuithers feiner Glaubensiiberzeugung entfpridit, Der Herr General
Subenbdorff und feine Fran Haben darauf geantivortet, baf er feiner Glaus
Densilbergeugung tren bleiben folle und dafy bas Paus Lubenbdorff nid
baran denfe ifn von feinem Glauben abzubringen. . ben Stampfaielen
be8 Tanuenbergbundes iiber ben artgemiBen beutidjen GotteSglauben ftelht
folgendes: Dentidjer Gottglaube und die {ittliden JYbdeale find geftaltet aud
dem Blute. Ju ihnen guriidzufinden, ijt Rettung des Volted vor Entartung.
Mit deutidjer Ehrfurdt vor jeder fittliden Glaubensiiberzeugung und mit
beutidher Duldfamteit gehen tir den Weg der Vefreiung bom Frembdiverk.
Aus diefem fpridit cine Hohe fittlide Aufgabe. Wenn ivic Tannenberger
Heute dem BVolle fagen, dafj bon den Luiferfangeln unziblige getaufte Juben
amd Freimaurer predigen, jo Haben vir ein Nedjt Hiergu. Wic Miren aud
Dariiber auf, daf ber Hodigradfreimaurer und Nofenfreuzer Melandjtfon
Den ProteftantiBmusd in der Augdburger Stonfefjion an Mom verraten Bat.
Die Vetwveife Hiergu bringt Herr P. i. R, Oito Peiras, Wohlau, in feiner
Edycift ,Der Protejtantismusd auf bem Wege nad) Rom*™, Auferdem Ivird
Beute in der protejtantifden Sixdje ber Stampf Quihers ivider bie Juben
unterjdlagen; ja jie lehrt bielmeBhr, dajy bie Judben dad ausertwifhlte BVoll
@otted find, MWir danten fiic diefed ausertvihlte Voll. Jum Glitd gibt 3
aud) nod) beutfdigliubige Pajtoren, wenn aud) twenige. So predigte 3. B.
Perr P, B, am 18, Januar [1980] folgended: ,,Dad Alte Tejtament mup
abgefdafft wexben; e3 ijt rein jiidbijd. Dad Neue Tejtament mufy ergdnat
foerben bdurd) bie Werfe grofer deutider Gleijtesfitrjten, von bdenen Mic
genug Haben. Sduld an unferm lngliid find die Judben, Difjidenten [Freis
maurer?] und bie Iatholijhe Sirdge.” MWir Tannenberger find fiic diefen
Pajtor begeijtert, der den WMut findet, die Wahrheit gu fagen. Die meiften
Paftoren wollen aber Heute die Cinigung mit Nom, iie 3. B. der Herr
Guperintendent 8. Die protejtantijfe Sirdje ird Heute von den eigenen
Geiftliden an Rom verraten. Jum Sdluf fei nod) gejagt, dafy bie Tannens
berger, die aud der Stirdje ausgetreten find, nidt gottlos find. Hieriiber
fann man nur ucteilen, fwenn man die religiondphilojophijdjen Werle der
frau Dr. Mathilde Lubdendorff gelefen Gat und nidjt blindlings das nads
fpridit, wad die Beitungen beridjten, die enttveber jiidijd) ober freimaus
rerifd) ober jefuitifd) geleitet werben. o tveit dexr Vrief. Eine Aniivort
von fadjhunbiger Seite wdre um jo banfendtwerter, ald der Tamnenbergs
bund in mandjen Gemeinden vordringlidje Propaganda treibt. Ein Wort
in bem ®Brief fagt ja genug, bad Wort bon den ,getauften Juben® auf drijts
liden Stangeln. Abgefehen bon der jicdhtlidhen Nbertreibung, fo waren bes
Ianntlidy alle Apojtel ,getaufte Juden’, Paulus und Johannes und Petrus.
Wil aud) diefe ber Tannenbergbund nidgt gelten laffen? Dann gdlte bon
ibm ba3 Wort Chrifti an feine Apoftel: ,MWer eud) beradjiet, der beradiet
mid); Iwer aber mid) beradjtet, der beradjtet den, der mid) gefandt
Dazu war JCEfus felbft nad) feinem BVol? ein Jude, und fid) meinte er
bem Wort: ,Dad Heil fommt von den Juden.! Siehe aud) ded Pi
Dberdjrift: ,JCfus bon Nazareth, der Juben Stomig.“ J.T.
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