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ber Abredjnung ivird dburd das dreimalige ,Jdj twill an fie” angelindigt.
BWie {dredlid) ivixd der Augenblid fein, twenmn fein Horn entbremnen
oitbl Pf.2,5.12. Man denft hier untwilltiiclid) an die Drojungen,
bie Ehriftus gegen die PHarifier und dilteften ausgejtofen Hat, Matth.28.
Bgl. aud) Jer. 27, 10.15; Hefel. 20, 89; Deut. 18, 20.

c. Predigen wir dbad Wort Gotted nidht linger lauter und rein,
fvarnen und eugen wir nidjt mehr gegen falfde Propheten, dann gelten
und biefe Worte unfers Tegtes. Davor behiite und Gottl Wit wollen
fejthalten an bem Jeugnis unferer Bibel und der Véter und behersigen,
toad Rom. 16, 17 und 1 Joh. 4, 1 gejdhricben fteht.

WBo Gotted Wort recht gepredigt ird, da findet man den, bon bem
B.5.6 geredet wird: den HPErrn, der unjere Geredjtigleit Iit Jgn
fvollen tvir predigen. (RQicd 253, 1.) o 8

- P
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L. Amerika.

Die Kivden Amerifas im Jahre 1930. Das Monatsblatt Christian
Herold, ba3 feit JYafren die Verichte Dr. Carrolld iiber die Stirdenitatitit
unfer8 Qanbded verdffentlidht Hat, Hat nadj dbem Ableben ded ebengenanmten
Sirdenjtatijtifers D. @. 2. fieffer aus der BVereinigten Sutherifden Kivde
fitc biefe Wrbeit berufen, und deffen Veridht iiber dad Jahr 1980 ift in ber
Mainummer bdiefed Blattes cridhienen. Der fummarijde Beridt lautet,

Jvie folgt:

Sticdengemein{dalten. Wiitglieder.  Bunabme.
Rntbn[llm (toeftliche), 8 Rirdjentdrper........ 17,316,673 17,526
Baptiften, 15 Kirdentdrper.......ccovvvennn 9,187,498 642
Methobiften, 16 Kirchentdrper.............. 9,119,069 'A43,211
SQutheraner, 17 Ricchenldrper......ccuuuunn. 2,806,797 ,180
Presbpterianer, 9 Kirdhentorper............n 2,677,369 A22 763
Jiinger Chrifti, 2 Kicdhentdrper............. 1,988,302 A 18567
Cpiflopallizde. .. ... o ieccacnnsanansnes 1,254,237 16,532
Rfongregational-Chriftianer......cv00nvunn.. 1,048,281
Ratholilen (Bftlide), 10 Rirdentrper. ....... 711,925 A37,200
Mormonen, 2 KivdendrPer.....cvvevennnns 689,363 ,268
Reformierte, 3 Rivchentdrper............... 563,148 A4,51"
Pereinigte Brilber in Chrifto, 2 Kicdentdrper 417,504 2,149
Siibifde Gemeindben .......ccveiiieanannns 857,135
Goangeli 2: Eunnbe pon Norbemerifa....... 257,724 6,022
Ebung:[l ] ltl: e, 2 ficchentdrper.......... 237,270

Brilber (Dunkards), 4 Kicdhentdrper. . . 166.851 16
ﬁbbmﬂﬁm, 5 R 11 (1] 7. 162,391 2,604
....................... 107,641 15,660
Freunde, 4 Rivdentdrper....covuvinranans 107,201 971
!Rennonitm, 17 Ricdentdrper.......cvuv.n. 100,924 419
SUMMA. .o eeeenieianancnnass 49,277,478 42,961
Rirdengemeinfdyaften, die weniger ald 100,000
Mitglieder haben, aahlen jufommen..... 730,708 16,325
Gefamtzahl..ccernrrnnnnnnnnn 50,008,181 59,286

* A = 2bnabhme.
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fiber biefen MBeridht jtellt ber ,Fricbensbote” bie folgenbe MBeirads
hing an: ,Biergig Jahre lang Hat ber bemwdfrie Statiftifer Dr. . K.
Garroll on Jahr gu Jahr die Jahlen aud ben Veridjten ber Sirdjen
Ymerilad gufamumnengeftellt und bie lirfachen feftaujtellen gefudt, die fiix
ben jeleiligen Fortidjritt ober Mitdjdjritt beranttortlidy waren. Er bdurfie
walrnehmen, baf bie Gefamizabl ber Stirdenmitglieder in biefer Beit bon
Jabr gu Jahr gunafm. WWenn audy bie Junahme in mandjen Jahren bers
hiltniBmafig gering twar, fo wax fie in anbern wn fo grofer. Die Heinjte
Bunafhme tourbe filr bad Jahr 1919 bergeidhnet, ndmlid 51,000, bie grifte
fiic ba8 Jahr 1028, namlich 1,111,984, Butweilen findb bie Sdjwans
fungen freilih nur cine RWiderfpiegelung mangelfafter DVeridjterftattung.
Im Hinblid auf dbas Jahr 1929 meldete er eine Junahme bon 300,419,
und er fprad) bdie {ibergengung aus, baf barin ber Beiveid dafiir Tiege,
bn_s bic Stirdje in Ymerila das Vertrauen bed8 BVolled nidit eingebiift Habe,
oie bon ben Gegnern erflart fvorben fei, fonbern IlebendIrdftig jei umbd
fofinungsfreudig in bdie Juhunft bliden biicfe. Mit dicfem Wort ded BVers
frauend in bie Lebenslrifte ded8 Evangeliums {Hlof er feine Tdtigleit ald
Statijtiler ab. Er Jat zwar nodj bie Sammlung ber Bahlen fiic dad Jakr
1930 angefangen, aber mitten in ber Arbeit exeilte iGn ber Tod.

»Das bergangene Jahr ftand im [eiden ber Gejddfisflaufeit und
ﬂ{beitﬂ[oﬁgfcit; aber bad Cpridivort fagt: ,Not Tehet beten’, und Nots
geiten find getwdhnlid) Centegeiten fiic die Slirdje. Dagu fam, bap bdie
fticdhen qus Unlafy ded8 Pfingjtjubildums befonbdere Unjtrengungen madys
ten, bad Heil in Chrifto in eindrudsvoller Weife gu berliindigen. [2] CB8
ift batum etivad enttéufchend, dafy die Junahme an Mitgliedern verhiliniss
mapig gering war. Sie betrug nur 59,286.

»2uffallend ift, baf mehrere der groften Sirdjengemeinjdhaften in
dicjem Jabr eine Abnahme an Mitgliederzahl budjen mufpten, wibrend jie
nod) bor tenigen Jahren verhialtnidmafig bdie griften Bunahmen aufs
gueijen Hatten. Die Lutheraner Haben um 56,667 gugenommen und die
Baptijten wm 45,642, aber dic Methobijten Haben eine Einbupe von 48,211
erlitten, die Presbyterianer jind um 22,768 guriidgegangen und die Jiinger
Chrifti um 18,667.~ ¢

Widytig find die Vemerfungen, die D. fieffer felbft zu dben gegebenen
Bablen Bingufiigt. Cr {dreibt: ,.Neungig Progent ber Gejamimitglieds
fdaft ber Gemeinden gehoren 3wangig Stirdjengemeinjdjafen ober gleidys
namigen Stirengruppen an. Wenn bdie Stirdjen, ivie bic Jahlen anzus
deuten {djeinen, guviidgehen, jo ift ber Grund bafiic gum Teil in ber
Botidaft gu finden, die fic der Welt vertiinbdigen. Ein Jeitalter bed Jiveis
feln8 unbd Fragens, des gefdjifiliden Niedergangd und der Gejehlofigleit
forbert bon ber Slangel einen Bejtimmten und beutlidhen Ton der Pojaune:
»BWir follen Gott fiirchten und lieben — ,Veradjtet nidyt bie Sirdje Gottes” —
&0 ipridit ber HCErr* — ,E8 ficht gefdjrichen (im Wort Gottes).

»Die religidfe lnterveifung der Jugend Ameritad ift ein fdjreiendbesd
Bediirfnis. MWenn auf den Uniberjitdten und Hoheren Lehranftalien, ivie
gueilen behauptet toird, cin ,Mangel an Religion® fid bemerfbar madt
unb al8 Folge bavon Aftermviffenidaft, Gottedleugnung und Ghnlides, fo
tut e8 not, baf bdie Sirden die Sadjlage unterfudjen und ein burdgreifens
e Deilmittel finben. E8 miifjen lUniverjitatdpajtoren angeftellt tverden,
und 3 ijt jehr u empfeflen, und gwar mit befonderem Nadjdrud, dap die
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ber[djiedenen Sirdengemeinjdaften umd Erzichungsbehorden unter ben
Gtubdenten arbeiten.”

Jntereffant ift der B|ergleidh, ben bder ,Fricbensbote” iiber die Jus
gehirigleit gur Sivde vor Hunbert Jahren und jept anftelit. Er dreidt:
»Beadjtensivert ift, dbafy der Progentfap an Junahme von SNirdenmitglies
bern in ben Tegten Gundert Jahren bebeutend grifer war ald der ber Ves
vilferunggunahme. BVor Jundert JYalhren gab 3 umter je 76 Bewohuem
bed Qanbed gen Sirdjenmitglieber, Heute find e8 gehn aud je 25.”

fiber bie Grfolge ber Vercinigungsbeftrebungen fdreibt daz Blatt:
~B8 Frudit der Einigungsbetvegung find givei neue Sirdjenbilbungen in
Cntjtehen. Die 1920 in Auslidit genommene Verfdmelzung ber Sons
gregationaliften mit den GYrijtianern {oll auf einer gemeinjamen Stons
fereng, bie Enbe nddjjten Monats in Seattle, Wafh., tagen micd, durd
nnahme ciner Verfafjung zum AGfdIuf gebradt werben. [epten Auguit
Haben fid) bie Algemeine Shynobde von Ofio und anbdern Staaten, bic Stuode
bon Jowa und anbern Staaten und die BVujfalofhnobe auf einer gemeins
famen Stonfereng in oledo, O., unter dem Namen Umerifanijde Luifes
tijdje Stirde bereinigt. Gine NReihe Mtherijder Shnoben ift einander
nilher getreten, inbem fie gur Weratung bder gemeinjamen YAufgaben eine
@oberation gebildet Hat, die den Namen Umerifanijde Luiberijde Sions
fereng trdgt. Sie febt fid) aus der Allgemeinen Shnode bon DObio, der
Jowajynode, der Buffalojhnode, bder Norivegijdh=Luiberijfen Sirde in
Ymerifa, der Cb.-Luth. Augujtanafynode von Nordamerifa und ber nors
toegifdien freien Sirdje gujommen.”

Man mag ja iiber firdjenftatijtit urteilen, wie man toill. Cind aber
bringt jie und immer ticber zum Vetvuftiein, ndmlich die Hofe Aufgabe,
die bie befenninidtreue Iutherijdhe Stivdje Diergulombde Gat. 1njer Bebeus
tendjted MMiffiondfeld bleibt nodj immer unjer cigened Land. J. T.M.

The “Christian Cynosure” on Freemasonry and Education.—
In the News Service of the Board of Christian Education of our Synod
some remarks of the Christian Cynosure on the influence Freemasonry is
exerting, or endeavoring to exert, on our country’s system of education
are reprinted. The views expressed show such clear discernment that we
-cannot refrain from submitting one of the paragraphs in question to our
readers.

“The general tendency of Masonry in this respect [that is, with refer-
ence to education] is well known. It is Masonry that has fought for the
exclusion of all private clementary schools in many States of the Union.
Why? Because of the Catholic parochinl school, it is said. But in reality
the measure is directed against all private schools, whether of Rome, dom-
inated by a foreign potentate, or whether of some Protestant denomination
with no foreign influence. If a department of our Government is organized
to take over all educational matters, a Department of Education, with
& séeretary sitting in the President’s Cabinet, it will be largely because
of Masonic influence. If that comes to pass, what will happen to private
schools? What will happen to the rights of parents? We certainly agree
that the state has the right to demand education in secular matters for
the sake of national welfare. But when this is made a means of denying
to children the God-given right of being taught religion; when it is made
the means of denying to parents their rights ns parents in the control of
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their children and their education; when it is made the means of instilling
teachings that, while not religious, are at least irreligious and anti-Biblical,
then it is time for those who have the welfare of the nation at heart to

call & halt; for this is just as dangerous as the opposite extreme — control
of education by Rome.” A.

Materialism in Ugly Nakedness.— The following paragraph from
the Commonweal of April 20 will interest our readers: —

“A scientist fed some female rats a manganese-free diet and observed
that they thereupon ‘showed no maternal solicitude for their young.'’ In
summing up these facts before a meeting of his colleagues in Baltimore,
he was unable to resist adding: ‘For the present it gives o bare clew that
some of our most highly valued social instincts may depend on such trifles
as the presence of infinitesimal amounts of certain substances in our food.”
Wherent head-line writers regaled the nation with large-type variations of
the proposition that ‘mangancse causes mother love” Whether this is
actually going beyond what is implied by the word ‘depend’ in the above
quotation, we leave our readers to judge. What we wish (with all possible
mildness) to do is to utter a few reminders, just to keep the record straight.
We are certainly not equipped to compete with any scientist in his own
field; in the case in question we know nothing of manganese and precious
little of rats. But we do know as much as normal beings generally about
buman personality; and when (somewhat surprisingly) the discussion
leaps from the behavior of rats under highly specialized conditions to
‘our socinl instincts’ and thence to ‘mother love,’ it has entered the field
of human personality.” A,

New Law Concerning the Sacredness of Private Confession En-
acted. —The Lutheran Companion of May 0 reports as follows: “It is
gratifying to learn that the bill giving all Christian clergymen alike the
same privilege in regard to confidential communications revealed to them
in private confession has been passed by lLoth houses of the State Legis-
lature of Minnesota and has been signed by Governor Olsen. Whatever
may have been the defects of the present law, after this the Christian
minister, whether he be a Protestant or n Roman Catholie, may receive
confidential confessions in the State of Minnesota without fear of being
asked to reveal them before the courts.” At this writing we have no
information on the outcome of the appeal taken by Rev. Swenson, who had
been adjudged guilty of contempt of court for his refusal to divulge what
had been communicated to him by way of private confession. A.

The Protestant Clergy and the Question of War. —In the Chris-
tian Century an editorial is given to a report of Mr. Kirby Page, who sent
& questionnaire to 53,000 ministers, which number is said to represent
one half of the Protestant clergy of the country, and inquired how many
of them would never support or sanction another war. Mr. Page “an-
nounces that there are 10,427 ministers who absolutely reject war and
would refuse personally to take part in any future war as combatants. . . .
The entire clergy of eleven denominations received the questionnaire. Out
of a total of 19,372 ministers who replied, 10,427 answered ‘Yes' to the
question, ‘Are you personally prepared to state that it is your present
purpose not to sanction any future war or participate in it as an armed
combatant?’ and 12,076 declared their conviction that ‘the Church should

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol2/iss1/59
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now go on record as refusing to sanction or support any future war’
Of the total number of ministers replying, 17,700, or 1 per cent., expressed
a willingness to have their names and replies made public.” It is in this
way that Reformed ministers think they can usher in the kingdom of God.
That the kingdom of Christ is not of this world, that it does not come
with observation, that it consists not in meat and drink, but in righteous-
ness and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost, are matters which these propa-
gandists either have never become thoroughly mequainted with or which
they ignore. A.
Proposals Looking to Church Unity.— The Episcopalians hope to
unite the churches by means of the episcopate. Article IV of the Lambeth
Articles, which were formulated for the unity of Christendom, is being
stressed particularly to-day. It reads: “The historic episcopate, locally
adapted in the methods of its administration to the varying needs of the
nations and peoples called of God into the unity of His Church.” They
insisted on it in their negotiations with the churches that are to form the
South India Union. “It is proposed that the Indian Church of the future
shall accept the episcopate without expressing or implying any theory
concerning episcopacy.” And the Lambeth Conference of 1030 endorsed
this insistence on the episcopate. “The conference has heard with the
decpest interest of the proposals for church union in South India now under
consideration between the Church of India, Burma, and Ceylon, the South
India United Church, and the Wesleyan Church of South India and ex-
presses its high appreeiation of the spirit in which the representatives of
these churches have pursued the long and careful negotintions.” They
refuse to yield on the point of the episcopally ordained ministry. Neces-
sarily so. For, as the Lambeth Conference again put it, this “ministry
is the gift of God through Christ and is cssential to the being and well-
being of His Church.” And Prof. W. I. Dunphy has lately explained the
matter thus: “The doctrine of Apostolic Succession, i. ¢., the principle that
none might validly ordain to the priesthood cxcept an apostle or one who
has received by ordination from the apostles the plenitude of apostolic
power (including the power to ordain) and that only those ordained by
them can celebrate a valid Eucharist, absolve, cte., is certainly the doctrine
of the Anglican Church no less than of the Roman and Eastern churches.”
Now, the Episcopalian proposals will never bring about the union. The
Methodists, for whom Rev. W. G. McFarland speaks, will not accept them.
They consider their episcopate as good as that of the Episcopalians. In
a letter published in the Living Church of February 14 Rev. McFarland,
referring to Professor Dunphy’s article, says: “We Americans, not being
longer subject to the London bishop's legal jurisdiction, would not be dis-
senters.  So, having long since renounced faith in the myth of Apostolic
Succession, he [Mr. Wesley] being himsclf at the climax of an apostolic
ministry of divine mission like unto St. Paul’s (see Gal.1,14f.), the Most
Reverend Father in God of Methodism laid his vencrable and apostolic
hands upon the first Methodist bishop. The children of this episcopacy
have received floods of what we believe is not uncovenanted grace.” Nor
will the Presbyterians and Baptists agree. “My Presbyterian kinsmen and
Baptist neighbors would most certainly insist upon laying reciprocal hands
upon Bishop Cheshire, his colleagues, and coadjutor.” And the Baptists
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would offer an additional counter-proposal: “Would you Anglo-Catholics

for the unity of Christ's Church let the great Baptist Church immerse

you!” As for the Lutherans, they reject at once the doctrine of the neces-

:zdof episcopal ordination and of Apostolic Succession as & man-made
e.

The Baptists make their counter-proposal in all seriousness. They
insist upon the necessity of immersion as strenuously as the Episcopalians
insist upon Apostolic Succession. They do not bother much sbout creeds.
“There is nothing binding in them,” they say. Yet they stand out for this
one article— immersion. They do not make much of Baptism. “It has
been snid that Baptists make too much of Baptism; but in fact no religious
body, except the Quakers, makes so little of it as they. They have very
low ideas as to the necessity of Baptism.” (Dr. R. S. MacArthur, in
Why I Am, ete,, p.7.) But they insist on immersion as the condition of
any church union. “The baptism of n believer, in the manner appointed
by the Lord of the Church is at once a confession of fealty to Christ, an
act of obedience to Him, and a symbolical proclamation of the central,
essential, fundamental truths of Christianity, the death, burial, and resur-
rection of the Savior of the world. Is it too much for Baptists to claim
and require, as a condition precedent to membership, that all believers be
immersed on confession of their faith?” (Watohm.-Ex., Sept. 4, 1930.) —
The Disciples of Christ make nothing at all of creeds, but they will insist
on immersion as the conditio sine qua non of church union. “Under the
limitations of the times they were not able to make an adjustment between
their longings for unity and their conception of the literal authority of
the Bible, which seemed to make certain features of church organization
and especially a certain mode of baptism mandatory.” (The Christian
Century, Jan. 28, 1031.) Lutherans will not entertain the proposal. The
doctrine of the necessity of immersion is a man-made article.

Dr. Fred B. Smith, moderator of the National Council of the Congre-
gational Churches, proposed this platform in 1929: “I am among those
who believe the world is on its way to a common prayer, a common altar,
a common fellowship. ... What is the acid test of true, genuine religion?
Certainly it is not some cold, metallic formula of salvation which may
have been developed by some priest, rabbi, or minister. The acid test of
religion is what is accomplished in the realm of morals.”

The Lutherans, on their part, offer to unite with all churches chiefly on
the basis of the article that the sinner is justified by faith alone, by faith in
the forgiveness of sins gained by the vicarious work of the God-man Jesus
Christ and offered frecly in the means of grace. That has been our
ultimatum for four hundred years. “Of this article nothing can be yielded
or surrendered, even though heaven and earth, and whatever will not
abide, should sink to ruin. For there is none other name under heaven
given among men whereby we must be saved, says Peter, Acts 4, 12.”
(Trigl., 463.) That proposal ought to appeal to all churches. There is
nothing man-made about this article. It did not originate by any man’s
whim. It is God’s truth. “Lutheranism was a revival of Paulinism,”
Lyman Abbot assures you. And best of all, through the acceptance of
this article unity is brought about, assured, and preserved. “This article
concerning justification by faith (as the Apology says) is the chief article
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in the entire Christian doctrine, without which no poor conscience can
have any firm consolation or can truly kmow the riches of the grace of
God, as Dr. Luther also has written: ‘If this only article remains pure on
the battle-fleld, the Christian Church also remains pure and in godly
harmony and without any sccts; but if it does not remain pure, it is not
possible that any error or fanatical spirit can be resisted’” (Trigl., 917.)
We hear voices seconding the proposal to make this article the basis
of further discussion. Gieseler, the Reformed church historian, says:
“If it be a question which of the Protestant creeds is best adapted to
become a basis of union for all evangelical churches, I would pronounce
unhesitatingly for the Confessio Augustana.” And Professor Rockwell of
Union Seminary says: “Why cannot Protestantism ogree on its oldest
creed, the Augsburg Confession? ... Here [in Article VII] is a great and,
in the best sense of the word, radical statement: Church unity may be
had without any so-called apostolic succession of bishops and without any
historic episcopate.” E.
Magic on the Ivory Coast.— Witcheraft, as we know from
Bible, deals with supernatural forces, with the powers of darkness, and its
investigation thercfore lies beyond the scope of science. For science deals
only with the results of natural forces. We do not look to science to give
us the right view of witcheraft. The Bible does that. But we do look to
science to confess that it meets with phenomena which it is unable to
explain. William B. Seabrook, a sober investigator, makes this confession,
and for that reanson we here submit the extracts from his article in the
Ladics' Home Journal which appeared in the Reader's Digest of March,
1031. The results of Mr. Seabrook’s investigation of the Voodoo religion
in Haiti were given in the Tueor. MoNTnLY, IX, 371. The incidents here
related took place on the Ivory Coast, West Africa, at the village of Doa,
where the writer was the guest of the chief. This is Mr. Seabrook’s story:
“The most difficult and unsatisfactory experience of my whole African
adventure—I dislike even to approach it— involved the strange business
of the children who were pierced by swords. Two baby girls and the
jugglers had been summoned and had been shut up all day secretly in the
witch-doctor’s inclosure. Night came, and we gathered in the torch-lighted
public compound. The big village crowd — the natives themsclves —was
nervous, quiet, and almost as if terrorized. The two children, impassive as
if drugged, but able to stand and move about, open-eyed like somnambulists,
were brought out by the jugglers. And then whatever it was that hap-
pened, happened. All the bad fiction-traditional stage props were there—
night, torchlight, superstition, crowds hysterical, and mumbo-jumbo raised
to its nth power. Anything like laboratory control was nonsense. Yet
the ordinary hypotheses of trickery — yes, I know them all: group hypno-
tism, substitution of simulacra, puppets introduced by sleight of hand, and
80 on— were simply no good in the face of the close visual and tactile
evidence. For there were the two living children, close to me. I touched
them with my hands. And there, equally close, were the two with
their swords. The swords were iron, three-dimensional, metal, cold and
hard. And this is what I now saw with my eyes, but you will understand
why I am reluctant to tell of it and that I do not know what seeing means:
“Each man, holding his sword stiffly upward with his left hand, tossed
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& child high in the air with his right, then caught it full upon the point,
impaling it like & butterfly on a pin. No blood flowed, but the two children
wero there, held aloft, pierced through and through, impaled upon the
swords. The crowd screamed now, falling to its knees. Many veiled their
eyes with their hands, and others fell prostrate. Through the crowd the
jugglers marched, each bearing a child aloft, impaled upon his sword, and
disappeared into the witch-doctor’s inclosure.

“My first mental reaction, purcly automatic, was that I had seen
jugglery turn suddenly to ritual murder. But whatever had happened,
it was not that. I was assured that in an hour or more, ‘if things didn’t
go wrong,’ we would sce and touch the children, alive and well.

“I had no doubt that the children would reappear alive, but my mind
had reached its old balking-point. I would roject the evidence of my senses
rather than acecept literally a physical miracle, and I believe I shall do so
until I die. And thus it was — please understand I mean no silly blas-
phemy, but am trying to make clear something very difficult — that, when
these two children were brought out presently and I touched them and
they were still warm flesh, it convinced me of nothing whatsoever, except
that there may perhaps be elements in this unholy jungle sorcery, just as
there were unknown elements perhaps in the recorded holier miracles of
other days, which transcend what scicnce knows of natural law, but not
our possibility of ultimate knowledge.”

The italics in the last sentence arc ours. This statement of the noted
explorer deserves to be emphasized. He might have eliminated the
“perhaps,” though. And the hope expressed in the last clause is doomed
to disappointment. E.

Our Kind of Fundamentalism. — Under this heading the Watchman-
Ezaminer (January 22) defends its unionistic stand in the present con-
troversy between Modernists and Fundamentalists. It writes: “Since the
beginning of the movement in our denomination to recall to the faith the
ministers, churches, missionary socicties, and educational institutions that
have gone astray, those standing for the faith have been divided into two
groups. Some have felt that they should separate themselves from.denom-
inational activities and thus fight for the faith from the outside. Others
have felt that they should remain with the organized work and, while
loyally supporting it, raise their voices in protest against the evils that
have crept in. The Watchman-Examiner, without hesitation, took the
position of the second group. We may be pardoned for saying that through
the years we have influenced many to follow our example. Instead of
standing off from our organized work, we have asserted the right to
criticize it because we have loyally supported it. The criticisms of non-
supporters are neither listened to nor heeded. . . . Dr. W. B. Riley, in a
recent issue of the Christian Fundamentalist, declares the ‘come-outers’
have accomplished little by their exclusiveness and that their arguments
for the ‘come-out’ policy are illogical. He illustrates his point by reference
to Abraham Lincoln. Lincoln was opposed to slavery and declared that °
the country could not exist half slave and half free. He stayed with
his country, however, and fought the evil that was corrupting it and won
the victory.”

Sometimes Lutherans wonder how Fundamentalists can remain with
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church-bodies which are so completely under the control of Modernists.
The explanation is here given, and it shows the great cleavage between
confessional Lutheranism and vacillating, half-hearted, unionistic sectarian
Fundamentalism. Lutheranism takes the commands of God’s Word (2 Cor.
6, 14—18; Rom. 16, 17, etc.) scriously, while Fundamentalism acts on
policies of expediency and human reason. That Fundamentalism has not
accomplished a great deal the writer readily admits. He says: “Some are
saying that Fundamentalists have accomplished that which they started
out to do. Can any one believe that who looks into our pulpits and the
chairs of our educational institutions?” On the other hand, he is not
willing to admit that Fundamentalism “is playing out.” He declares:
“Others say that the movement is playing out. If it is, may God have
mercy on us! When Fundamentalism, or that for which it stands, plays
out, the devil will hold high carnival through the Church on earth. No,
Fundamentalism is not playing out.” We do not doubt the sincerity of
the writer; at the same time he ought to know that in every controversial
crisis there is a time when the testimony by word must be followed by
the testimony by deed. J.T. M.

The Attitude of the “Lutheran” on the Question of Open
or Close Communion Criticized. —Our readers will ‘probably recall
that in our last issuc we reported on a lengthy editorial which appeared
in the Lutheran, the official organ of the U.L.C., in which the view was
expressed that ceferis paribus membership in an erring Church should
not bar a person from being admitted to the Lord’s Table in a Lutheran
congregation. In the issue of February 26 the Lutheran publishes a letter
by Dr. John C. Mattes of Scranton, Pa., a member of the U.L.C. who
takes issue with the editor on the latter’s position indicated above. The
letter of Dr. Mattes is of such importance that we feel it should be re-
printed in these columns.

“To THE EDITOR OF THE ‘LUTHERAN’: —

“Much as we sympathize with certain aspeets of the recent editorial
on ‘The Lord’s Supper and Denominational Fellowship,’ there are certain
statements there made that we cannot allow to pass unchallenged.

“While the primary purpose of the Holy Sacrament is indeed to con-
vey to the individual the great pledge of forgiveness that is imparted
there to him by the true body and blood of Jesus Christ, it is also an act
of confession on the part of the communicant and has always been s0
recognized. The person who communes with any body of believers de facto
approves the doctrine of those administering the Sacrament by his act
of participation. It shows his agreement with what is professedly done;
and if it does not, it shows either his ignorance or his insincerity. ALu-
theran who communes with those who deny the Renl Presence is denying
his own faith before men. The onme who is permitted to commune at
a Lutheran altar, while actually denying the Real Presence as far as his
own convictions go, is put into a dishonest and false position before men. -
This is the real objection to such ‘interdenominational communions’ as
far as Lutherans are concerned. The Communion cannot indeed produce
a unity, but it can give an untruthful appearance of unity where such
unity of faith does not exist.
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“What is more scrious is the assertion that an ecclesiastical body
humrlghttomﬂmrulugonmlngthpmﬁuotiheongmpﬂul
in matters involving articles of faith. It certainly has o perfect right
to indicate the logical and inescapable consequences of what it confesses,
Just as much right as it has to have a confession of faith in the first
place. A congregationalism that exalts the congregation over the entire
Church, that places the fraction mbove the unit, is neither Seriptural
nor derived from the Lutheran Confessions. In the very first place, the
stewards who are responsible for the right administration of the Sacra-
ment are not the congregations, but the ministers of Word and Sacra-
ment. It was of them, and not of the congregations over which the Holy
Ghost had made them overseers, that St. Paul said: ‘Let a man so ac-
count of us as of the ministers of Christ and stewards of the mysteries
of God’ Was it actually the intention of this editorial to state that
the Church as a whole, in her organized capacity, has no right to make
rules for the defense of the truth in matters of practise? Does she not
regularly pass regulations even in very non-essential matterst Shall
she, then, be denied the right to protect the truth? If that right is not
granted to the Church as a whole, but is the sole prerogative of an atom-
istic congregationalism, then the apostles erred grievously in the first
Council of Jerusalem when they lanid down certain rules for the guidance
of the Gentile congregations and even prefaced them with the statement:
‘It seemed good to the Holy Ghost and to us.’

“When a general body lays down certain principles that are derived
as consequences from the truth it confesses, it not only does not violate
‘a major Lutheran principle,’ but it does exactly what is demanded by the
major prineciples of our faith.

“It was because of its principles and not for the sake of ‘ecclesiastical
scizure of power’ that the General Council stated the so-called Galesburg
Rule, which is only an expression of what has always been the practise
of an overwhelming majority of Lutherans of all lands for four centuries.
To call this statement ‘an illustration of ecclesiastical seizure of power’
is as unwarranted and unfair as it is untrue to the facts. To justify that
assertion, we would submit the rule itself and a portion of Dr.Krauth's
explanation.

“The Galesburg Rule made the following statements: L. The rule,
which accords with the Word of God and with the Confessions of our
Church, is: Lutheran pulpits are for Lutheran ministers only. Lutheran
altars are for Lutheran communicants only. II. The exceptions to the
rule belong to the sphere of privilege, not of right. III. The determina-
tion of the exceptions is to be made in consonance with these principles,
by the conscientious judgment of pastors, as the cases arise.

“At the request of the General Council Dr.Krauth prepared 105 theses,
in which there was a fundamental discussion of the principles involved.
Two brief quotations from these theses should be sufficient for the present:
‘In saying that the rule “accords with the Word of God and with the Con-
fessions of the Church” . . . the Council meant that the rule is derived from
the Word and the Confessions. It is an affirmation which is the result
of their teachings and is necessitated by them and reaches the accord of
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& common testimony. The Word of God determines this rule, and the Con-
fessions accept it and set it forth. It is a wvalid inference from the spirit
and Jetter of both.’ (Thesis 2.)

“‘It is a principle of the New Testament universally recognized in
the Church that the reception of the Lord’s Supper in a particular eon-
gregation or particular communion has as one of its objects the confes-
sion of the pure faith as against the false or mingled, the complete as
against the imperfect, the sound doctrine as against the corrupt or dubious,
the true Church as against the spurious or doubtful. It is the most
golemn mode of marking church conjunction and of witnessing for a par-
ticular communion as over against all communions in any way arrayed
ageinst it or officially separate from its fellowship. It is “that we may
testify that we approve the doctrine which sounds forth in that Church
in which, together with others, we eat the same Eucharistic bread and
drink from one cup.” “The Lord’s Supper not only scparates believers,
or the Christian people, from unbelievers, but also distinguishes between
Christians themselves who have wandered from the purity of the faith
and those of a purer Church sincerely professing and defending the sound
faith.” (Melanchthon, Repetitio August. Conf., Loci; Gerhard, Loci, X,
371; Carpzov, Isagoge in Libr. Symb., p.405.)’ (Thesis 58.)

“Jon~ C. MarTES.”

We are glnd that this rejoinder appeared, showing that the U.L.C.
has not, bag and baggage, gone over into the camp of those who advocate
“open Communion.” Let us hope that this testimony will bear good
fruits. In what Dr. Mattes says about ccclesiastical authority there are
several statements which ought to be modified. His remarks create the
impression that larger church-bodies arc of divine institution and ean
pass legislation which must be obeyed by all the pastors, teachers, and
congregations of the respective body. We hold that the only unit which
we can trace back to divine institution is the congregation. With re-
spect to the responsibility for the right administration of the Sacrament
we are convinced that the local congregation, which has called the pastor
and which possesses the keys of the kingdom of heaven, has as large
a share in it as the ministers. Again, when synods pass regulations,
these must not be looked upon as being binding per se. Such a position
would not have any sanction in the Scriptures. Whatsoever authority
attaches to them comes from the consent of the congregations when they
approve of what their representatives have resolved on. But with the
_ position which Dr. Mattes chiefly has in mind, namely, that a church-body

has the authority to state the principles which it holds to be implied in
the truth which it confesses, we are in full agreement.

The Lutheran, in the same issue, has a few words to say on the re-
joinder of Dr. Mattes. We regret that it does not withdraw from the
position which is under attack, but declares concerning the Galesburg
Rule: “While we have great respect for the views set forth in the letter
of Dr. Mattes and realize the dangers resulting from overvaluing the con-
gregational prerogatives, we cannot escape observing the baneful effects
on Lutheranism for which the legislation in question gave occasion. A fal-
lacy in & rule has become evident in its effects despite high regard for
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its purpose and for the ability of its drl:lun." These are obscure state-
ments. What does the Lutheran mean? What are the effects which it
complains of? The questions involved are too important and far-reaching
to be dismissed in such a manner. A.

* An Extension of the Doctrine of Intention.— The doctrine of
intention, as held by the Catholics, Roman- and Anglo-Catholics, is bad
enough in its simple form. “It is a dogma at once abhorrent in the de-
pendence in which it places souls upon human caprice and perilous to the
Romish fabrie, inasmuch as it puts in question the validity of holy orders.
Some of the fathers at Trent were not wholly blind to the former phase.
One of the bishops argued against the necessity of inward intention and
pointed his argument by supposing a case where a priest, who, being an
infidel and a formal hypocrite, might despoil a whole congregation of the
Sacraments and cause the perdition of children from lack of valid baptism.
‘The divines,’ says Sarpi, ‘did not approve this doctrine, yet were troubled
and knew not how to resolve the reason. But they still maintained that
the true intention of the minister was necessary, cither actual or virtual,
and that without it the Sacrament was not of force, notwithstanding any
external demonstration.’” (History of Chr. Doct., H. C. Sheldon, IT, 193.)
If the lack of the internal intention on the part of the ordaining bishop
renders the ordination invalid (and if the bishop is not a true priest
because his ordination was invalid for the same reason), the priest can
never know for certain whether he is a truc pricst. But the matter
becomes still more involved and the doubts of the poor priest grow apace
when the doctrine of intention is applied to books and rules and rubries.
Some will doubt that they are priests, and others will find it necessary,
in the interest of their priesthood, to contend for the presence of the
intention in the ordinal in question. As witness the following. In his
book Why Rome? Dr. Delancy gave his reasons for going over to Rome, and
Rev. Harrison Rockwell answers in the Living Church (Oct. 18, 1930) as
follows: “His chief contention is that the Anglican Church lost the apos-
tolic succession in the first century after the break with the See of Rome
Jbecause of lack of intention in the new ordinal. This charge is based on
the wording of the consecration of a bishop, where it was not explicitly
stated at that precise place in the service that one was being set apart
‘for the office and work of a bishop,’ as the ordinal of 1661 and all later
ones have it. Dr. Delaney has written that he believes the first Edwardine
ordinal lost us the apostolic ministry and that therefore he has never been
a priest.” The possibility of the lack of intention on the part of the
ordinal weighs so heavily upon Rev. Rockwell that he is at pains to
establish the presence of the intention. He quotes Dr. Francis J. Hall:
“In the Edwardine ordinal, which continued in use for a century, the
intended grade of order was not explicity designated in this formula; but
it was sufficiently indicated in the rite at large, and such an omission was
in accord with ancient Catholic precedent. . . . Moreover, the preservation
of an unbroken succession in the Anglican episcopate from the apostles
through recognized Catholic channels was provided for with painstaking
care by the provision carried out in the consecration of Archbishop Parker;
and this line of succession has been reenforced by subsequent events.”
E.
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“The State Must Yield.” — The Sunday-sohool Times (Jan. 17T)
writes: “The well-known Roman Catholic publicist Hilaire Belloc bluntly
told us in the Atlantic Monthly some months ago that the Roman Church
and the modern state are fundamentally antagonistic and that, when the
conflict comes, the state must yield. There are implications of all sorts
of trouble in this assertion, and it is breaking out. In Venezuela the
Archbishop of Valencia published a pastoral against civil marriage. The
president of the country ordered his expulsion. The archbishop asked for
o suspension of the decree. It was answered that he must first declare
that he ‘would respect, and abide by, the supremacy and integrity of our
laws’ Other bishops associated themselves with their archbishop in a
published statement. The Minister of Public Instruction in reply stated
that the bishops had taken an nttitude to which the government could
not submit without surrendering the independence and sovereignty of the
nation. So once more Church and State locked horns in South America.
In Malta a world-power, the Papacy, has challenged anotlier world-power,
the British Empire. Maltese voters have been ordered not to vote for
a candidate unsatisfactory to the Roman Church, although he is actually
a Roman Catholic. The British government has answered by suspending
elections and the constitution of Malta. It is a reaffirmation of the proud
words of the Thirty-seventh Article: ‘The Bishop of Rome hath no juris-
diction in this realm of England.’ The Rev. J. A. Kaye of Tollington Park,
London, was for mineteen months a war-time chaplain in Malta. He de-
scribes the people of Malta as the most poverty-stricken he has ever seen.
Yet there is a priest on the island for every eight inhabitants, and the
churches are stored with wealth.”

All this is worth noting by the citizens of our country, where Roman-
ism is at present dangerously aggressive. Writers like Hilaire Belloc and
Gilbert Chesterton are no oily diplomatists ns are the wily clergy of the
Catholic Church; they may tell us bluntly what Rome purposes to do,
but they tell us truthfully; and the actions of the Papacy back up
their words. J.T. M.

The United Lutheran Church and the Suomi Synod.—In the
Lutheran a contributor, M. L. Canup, writes: “Just now there is a lovely
courtship going on between the United Lutheran Church in America and
the Finnish Evangelical Lutheran Church in America (the Suomi Synod),
with the possibility of an early marringe. The United Lutheran Church
in Michigan is greatly interested in this announced engagement and pro-
posed wedding. The map of the United Lutheran Church in Michigan will
be greatly changed with the consummation of this merger. The head-
quarters of the Suomi Synod is at Hancock, Mich. Here are also located
Suomi College and the theological seminary. This young synod has 184
congregations, scattered over eighteen States and the two provinces of
Canada, & membership of 35,000, shepherded by more than sixty pastors.
The Finns are a thrifty people. They know the history and doctrine of
their Church. The United Lutheran Church would be benefited by such
& merger, and we trust the Suomi Synod would also. Detroiters and
Michiganders are especially interested in the courtship of these two bodies.”

J.T. M.
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Mormonism Still Very Strong. — The News Bulletin of the National
Latheran Council contains an article on the Mormons (The Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints) in Utah in which much interesting
information concerning this dangerous sect is presented. We are told that
the Mormons, who in 1830 started out with six members, now number
600,000 adherents. The sect is represented in all the States of the Union,
in Canada, in South America, in the majority of the European countries,
and on islands of the sea. “Mormon uccessions average now about 21,000
per annum, of which 14,000 represent an indigenous growth through the
reception in baptism of children from Mormon families. About 450,000
of their members live in the ‘intermountain’ country, especially in Utah
and Southern Idaho.” In this same territory Protestant churches report
185 congregations and mission-stations (a very limited number sclf-sup-
porting), with a total membership of 25,000, or, in other words, a ratio of
20 to 1. “In Salt Lake City, with a population of 135,000, the Mormons
claim a membership of 45,000, which is distributed in about 55 ecclesiastical
wards, each provided with a chapel and corps of officers. On the other
hand, though much is said about the fact that the Gentiles outnumber the
Saints, the combined strength of Catholics and Protestants is less than
10,000. Lutheranism is represented on the ficld by three synods, who carry
on operations in three congregations in Utah, about seven congregations
in Southern Idaho, and a few scattered preaching-stations. In all, the
membership totals about 1,500 souls. Handicapped by limited resources
and man-power, the results have certainly justified the efforts expended.
On the question whether the Mormons believe in the atonement of Jesus,
the article says that they make this elaim; but “the viewpoint is mot
evangelical. Hopes for salvation are not based on Christ’s mediatorial
sacrifice, but rather on the ordinance of Baptism, and the laying on of
hands by the priesthood rather than redemption through the grace of God.”
In practise, polygamy is a thing of the past, but in theory it is still
cherished. The life in heaven is dreamt of by some of this sect as polyg-
amous. “Viearious work for the dead is carried on to the extent that
leaders have declared that more is done in behalf of the dead than for the
living. Living persons may be baptized by proxy for their dead ancestors
and thus secure their release from prison in the spirit world.”

One thing remarkable about Mormonism is that it is so well organized.
“There is duty for everybody. At the head is the president, who with his
two counselors is the highest authority and mouthpiece of God. In a
descending scale there are the officers with well-defined duties, such as the
‘twelve apostles,” the ‘president of the 70's,’ or ‘stake presidents,’ down to
the ‘bishop’ in every ward, who has under him officers and ‘block teachers,’
sufficient to make weekly contact with all the members. Because of its
vast property holdings and accredited divine authority the Mormon Church
wields a tremendous political as well as financial power. The annual tithe
receipts, which total at least four and a half millions, are administered
by the leaders as a church extension fund. . . . Whatever one may say
about the teachings of the Mormons, there can be no question about their
missionary zeal. Their method of calling young men to serve the Church
at their own expense outside of the home territory for a period extending
over at least two years is unparalleled. A force comprising about 1,200
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in the Btates and about 500 outside the States is continually spending its
efforts in the interest of the Mormon cause. These missions are said to
represent an annual cost of two million dollars, and the property is also
valued at two million dollars.”

The writer of the article has this important practical suggestion:
“A better understanding of the Mormon question is cssential. It has been
proved that persecution and ridicule will promote the cause which is
attacked. Evangelical truth must be disseminated by means of every avenue
of publicity in Mormon territory, but always in a friendly relationship.
The public everywhere should be posted on the Mormon teachings, but,
of greater importance still, be grounded in Christian fundamentals.” It is
well known that our Church is represented in the territory of the Mormons
by a congregation located in Salt Lake City, Utah, of which the Rev. F. E.
Schumann is pastor, and by missions at Provo and Spanish Forks, which
are in charge of Missionary Skov. A

Repeal of Tennessee Evolution Law Sought. — The Memphis cor-
respondent of the Christian Century reports: “There is now a bill pending
before the Legislature of Tennessce to repeal the notorious ‘monkey law,’
which forbids the teaching of evolution in State-supported schools in Ten-
nessce. The matter was brought up for discussion at the April meeting of
the Protestant Pastors’ Association of Memphis. A paper on evolution
was read by Rev. R. G. Lee, leader of the Baptist Fundamentalists in
Memphis. Dr. Lee's essay described all evolutionists as atheists and stated
that one had to choose between henthen evolution and God’s Word, the
Bible. Rev. 0. A. Marrs of the Mcthodist church and Dean Noe of the
Episcopal cathedral scored Dr. Lee's paper ns a enrieature of scientific
teachings and denied that atheism and evolution are identical. The asso-
ciation, when called on to vote its protest ngninst the repeal of the ‘monkey
law,’ failed to go on record. Although the matter has been carried over
till next meeting, it is the consensus of opinion that no concerted opposition
will be organized against the repeal.”

We cannot vouch for the correctness of any of the statements made.
Rev. R. G. Lee is known to us as a very cloquent defender of the cardinal
doctrines of the Bible pertaining to the atonement of our Savior and the
inspiration of the Holy Scriptures. Christian parents, it scems to us, are
certainly within their rights when they refuse to permit the instructors in
schools supported by their taxes to teach their children a false religious
philosophy. A.

I1. Xusland.

D. Bh. Badymann Heimgegangen. Die theologijde Falulidt in Crs
Iangen bellagt ben Tob eined prominenten Glicdes, ndmlid D. R Badys
manns, ber Hirglid) in feinem fiebenunbdjedizigiten Lebensdjabhr abgerufen
fourbe. Der Verjtorbene war bedeutend al8 Ereget und El)ftemnﬁ!et. In
BnI;nB Stommentar bearbeitete er bie Storintferbriefe. A8 Theolog ging er
in ben Balinm Hofmannd und Franisd einfer und war alfo nidt Seumthlil-
theolog im vollen Ginne ded Worts.

Dad Datum dber Krengigung unfers Oeilanbed. JIm .S‘tlebm'bﬂfﬂl
findet fid folgende bem ,Apologeten” entnommene Notiz: .Prof. Dr. Ois
foald Gerhardt in Vexlin mwill, mwie er in dber Jeitidhrift ,Forfdungen und
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Hoct{dyritte’ mitteilt, genau Gerausgefunbden Haben, an tweldem Datum bie
fireugigung JEfu Clrifti nacj unferm Nalender gejdefen ift. Cr erflart,
bie Meredimmg fei in ifrem Nern eine rein ajtronomifdie Aufgabe und fpige
fid§ gu ber Frage gu: Weldem Datum unfers Salenbders entfpridit ber Freis
tag, ber 16. Nifan, weil IEfus am Freitag im Pafjah ftardb? Auf Grund
ber biblifhen Angaben gelangte er gu ber fibergeugung, baB nur einsd
bec filnf Jahre 29 bis 38 in Wetradt fommen dnne. Er gibt nad) forgs
faltigen Unterfjudjungen an, fiic iGn ftefe e8 unividecleglidh feft, dak bdie
Streugigung Freitag, ben 7. Upril, im Jahre 30, ftatigefunben Hat.” oA

Regarding the ‘“Miracles” at Lourdes.— The Commonweal feels
it necessary to defend the authenticity of the so-called cures at Lourdes.
The occasion of its remarks on this subject is furnished by an editorial in
the April number of Hygeia, a journal published by the American Medical
Association, in which the writer, Dr. Fishbein, places the “cures” at Lourdes
in the same class with those of “charlatans who use the power of sugges-
tion.” The Commoniweal says: “Dr. Fishbein in this instance proves him-
self to be anything but scientific; for he ignores the testimony given by
scores of physicians of the highest repute to the effect that many of the
cures at Lourdes cannot possibly be explained by suggestion. Dr. Alexis
Carrel of the Rockefeller Institute, winner of the Nordhoff-Jung cancer
prize for 1030, for example, is such o witness to the inexplicable character
of some of the Lourdes cures. In a letter to Dom Francis Izard, recently
quoted by the latter in the London Tablet, Dr. Carrel says: ‘Certain facts
observed at Lourdes cannot be accounted for by any of the known laws of
wound-healing and tissue regeneration. In the course of a miraculous
cure the rate of tissue regeneration greatly exceeds that which has ever
been observed in the healing of a wound under optimum conditions.” Such
a case, the instantancous cure of tuberculosis disease of both kidneys, was
observed at Lourdes in September, 1929, the person cured being Mile, Mar-
guerite Adam, a Belgian. After waiting a year, this case was declared
inexplicable by the medical bureau at Lourdes. Dr. Carrel was present
during the discussion and signed the dossier.

“There are literally scores of such cases. Dr. Fishbein, as editor of
a journal published by the American Medical Association, should be better
acquainted with the facts concerning Lourdes before committing himself
and, by inference, the American Medical Association to such an ill-informed
statement as that contained in the editorial in Hygeia. Scientists, as the
London Tablet remarks, are entitled to say that they expect somebody,
some day, to explain the Lourdes cures somehow, without going outside
of what we call the natural course of things. But they are not entitled
to say that the Catholic explanation is untenable. Still less are they
entitled to class them with the hocus-pocus of such ‘suggestionists’ as
Alexander Dowie and Coué, as Dr. Fishbein does. Scientists should make
a virtue of prudence, as religion docs, especinlly those who write for
the press.”

The remarks of the Commoniceal create the impression that the cures
must be either natural or divine and that tertium non datur. A reference
to 2 Thess. 2, 9 will show that there is a third possibility. A
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fiber Sanbedtirdien und Seften. Wollgieht fid) in Deut{dland gegens
wirtig ein Wedhfel in der Anfdauung beireffs ded BVerhiliniffed awifjden
Lanbestirdie 1imd Freiliche? Jn biclen Sreifen ift bieS ofne [iveifel der
Fall. Dabei twerden Jretum und Wabrheit gemwaltig ineinandergemengt.
Im . Chriftlidien Apologeten” beriditet Bifdjof Niiljen, einer ber filfrenden
Methodijten in Curopa, iiber Vorirdge, dic der Stirdjenhiftorifer Prof. Dr.
Stofler bon der Univerfitdt in eidelberg gehalien Hat und worin diefer fidh
gerade iiber den angebeuteten Gegenftand ausfpricdit. Prof. Sdhler fielt
in ben Selten cin Stiid drijtliden Lebens, ,dad nun cinmal da ift, eine
ungeheure Angichungsiraft befipt und nidjt nur erflirt, fonbern vor allen
Dingen verftanden fein Will. Der Standpunit der ,allcinfeligmadienden
Landeslivdie’ — man mag ihn ablehnen, joviel man will, vorfanden ift er
bod) — mufy verfdivinben; 8 muf aufhsren, daf man ben Seltierer oder
@emeinjdaftddriften mit einem gewijjen Obium verfolgt und von ifm abs
tiidt, felbjt bann, wenn man iGm innerlidh gang nahe fteht, nur tweil man
Jirdlicd)* ift. Die Fronten laufen Heute nicht mehr: Landestivde — Selte,
jonbern: Ghriftentum — Wiberdyrijtentum. . . . 1lnd dasd Urteil? Jd
febe e8 Rim. 14, 5, und nur dba. Solange die Selten, und feien fie fiic
unfereinen nod) jo abftrus, die religidjen Vebdiicfnifje tweiter Sireife befries
digen, jolange fie [ihre Jubdrer] zu jittlid) ernjten Menjdjen erzichen; fos
Iange die HeilSarmee oder die Ernjten Vibelforfder oder tver ed fei, einen
Berelenbeten gu retten vermdgen, den die Lanbdestirdje ju retten nidt fibig
ijft; folange bon Mennoniten, Vaptiften, Qudlern ober tver eB fei, . . . relis
gidfe Strdfte ausjtromen: fo lange darf das lrteil nur auf den perjonliden
Gewifjensentidieid abgejtellt swerben. Die Setten Haben ihr Redt auf Cris
ften3 Binlanglid) betviefen”.

€8 ijt ja cincrfeits erfreulid), dafy Prof. Stohler einjieht, die lands
Iaufige Unjdhauung iiber die Landestivde [afie fidh nidit Halten. Vnderers
jeitd aber ijt ¢8 traurig, dajy er bei feiner Veurteilung von Sirdengemeins
{dajten nidit den Mafjtab bed cwigen Wortes Gottes anlegt, fondern bdie
Cadje mit dben Brillen ber Vernunft anficht und ciner Gemeinfdaft Ans
erfenmung angedeifen lajjen will, tenn fie religitje Vebiirfniffe befriedigt,
auf fittlidem Glebiet Crfolge aufzutveifen BHat, foziale DHilfe pilegt ufiv.
Jn feinem Fall flicft die Toleranz nidht aus gejunden Grundfipen. O

Nene Vercinigungdverfude in Europn. Vertreter der Hrdliden Prefie
Belgiums, Franfreids, Grogbritanniens, Dentjdlands und der Nicderlande
Baben cine Stonferen3 gebildet, die unter anderm aud) Mittel umd Wege
judyt, wie die drijtliden Jeitjdriften die BVereinigungsverjudje bder vers
fdjiedenen Sticdjen befdrdern fonnen. Prof. D. Hinbderer in Bexlin unters
breitete der Stonferenz Vorjdjlige: Man fei jidh dody darin einig, bdajj man
miteinanber und nidht mehr gegencinander arbeiten wolle (to work with
each other and not on one another), 3. 9. durd) Propagandamadien fiic
cingelne Sivdjen, Gruppen ober Meinungen; bie Intereffen der beridies
benen fénder tviirden immer enger ineinander verfloditen; geijtige 1md
moralijdie Bewegungen iiberjpringen Volts- und Landesgrengen; dadurd)
fei brilderlidies Jujammentvirten, bejonders von jeiten der djriftlicen Prefle,
gut notivendigen Pflidht getvorden, wenn fid) aud) nod) geivifje Spannungen
und irdlidie Scheidetviinde finben, die foldje Vereinigung auf basd ufpere
Bt_l'cbr&nﬂen. Befonders burd) bad Scdhaffen einer Atmojphare ded gegens
feitigen Wobliwollend und durd) NAustaujd jorgfaltig ausgervdhlier Nads
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Tidjten Tonne gerabe dic Hirdjlidge Preffe viel dagu beitragen. — Der Einflup
bed gedrudten und gelefenen Worted auf die sffentlidge Meinung Tann nidt
Ieidjt iiberjdyilit werden. Eine gute firdhlidge Jeitfdyrift, die jich nidt jheut,
bie Walhrheit gu befennen und dic Wabhrheit su fagen, ift von unberedjens
barem MWext fiir die Sivde. Wenn aber alles, wasd gejdiricben und gebrudt
oird, cinem borgefafiten Jioed diemen foll und bemgemdp ausdgemwiblt und
gugeftufpt toird, fo wird dic Fird)lidhe Prefje nidht nur mertlos, jonbern
jdhidli). ©o bage und beridhwommen bdie obencrivifnie Gejdidte ijt, fo
{deint fie bodh auf cin Siomplott Hinausgulanfen, mn die Ehriften, auf gut
bdeutfdd, angufiihren. Die Heilige Sdrift nennt fjolde, dic ., Friede, Friede!™
{dyreien, fo Doch fein Friede ijt, faljde Propheten. T. 9.

A Union Lutheran Seminary in Indin. — A Union Lutheran Semi-
nary for theological training will be opened in July at Gurukul, Madras,
South Indin. Synods and societies joining in the movement are the United
Lutheran Church in America, the American Lutheran Church, the Danish
Missionary Society, the Ev. Luth. Leipzig Mission, the Swedish Mission,
and the Tamil Ev. Luth. Church in India. The last-named is an offshoot
of the Leipzig Mission. It is planned to offer a course of three years.
“Each eooperating body will furnish one professor, whether Indian or for-
eign, and will be responsible for his salary and housing and will also
send students for the graduate classes and, maybe, other classes.” — We
sincerely regret that our Missouri Synod, which is also doing mission-work
in Indin, eannot join in the new venture; for the constituent groups tol-
erate much doctrinal error in their ranks. Our Concordia Theological
Seminary in India is located at Nagercoil, Travancore.

FREDERICK BRAND,

Sdulverhiltnifie in Sowjetrnfiland. Der , Ehrijtl. Apologete” {dreibt:
»Mit dem belannten Delret vom 12, Auguft 1930 ijt aud) in Sotvjets
rujjland der allgemeine Sdmulzivang cingefiihrt worben. Wereitd mit Ve
ginn ded Sduljahred 1980-31 jollie mit dem Pilidjtbejud) der BVoltsjdjule
aller Stinder im Alter von adi, neun und zehn Jahren begonnen rverden.
Gleidyzeitig follten audy Stinder wijden eff und fiinfzehn Jabren, die die
Boltsjdule nidt befud)t Gaben, in befonderen — nod) gu jdajfenden —
njtelten im Laufe von cin bid Fwei Jahren lnterridht erBalten. Jm
LBergleid) mit dem Programm, mit tweldem die Stommunijten in Ruland
bei ihrer Maditergreifung auf dem Gebict der Sdulbilbung auftraten, ijt
Dies Delret giemlid) bejdjeiden. HAuferdem jteht die neue Werfiigung nur
auf bem Papier. Selbjt der Soivjetprefie crjdieint die Bermirllidung
biejer Mafnabme jehr zweifelfaft. Nad) ber ,Jsivejtja" mitgten 58,900
Stlaffen exdijuet, 50,300 neue Lehrer ausgebildet und ernannt und ca. 750
Millionen Rubel audgegeben werben. Der offigiclle SdHulzwang fann aber
al8 gefabrlidje Wajfe bort angetvandt iverden, o man Stinbder, die bon
den Eltern bidher forgfam demt entjitilidjenden Cinflufj der Sotvjetjdjule
ferngeBalten tourden, unter diefent Cinfluf bringen Wil Eine ganze NReibe
von Pregnadridien tweift darauf Hin, daf im gangen Sdjultejen eine
fiic tefteuropdijdhe BVerhilinifie beifpicllofe Dedorganijation eingeriffen ift.
fiberhaupt Hat dad Crziehungsipjtem in ber Sotvjetunion fdon jebt au
cinem Sinfen ded geijtigen Niveaus in allen Sdhulen Ruflands, bon der
Loltsjdjule angefangen, bid zur lniverjitdt gefilhrt.” 3T M.
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Neue Funde im Jeaf. Nadj einer Meldbung tm ,Ehriftl. Apologeten”
find bei den neueften @rabungen der Oxfords und FielbsMufeen an ber
Gtitte bed alten Rifd) i Jral Ioftbare Juwelen und tounbervolle Golds
fdmudgegenftinde gefunden mworden, die einjt am Hofe Nebuladnegars ges
tragen twurben. Nad) dem Beridjt des [eiters der Grabungen, Profeffor
fLangdons, tird diefer Sdjabfund aus der babylonijdjen Epodje befonbered
Aufichen crregen, dba daburd) aud) auf die biblifde Gefcjichte neues Lidt
falt. Tief anter bem Tempel bes Stdnigs Nebufadnegar twurbe eine neue
Reihe fumerijder Nonigdgriber aufgededt, die man ald 5,600 Jafre alt
fdhdabt. Dabei wurben Tdfelden mit Steilinfdriften gefunben, bie neue
Auffdliijfe iiber bdie Ge[didhte biefer Beit bringen. Man BGat berednet,
baf dicfe Sdjriften dlter find al8 die Sintflut. Die Grabungen ergaben
aud) Funde bon vorziigliden SHulpturen aud der Safjanibengeit um 250
nad) Chrifto. — So tveit der Veridit. Der Wert biejer Funbe bejteht bor
allem barin, daf fie die ,®efhidhte der erften Menfdhheit”, tvie fie bon
ben unglaubigen Wibeltritifern onftruiert tworbden ift, in Stilde reifen und
bic Wahrheit ded altteftanentliden Veridhts divelt tvie indirelt beftatigen.
Dic bibelfeindlidien Cuvolutionstheorien crleben an diefen ard)antnclfﬁm
Funben ihr Waterloo. 3.2

Wicberaufnafhme bder anglifanijd-freificdliden Scl’urﬂllungeu. Wie
dasd . Ev. Deutjdland” mitteilt, Gai die anglifanijde Bijdjofstonferens, die
im Sommer borigen Jahres in Qonbon ftatifand, in tveiten freilirchlicdhen
Sreifen ftar? enitdufdt, da fie nidtd dagu beigetragen Hat, bie Einigungsds
Beftrebungen gioifden bder engliffjen Staatstivdie und dben englifdien Freis
Yirdjen gu fordern. Nad) der Mitteilung des Methodist Recorder hat mun
der Erabijdhof bon Canterburh dem Bunbdedrat der evbangelifden Freifirden
Cngland3 feinen Wunfd) dabin gedupert, dafy die Vefpredjungen ifden
WBeriretern der anglifanifden Stirde und der Freitivdien tvieder aufgenoms
men oiirben. Gine Reibe jolder Vejpredjungen fand bereitd im Jafre
1920 nady ber Lambethlonfereny ftatt; dod) tourden fic Mitte bed vorigen
Jabraehnid Ivieder eingefiellt. Bidher (djeiterten bdie Cinigungsbejtres
bungen gumeift an den Hohen Ynforderungen ber englijfen Staatslirde,
namentlidh an ber Forberung, die continua successio anerfennen gu miifjen,
bic bejonders bie Hodjlirdjlidhe Partei aufredjtechilt, todhrend dbie niebers
Tirdjlide Partei wie aud) die Dreitficdhlidhe den CEinigungsbejtrebungen 3us
geneigt ift. J.ITM.

Gin widtiger Fundb. Wie ,,D. €. D.” mitteilt, ijt Hirglid) ein idtiger
gund gemadit worben. Der Veridit lautet: ,Der Profeffor der femitifdhen
©pradien unbd der fighptologic an ber Univerfitdt Toronto in Canada,
Dr. Mexrcer, meldbet ald Ergebnis einer Forjdhungsreife nad) Abefjinien bie
Enibedung eined alten Vibelmanujlripts, bad einen um gweijunbdert Jahre
alteren Tept biete al8 alle bisher befannten ftberfepungen ber PHeiligen
Sdrift. Die bidferige Priifung ded Texted Habe ergeben, daf auf Grnumd
biefer Handidrift an widtigen Stellen der urfpriingliche Tegt des Alten
Zeftament3 ivieberhergeftellt und bon Jrrtiimern ber f{piteren NAusgaben
gereinigt tverben Iinne. Der Gelehrte tindigt gunddift bie Verdffentlidung

_ beB Fertes de8 Prediger Salomo an.” S IT.M.
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