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Theological Observer. — Rird)lid)-Beitge{djichtliches.

I. Amerika.

Aud ber Synode. Die Veridite aud den berfdicdenen Dijtritten der
©hnobde geigen, daf die Arbeit beds HErrn trofy der ,bifen Jeiten” vortvirtss
gebt. Stuc in einem Dijtritt Hat man die jahrlide Shnodalverjammiung
audfallen laffen; imt iibrigen ijt das Vebiiefnis filr ben Segen diefer Jus
jommentiinfte jo grof, dafy man fie in getwohnter Weife Hilt, wenn man fidh
babei audy der griften Sparjamieit befleifjigt. Aud viclen Gegenden foms
men Radjridhten, daf bdie Mifjionsgelegenbeiten gerabe jet fehr giinitig
find, fo baf, wic 3. V. in Jowa und in Minnefota, neue Stationen crdfinet
torben find. Jn Minnejota Haben fid) feit Anfang ded Jabres awdlf
Parodjien felbjtindig crldrt, was unter den Mmiftdnden fehr anerfennenss
oert ift. Audy ift zu ertvdhnen, dafy die meiften Mifjionare auf dem Gebict
der Jnmeren Mifjion irofy der ftarf redugicrten Gehilter treulidy roeiters
arbeiten und mit Gottes Hilfe durdhzufommen gedenfen. Aud) bom fernen
Weften, bon ber Slitjte des Stillen Ozcansd, fommen exfreulide Veridte.
€o Bat tiieglid) cine Gemeinde in Oatland ihre neue Stirdje eintweihen diirs
fem, und im fiidlichen Teile des Staated bemiiht fidh) cine Gemeinde nad
ber anbern, ofne Pilfe aus der Mifjionslajic fertig au werben. — Die
Radyridhten aus den canadifden Diftriften lauten gum Teil fehr cxfreulid,
ba die Predigt ded Wortes viel Frudt jdafit, gum Teil aber aud) fehr
Betriibend, da mandje der neuen njicdler dburd) bie fdveren Beiten febr
fart betroffen worben find. Wi lefem: “You will readily understand the
plight of those who went on the homestend without any eapital just be-
fore the present period of depression set in. They have never been able
to take a crop off their land, nor have they the necessary seed to sow
in at least a suflicient acreage for feed this spring. They have no pota-
toes, many have very little clothing, yes, many have not even bread to
eat. They cannot in many instances apply to the Government for relief,
since they would immediately become subject to deportation.” — us
Midjigan tommt die Nadjridt, daf; der Frauenhilfsverein, der fid) der Stadt=
miffion in Detroit getvidbmet Hat, in [Gblidier und energijdier Weije biejed
Miffionsloer? fordert. Ofne Selbjtindigleit zu beanfprudjen, nimmt fid
bicfer Werein unter dber Leitung der Gemeinden diefer LicbeSaxbeit an, jo
bafy derartige BVerbindbungen andern Fum BVorbild bdienen Finnen. — Einige
Diftrilte Haben die Weife, daf fie regelmifig iiber die Glefdichte der u
ifnen gehdrenden GJemeinden bGeriditen. Died tvird in fpiteren Jabren
dem Gejdidtsforidier fehr aujtatien fommen. JIn Siidbamerita tidmen
die Dijtrifisblitier jonderlich der Sdulfrage biel Raum, und die Arbeit
gebt fjtetig voridrts. Der ,Stirdjenbote” forwohl twic dasd . Stirdenblati”
bringt feinen Lefern gebiegene rtifel, und man jicht, dafy bic Iirdlide
Arbeit in energifdjer, giclbetoufter und onfervativer Weife geﬁmr:‘ toird.

Unionism. — The Lutheran Church Quarterly, in its issue of January,
1933, carries an article by Dr.N. R. Mchlhorn of the U.L.C. on this im-
portant topic. We quote some of the praragraphs which we consider of
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special importance. Speaking of the situation in his church-body, he
says: —

“On the subject of pulpit-fellowship, in the main, Lutheran pulpits are
occupied by Lutheran preachers. There are occasions in the United Lu-
theran Church when a speaker from some other communion is heard by
a congregation. We have a few clergymen whose interdenominational re-
lationships or community ties lead to exchanges with other preachers. But
when our people have been habitually instructed prior to confirmation and
after it from the pulpit, they are not misled by a sermon nor beguiled
from their church thereby any more than through a book, n magazine, or
a radio address. The fact is that all our pulpits are maintained to serve
Lutheran congregations and for the extension of our Lutheran influence
and membership.

“Our altars are for Lutheran communicants. Any Lutheran is eligible
to receive the body and blood of Christ under the form of bread and wine
administered as our Lord prescribed and as the Lutheran Church has prac-
tised, provided he comes properly prepared to receive it. And his prepara-
tion for this individualization of our Lord’s grace of forgiveness and
strengthening of faith is not conditioned by any other requirements than
those set forth in the gospels and in the epistles of St. Paul. The attitude
of the United Lutheran Church on the whole subject of organic union of
Protestant churches was declared at the second convention of the United
Lutheran Church at Washington, D. C., in 1020. It will be remembered
that the Interchurch World Movement had at that time o great reputa-
tion in this country. Strong pressure was brought to bear upon all divi-
sions of Protestantism in the direction of combination. If a group had
any tendencies toward unionism worthy of an indictment for that fallacy,
these would have made themselves apparent at that time.”

Then follows the 1020 declaration of the U. L. C. on the subject of
unionism, which we need not reprint here. With sadness we notice that
Dr. Mehlhorn has no word of criticism, but rather a word of excuse, for
those pastors of his Church “whose interdenominational relationships or
community ties lead to exchanges with other preachers.” That such a
course helps to increase the popularity of these pastors in the community
at large we do not doubt. Altogether different is the question whether
their course is pleasing to God and in keeping with the principles Iaid
down in His Word. It is our conviction that what they do betrays a cul-
pable indifference toward the warning “A little leaven leaventh the
whole lump.”

After having quoted the declaration mentioned above, Dr. Mehlhorn
continues: —

“As o part of the same declaration the United Lutheran Church went
on record ‘concerning cooperative movements among the Protestant
churches.” After stating that ‘it is our carnest desire to cooperate with
other church-bodies in all such works as can be regarded as works of
serving love, through which the faith of Christians finds expression,’ the
condition was laid down that such cooperation should not involve ‘the
surrender of our interpretation of the Gospel, the denial of conviction, or
the suppression of our testimony to what we hold to be the truth.” The
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General Body cited its constitution, in which the principle is laid down
that no synod, conference, or board, or any official representative thereof
sliall have the power of independent affiliation with general organizations
and movements.

“It would scem conclusively indicated by the policies and declarations
of the United Lutheran Church that whatever bases there might have been
in past decades on which to rest a fear of unionism, these have disappeared.”

We wish we could share this optimism. Agunin and again the daily
press reports unionmistic services in which U. L. C. pastors and congrega-
tions participate, at times services featuring addresses or sermons by men
who antagonize the very heart of the Gospel, the teaching of redemption
through the blood of Christ. If they are taken to task for this fraternizing,
we do not become aware of it. As long as such practises continue, we can-
not absolve the U. L. C. of the charge of unionism. Al

Oxford Movement and Socialism. — The following references to the
Oxford Group Movement are taken from the World To-morrow, a socialist
paper, of which Reinhold Niebuhr, H. N. Brailsford, and Norman Thomas
are editors or contributing editors. The issue of May contains an article
by Irene Gates on “The Oxford Group and Social Results.” Excerpts might
interest the readers.

“Are we to get down to the causes of poverty and economic disaster
and cooperatively build together a family society based on the mind of
Jesust” “Many of us have discovered in the Oxford Group a personal
experience of Christ (cspecially His call to repentance), which has given
us & new and deeper sense of individual and social sin and the realization
of new direetion and power for the accomplishment of his social objectives.”
Reference is made to the “sharing,” which strikes at the injustice and
short-sightedness of the economie situation. The sharing is said to involve
the upbuilding of characters of down-and-outers, of finding work or feeding
them, ete. The movement is expected to remove racial differences and
Prejudices. “As more of us of all races come into a similar experience of
Christ, we are confidently expecting the same transformations of racial
attitudes in this country. . . . We arc hoping that by the multiplication
of people in groups everywhere with a vital experience of Christ there will
be produced a nation of peace-minded men and women.” The experience of
the reconciliation or extinction of war hatred of a German and an English
woman are related and then: “Only the flood-tide of the Spirit of God
can wash away such deeply rooted sins of national hatred and resentment.”
“Like all people who listen for the voice of God, we are discovering that
He does speak to us about “little details’ as well as great decisions, that
frequently fresh insight and action grow from guidance in ‘small’ mat-
!erl. » =« Gradually we come to see the world as Jesus must have seen
it—a world where God is kind and where we are His stewards. All things
that men call our possessions are really His —our money, time, friends,
home, work. Shortly, if we continue in His companionship, our relation
to our fellows ns well as to God is changed.”

Irene Gates is a physician on the staff of the Cornell-New York Hos-
pital Clinic. F. E. MaxYER.
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More Light on Buchmanism. — The Moody Bible Institute Monthly
for March, 1933, has the following editorial on the Oxford Group: — .

“Here is part of a conversation which I had with one of these special
missionaries (onc of the men). ‘For what reason did Christ die?’ ‘To
tell you the truth, I don’t know myself.” ‘Has the Group any list of sinst’
‘No, we have no list of sins.” ‘Would you call adultery and murder sins?’
‘Only if God told you they were.’ “What would you do if you had a strong
desire to commit adultery with another man’s wife or to murder some onet’
‘T would go to God and get guidance about it.’ ‘You mean that you would
pray to God and ask Him to show you whether it was right or wrong?
‘No, I should not pray about it. I should just wait for God to give me
guidance about it." ‘And how would God give you this guidance?’ ‘I should
get a strong impression what I should do.” ‘And if this strong impression
were that you should murder that man, would you do it? ‘I should!
How true are Christ's words spoken when on earth: ‘If therefore the light
that is in thee be darkness, how great is that darkness!’ Matt. 6,23.”

“The Oxford Group Movemcnt (Buchmanism), Is It of God or of
Satan? by J. C. Brown, Pickering and Inglis, London, England. This ‘ism,’
sometimes called the Oxford Group Movement, reminds one of Christian
Science in two marked particulars. One is its attraction for ‘society’
people, the well-dressed and well-to-do, and the other is its aversion to the
blood atonement. These two things, if there were no others, were suflicient
to show how far it is removed from ‘First-century Christian Fellowship,’
as a Presbyterian divine designated it at the last quadrennial of the
Federal Council.

“That stalwart defender of the faith Dr. A. C. Gacbelein writes us that
he is making a careful study of the movement in order to expose it in
Our Hope. But meanwhile we would recommend the book of J. C. Brown,
Head Master at Oxford University, who is quoted in Cut from the Loaf
in this issue. It is a paper-covered volume, quite inexpensive, and obtain-
able for twenty-five cents from the Bible Institute Colportage Association,
843 North Wells Street, Chicago. We would also advise our readers to
send one cent to Rev. Harold T. Commons, 17 South Marion Avenue, Vent-
nor, Atlantic City, N.J., for a copy of his four-page leaflet entitled Buch-
manism. This is ‘a frank statement by a former adherent, who gives full
first-hand information as to the character of the movement.’

“We cannot bring this editorial note to n better conclusion, however,
than by quoting the following paragraph from a personal letter of Colonel
E. N. Sanctuary, New York: —

“‘For some months I have been aequiring data on this cult, with the
result that I am now speaking against it. They have four tenets of faith—
guidance, loyalty, sharing, and Christology. They claim their guidance is
that of the Holy Spirit; but it is significant that unbelievers are wel-
comed to their fellowship. Loyalty is to Buchman or to the Group. But
“gharing” is sin-sharing, and many writers speak of this as a “sex-obses-
sion”; for it deals with this subject in mixed groups. Brown asks this
question: “Is it to the glory of God (1 Cor. 10,31) that a married man
with a family should publicly confess to a mixed audience that, without
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his wife’s knowledge, he had been unfaithful to her?” Brown knows
whereof he writes, for it was he who sponsored Buchman when he first
introduced his work in England.’”

Baptists and Readjustment. — One of our exchanges submits these
‘thoughts on what the Baptists may be expected to do in view of the in-
‘creasing embarrassment of their exchequer: —

“Under the stress of the financial depression Baptists of the North are
pussing through a period of self-scrutiny and -criticism that is likely to
Tesult in important changes in both organization and outlook. The young
president of the Northern convention, C. Oscar Johnson, as a result of his
contact with the churches in repeated tours across the continent during
his term in offce, has definitely recommended the amalgamation of the two
denominational Foreign Mission societics, the general and the women's, and
of the two similar societies working in the Home Mission field. This is
in the interest of both cconomy and efficiency. A committee on denomina-
tional objectives, under the leadership of Dr. A. W. Beaven, has been en-
gaged during the year in a constructive bit of work, attempting to view
the denominational task as a whole and to formulate its aims so definitely
that waste motion and the duplication of effort may be eliminated. This
committee suggests that all organizations doing Home Mission work be
coordinated in a single ageney. It recommends also that the denomination
seriously commit itself to cooperation with other denominations in small
urban and rural areas. “T'he rural church,’ the committee says, ‘faces either
cooperation or extinction. Thirty thousand rural churches have disappeared
in the last thirty years. Must we not have a cooperative program with
others which will provide n constructive service to these churches rather
than continue our present competitive program, which leads to waste,
irritation, and ultimate extinction?” This is rather a novel note in official
Baptist circles, where the prevailing iden has been that the best interests
of the kingdom of God demand ‘a Baptist church in every community.’
Whether these drastie suggestions are to be taken seriously will appear
at the convention in Washington week after next. In any case they are
indications of the working of a yeasty ferment in the Baptist bread-mixer.
Tradition has credited conservation to angels and a love of change to fools,
but it is certain that in church circles it is commonly the Christian states-
men who rush in where ecclesiastical politicinns fear to tread.” — The

writer evidently hopes that the depression will aid the cause of unionism.
God forbid! Al

The Physical Factors Operating in the Flood. — An article in the
April, 1033, number of the Theological Forum contains this paragraph,
n welcome addition to a pastor’s files: —

“Just how the waters were brought upon the lands we are not told.
Numerous ways have been suggested. It has been proposed by Flood geol-
ogists that a sudden shifting of the carth’s axis began the catastrophe and
that it was continued by constant repetitions of this operation. God kept
halting the speed of the earth’s rotation, putting the breaks on suddenly
and sending the oceans through the wind-shield, so to speak. Some have
suggested that the ocean bottoms were raised and lowered and raised and
lowered. In the simplest and gentlest fashion that the waters of the ocean
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could have been brought upon the land, that is, by a slow and gradual
raising of the bottom, it is impossible but that there were immense streams
and currents sweeping over the carth, unless we assume for no apparent
reason that the sun and the moon did not at that time exert the same
gravitational effects upon the waters of the ocean which they do mow.
Those of us who live beside the sea know how the tides, driven by the
gravitational power of the sun and moon, come into the bays and river
mouths like immense floods and flow out again twice a day, and know it
would be impossible for the ocean to encroach upon the land till all was
drowned without far more immense currents sweeping back and forth up
its valleys and over its hills.” :

The Presbyterian Mission Board and Modern Unbelief. — Prot-
estant circles are deeply stirred by the discussion of Christian missions
among the Presbyterians (Northern). We present the story as told by the
Christian Century: —

“The Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian Church in the
U. 8. A. is deeply involved in Modernist and antichristian propagands, and
its appeal to Bible-believing Christians is a mislending appeal,” accord-
ing to Dr. J. Gresham Machen, professor of New Testament in Westminster
Theological Seminary, Philadelphin. In fact, he has printed his charges
against the board: 1) that the board, in officinlly commenting on the
report of the appraisal commission of the laymen’s inquiry utterly failed
to condemn in any definite way the attack upon “the very heart of the
Christian religion, which was the chief substance of the report”; 2) that
Mras. Pearl S. Buck, who has appeared in Harper’s Magazine and in the
Christian Century with articles expressing warm agreement with the report
and thoroughgoing opposition to “the historic Christian faith,” is n mis-
sionary of the Presbyterian Church, and that the board, in retaining her
on the roll of missionaries, is secking in quite unjustifiable fashion to
obtain funds both from those who agree with her and from those who hold
to “the historic faith”; 3) that the candidate secretary of the board is
a signer of the Auburn affirmation; 4) that the candidate department of
the board has carried on anticvangelical propaganda through the books
that it has recommended as devotional reading to n thousand young men
and women considering missionary service; 5) that the stafl of the board
in an offcial communication has commended, as though it were Christian
evangelism, the religious propaganda of the radicals Dr. Sherwood Eddy
and Toyohiko Kagawa; 6) that the board is cooperating with union enter-
prises in China which have been implicated in antichristian activities of
the most thoroughgoing kind.

At the January 24 meeting of the presbytery of New Brunswick, at
Duteh Neck, N..J., Dr. Machen presented an overture, asking the general
assembly of the Presbyterian Church “to take care to elect to positions
on the Board of Foreign Missions only persons who are fully aware of
the danger in which the Church stands and who are determined to insist
upon such verities as the full truthfulness of Scripture, the virgin birth
of our Lord, His substitutionary death to satisfy divine justice, His bodily
resurrection, and His miracles as being necessary to the message which
every missionary under our Church shall proclaim,” and also asking the
general assembly to give certain instructions to the board.
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The proposed overture was considered at the April 11 meeting of the
presbytery in the Fourth Presbyterian Church, Trenton, N.J. By invita-
tion, Dr. Robert E. Speer, senior secretary of the board, was present, whom
Dr. Machen regards as “the most eloquent of that optimistic view regard-
ing the present state of the Presbyterian Church.” Dr. Machen pointed out
that Dr. Speer had signed, as reported in the report of the Foreign Mis-
sions Conference of North Ameriea, January, 1032, a report of the com-
mittes on cooperation in Latin America which mentioned among “the out-
standing accomplishments of the book department” the securing of the
publication in Spanish of “several books by Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick and
other American authors.” Dr. Speer made no answer to this latter repre-
sentation and practically no answer to any of the other specific charges
against the board, but stated that he did not desire to engage in con-
troversy. Very soon after the initinl speeches of Dr. Machen and Dr. Speer
the previous question was moved and debate shut off, from which procedure
Professor Machen dissented. Dr. Machen's overture was then defeated by

& viva-voce vote, and another motion expressing confidence in the Board of
Foreign Missions was passed.

Dr. Machen insists that, “if the board tolerates the point of view of
the appraisal commission, of Mrs. Buck, and of its own candidate depart-
ment, then it cannot honestly appeal for support to Bible-believing Chris-
tians. If, on the other hand, it is really true to the Bible, as the con-
stitution of the Presbyterian Church requires it to be, then it cannot
honestly appeal for a single dollar by way of contribution from sym-
pathizers with the appraisal commission. It eannot honestly seek to avoid
the reproach of “intolerance,” which dismiseal of Mrs. Buck and a vigorous
repudiation of the report of the appraisal commission would bring.

“Mere dismissal of Mrs. Buck now by the board would not, however,
change the situation in the slightest,” according to Dr. Machen. The case
of Mrs. Buck occupies only six of the 110 pages in his brief. Compared
with his other charges, this has been given an undue importance in the
newspapers. However, Dr. Machen does regard it as significant that
Dr. George T. Scott, board sccretary for China, is reported to have said
concerning Mrs. Buck that “her doctrine is so fine and sound that we think
People have misinterpreted her articles and doctrinal position” and that
one of the senior secretaries, Dr. Cleland B. McAfee, is reported to have
said, “I don’t foresee any action of the board ngainst her,” and to have
called her “a very fine Christian worker.” But to Dr. Machen a man may
agree with Mrs. Buck or with “the historic Christian faith,” but to rep-
Tesent himself as agrecing with both, he said, is absurd.

To Dr. Machen Rethinking Missions is a “thoroughly antichristian
book” and “constitutes from beginning to end an attack upon the historie
Christian faith. It presents as the aim of missions that of seeking truth
together with adherents of other religions rather than that of presenting
the truth which God has supernaturally recorded in the Bible.” In a foot-
note on Modernism in missions Dr. Machen states that “religious pacifists
who desire peace at any price and have surrendered to Modernist leadership

are to all intents and purposes not only Modernists, but the worst kind of
Modernists.”

35

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1933



Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 4 [1933], A;t. 75

546 Theological Observer. — Rird)lidy-Jeitgefdidhtrides.

A later issue of the Christian Century reported: —

“Mrs. Pearl 8. Buck has resigned from the missionary body of the Pres-
byterian Church, thus ending the possibility that her Church might be
troubled by action directed against her own orthodoxy or the orthodoxy
of the mission board that supported her. Both Mrs. Buck and the Pres-
byterian Board of Foreign Missions probably fecl that embarrassment has
been avoided by ler resignation. It is likely that the value of her life as
an American Christian resident in China will be incrensed by her scpara-
tion from all denominational control. But while we thus acquicsce in
Mrs. Buck’s decision, we trust that the incident will be given more than
cursory attention within the churches. The issue from which Mrs. Buck
stepped aside has not been faced, let alone solved. It remains to plague
the churches at some future time, perhaps more severely than would have
been the case had Dr. Machen’s charges against Mrs. Buck and the Presby-
terian board been presented to the coming general assembly. The funda-
mental cause of this trouble -lies in the assumption that there is some
authoritative, unchangeable, and exactly phrased body of doctrine which
constitutes the Christian Gospel and the passing on of which constitutes
the Christian missionary enterprise. Once that assumption is granted,
a Dr. Machen is quite within his rights in calling on a mission board to
give proof as to the fidelity with which its workers employ that authorita-
tive, unchangeable, and exactly phrased body of doctrine. And there is no
way of meeting the Machen ehallenge — exeept by resorting to the silencer
of a majority vote —short of proving that the Machen definition of the
authoritative doctrine is wrong, but that there is another definition of
authoritative doctrine that is right and to which the missionaries do
adhere. Just so long as that basic premise of a rigid standard of ortho-
doxy is granted, just so long will there be tension between any mission
board and its workers of independent and adventurous spirit.”

The writer in the Christian Century is at least candid. He admits
that, if there is a rigid standard of orthodoxy, in other words, if the Serip-
tures are infallible, then Dr. Machen is right. If all people realized that
the views of Dr. Fosdick and Mrs. Buck are by their own friends admitted
to violate Seripture teaching, much would be gained. The pamphlet of
Dr. Machen, by the way, in which he assails the Presbyterian board and
which has the title Modernism and the Board of Forcign Missions of the
Presbyterian Church in the U. 8. A., is an admirably clear and fearless
document, which it is worth anybody’s while to peruse with care.  A.

Dr. McGiffert’s Jesus. — Under this head, Professor Stonelouse of
Westminster Theological Seminary, Philadelphia, reviews Dr. McGiffert's
History of Chrislian Thought and some of his other outstanding works
(The Apostolic Age, The God of the Early Christians) with a view to
ascertain just what this noted American scholar, who as president of Union
Theological Seminary has strongly influenced theological opinion in this
country, has to say on the person and work of our divine Savior. In view
of the fact that Dr. McGiffert’s death occurred recently the subject is of no
little importance. His theological position Dr. Stonehouse defines as that
of a “radical agnostic” who, however, could not “break with the liberal
tradition.” The extreme liberalism of McGiffert is summed up in the fol-
lowing paragraph: “This unmessianic Jesus of Dr. McGiffert never tran-
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scends the purely human. He was merely a devout Jew whose message was
for the Jews only. Consequently, to suppose that He contemplated & break
with His own people and a Gentile Christianity divorced from Judaism is,
according to Dr. McGiffert, simply preposterous. There was nothing super-
natural about His life. The resurrection of Jesus, as we have scen, was
& mere ‘conviction,’ and the Virgin Birth is a ‘theory’ of the Incarnation.
With respect to the origin of the tradition of the Virgin Birth, Dr. McGiffert
is uncertain, but he thinks that the tradition ‘was evidently due to the
desire to account for Jesus’ extraordinary personality by ascribing a divine
origin to Him.””

On Christ’s teaching about rightcousness Dr. Stonchouse quotes
McGiffert as teaching: “He had an uncommonly high estimate of man’s
moral powers. In spite of all the wickedness He saw about Him and the
disobedience to the divine will He could summon His hearers to be perfect
as their Father in heaven was perfect without cver suggesting that divine
l_l(d was needed or that they would have to be made over by divine power
if they were to measure up to such a standard. [Italics our own.] Of the
Pessimism so widely prevalent in the Hellenistic world, the pessimism that
counted man wholly incapable of good without the influx of the divine,
there is no trace in the Jesus of the synoptic gospels as in Paul and John
and other Christians both early and late.”

In popular language, then, McGiffert asserted nothing more than the
trite and blatant modernistie error that Jesus was a mere man who taught
the people of His time to be good. Even in so highly gifted a man as
Dr. McGiffert was reason could discern nothing more nbout the divine
Savior of the world. The incurable blindness of perverted reason is re-
markably manifest in his ease.

In concluding his discussion, Dr. Stonchouse comments: “Ultimately,
of course, hostility to what are frequently spoken of as ‘outworn dogmas’
and recently as ‘superstitious creeds’ goes back to a hostility to the New
Testament itself, and both hostilities rest upon a hostility to the Christ
of the whole New Testament, the Lord’s Anointed. The formation of the
New Testament canon was, according to Dr. McGiffert, very unfortunate,
since in its formation, and as a result of it, men ceased to count upon new
revelations, ‘fresh disclosures of God’s will and truth,’ and, instead, rather
put the present under bondage to the past by an appeal to & ‘revelation
given once for all in days long gone and never to be added to or altered.
Indeed, this bondage to the past is characterized by Dr. McGiffert as
& bondage to the apostles (not to Christ), and we are ready to admit that
the apostles can have no unique authority for us unless their authority is
derived from Christ. If Dr. McGiffert's contentions about Jesus are cor-
rect, it follows that the apostles, the New Testament, and the creeds are
& stultification of the purposes of Jesus. With the recognition of Jesus’
Messinhship, on the other hand, are bound up our whole conceptions of the
character of Christianity as the religion of consummation and finality, of
& revelation and redemption in Jesus Christ, given once for all, and of Christ
48 our crucified and risen Lord, who came in the fulness of time and in
whom the ends of the ages have come upon us and who will come again in
glory to subject all things unto Himself. The decisive and divisive question
is still: “What shall we think of Jesus Christ? ” J.T. M.
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II. Ausland.

Ein Wort fiber bie Gnadbenwalhl. In ber ,A. €. L. S.” bom 10. Maxz
Ddiefes Jalhres verdffentlicht Prof. D. Narl Stange in Gottingen einen Artilel
unter der fiber{drift .@laube und Crivihlung”, der 3 wert ift, baf ic
ibn Bier abdbruden:

»Paulusd fpridit gelegenilid) in feinen Briefen bon der Eriwvdhhmg der
@ldubigen burd) Goit. Daf fie an Chrijftud glauben, ift fein gufiliges
Creignid ihre8 Lebens, fondern Gotted civiger MWille finbet barin feine
Crfiillling. Gott Gat nidgt blofj bie Welten entftchen laffen und auf der
Crde baB Qeben ausgebreitet, er Hat von Unfang an aud) an bie Men[djen
gebadjt und feinen MWillen darauf geridjtet, fie filr fid) gu getvinnen. BVon
¥nfang an fteht bor ihm der Augenblid, in bem feine Stimme mein Obr
treffen und feine Hand meine Pand ergreifen jolite. [n der Grengens
Iofigleit ber Sdidpfung erfdieint und allerdingd bas Leben bed eimgelnen
flein und bebeutungslos, fo daf tir e3 unsd nidt denlen Ionnen, baf Goit
nad) bem eingelnen Menjdjen frage; aber vor dem eciigen Gott fdhrumpft
bie irbijdj-zeitlidie Welt zujammen, und e8 bleibt nidtd toeiter iibrig ald
fein von Crigleit Her tonender Nuf und der Menfd), dbem diefer Ruf gilt.
fiber die Abgriinde der Jeiten Hintweg tweht fein elviger LebenSodem mid) an.

»Dicfer Jujammenhang meined Glaubens mit der ewigen Crivdhlung
@otted bdringt fi) mir auf, wenn idh mir vergegenivirtige, elde Bes
beutung mein @laube fitr nicin Leben Hat. Denn dafy e8 fidh beim Glaus
ben um cine unmittelbare Ginirfung Gotted auf mein Qeben Hanbdelt,
bad8 merle id) daram, dafy fidh mit der Enijtehung meined Glaubend eine
Wandlung meined Sdidfald verbindet. Wenn der Glaube in mir lebendig
toird, bann erlebe id) den fibergang aus dem Bujtand ded Verlorenfeind
in ben Bujtand ded Glercttetieind. Mein Lidheriged Leben und damit alled
feben in der Welt crfdeint mir nun ald dbad BVerberben, und die Hand,
bie midh aud bem Werderben BHerausreifit, Ifann nur Gotted Hand fein.
@3 ift fiic unfern Glauben toefentlid), dafy fid) mit ihm die Gemwifheit ded
Deils berbinbet. Ehe id) gum Glauben fam, war mein Leben Teer unbd
citel; aber burd) den Gilauben an Goit Hat e8 einen Jnbalt und einen
BWert befommen. Ehe i) gum Glauben fam, lebte idh) in Bweifeln und
Angft, Ungewifheit und Furdit; aber durdy den Glauben an Gott bin id
innerlidy frei und glildlicy getworden. Aus der Welt fann diefe Wanblung
meined Rebend nidht jtammen; bdenn der Jujtand ded Verberbens, aud bem
id) exrettet bin, ift allem Qeben in ber Welt cigen; e8 muf bielmehr Gotted
eiviger Wille an mir wirljam getvorden fein; bemn dad neue Leben, basd
mir gefdjentt tworden ift, ift fo boll bon ®liid und Freude, daf nidt die
Welt, fonbern nur Gott e3 zu fdenten vermag. s

~2af diefe Wandlung meined Sdidjald Gottes Tat ift, crlenne i
baran, bafy basd neue Reben in mir dem Leben Gotted gleidartig ift; €3 ift
ebenfo twic bad Leben Gottes ein Leben im Geift und in der Wabhrheit.

»@ott Gat mid) ertoiflt in der Heiligung bed Geijted; Ivie Gotied
fQeben PHeiliger Geift ift, fo {Hafit er aud) in mir ben Glauben im Heis
Tigen Geift.

»@otted Qeben ift Heiliger Geift; das bebeutet, daf fein Geift, fein
innerfte8 Mefen, Beilig ift, daf er nidit fein Qers Hinter einem auferen
©djein verbirgt, fonbern in feinem Hergen von Giite und Liebe ecfilllt ift.
Menfdlid) ift e8, nadh aufen Hin gqut au jGeinen, aud) wenn dad Hera bife
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ift; aber Gottes rt ift c3, dah fein Hera gut ift, aud dann, wenn fein
Run Verberben u bringen {deint.

»Deshalb Ionnen twic Menfden bie Heiligung ded Feifted nur in bexr
Crlenninis unferer Siinde erleben. Denm in der Erlenninisd unferer Siinde
geben Ivit jebe Hoffnung auf, baB unfer Leben im Jujammenhang der Welt
je gut fein finne, und begebren nad) der Ermeurung bed Herzens, die nur
@ott geben fann. ©o {piegelt {id) in der Crlenntnis unferer Siinbe Gotted
Peiliger Geift.

»1Ind Gott Hat mid) eriwihlt im Glauben der Wafhrheit. Wenn toic
bon ber Walcheit reden, fo denfen twir dabei nidht an die Ordnung unferer
@cdanfen, fonbern baran, daf unjere GSebanfen bder WirMlidhleit ents
fpredien und unfjern @ebanfen die Trichfrdfte unfers Lebens. Wenn tvic
an bie Wahrheit denfen, dann ijt bad ecin Wort, dad gugleidh) Lidgt und °
Lcben ift, cin Lidht, das alled durchleuditet, fo daf nidit3 verborgen bleibt,
unbbein fLeben, dad gur Quelle und gum Sammelort alled iibrigen Lebens
foich.

»3n diefem Sinne ift fiic unfern Glauben Chriftud die Wahrheit.
Durd) ihn wird unsd der Sinn der Welt verjtindlich; denn die Crlfenninis
Chrifti ift die Crfenninis ded3 Hodften, toad 8 in der Welt gibt. 1lnd
burd) ihn mwird in uns das Leben aus Gott geboren; denn unjer Glaube
an ihn jtellt wns in den LebenSzujammenhang, dber von dem elvigen Goit
ausgeht und und gum Leben in der Vollendung fithet.

»Boher wiffen Ivir, dafj und Gott crivihlt Hat? Wie IGnnen mic
fiberhaupt baran benfen, iiber den Natfdhiiuf ded civigen Gotied eine Auss
foge gu him? Wi wifjen 3 dafher, daf er unfer Leben bertanbdelt Hat,
indbem er unfer Herg lebendig twerben und und Chrijtus finden lieh. Dad
jind bdic beiben Dinge, von denen unfer Heil abhingt: dah unfer Herz
Tebendig tvicd und daf toir Chriftus finden. MWic miffen allexrdings, daf
fid) niemand bon uns felbjt das Leben ded Gleifted und der Wahrheit geben
fann; aber ivir jtefen anbetend bor dem evigen Gott und leujden auf
feinen bom ¥nfang der Welt Ger tonenden Ruf. J[In dem unaufhorliden
BWedjfel ber irdijden Verginglidhfeit ift dies unfere BVerbindung mit der
Civigleit Gloites, daf er fid) in perfonlider Hingabe und guneigi und uns
gu feinen geliebten Stindern Haben 1oill.”

€3 ijt allerbingd twalr, daf cinige Ausfpriidie in dicfem WUrtilel und
bebentlid) cridheinen und dic Frage veranlafien, ob bder Berfafjer genau
biefelben Gledanlen vorirdgt, die fidh in Artifel II und XI ber Stonforbiens
formel finben. Das Frdftige Jeugnid jedbody dafiir, daf biec Wahl Gotted
iiber bie Gldubigen geht, dad volljtandige Veifcitelajjen der ,andern”, bad
Yelennen bde8 menfdjlidGen Unvermbgens, die Sdilderung der Enijtehung
be8 Glaubens ald ciner Tat Goites, die flare Crlenninis, dbaf dad uns
Bier wiberfafrene Heil uriidzufiifren it auf den civigen Natjdhlug Goites,
bie redite Darftellung von dem Werhilinid 3iwvifden Wahl und Glauben,
baB nimlid) Wahl bdie Urjadje und Glaube die Wirfung ift, mit einem
BWort, dad BVelennini3 gum Monergidmus der Gnade, dad ienigjtens in
biclen Safen bdiefes Urtilelds gum Ausdrud fommi: bdied3 alled Hat und
mit Geller Freude erfilllt, befonders angefihtd ber Tatfadje, daf Hier nidt
etva cin @licd der ©ynodalfonfereny oder ein anderer Glauben3bruder
;i_; 8;!‘:: fiifet, fondern ein in bieler Hinfidt Jrrivege wanbdelnber b;rutl'ﬁu:

colog. :
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Die neue Opfordbewegung. Die L. E. L. N.* vom 17. Februar bes
urteilt die Opfordbelvegung fo: .Dad Wort Gotied {pielt in ifr eine
auffallend geringe Nolle. Wenn Leute i belehren, Hat e8 nidit dbad Woct
getan, fonbern die Craahlung Belehrier. Durd) alle Beridhte {dlagt immer
ba8 Wort ,Jeugnifie’ Hindurd). ... Diefer Sult mit Menfdenzeugniffen,
toie ihn bdie Orforder treiben, ift bibelfremd. Dem Piydjifchen twird Tiic
und Tor gedffnet, aud) der menfdlidgen Eitelfeit. Man Hoct fo biel bon
»@eijt’, viel zu wenig vom Wort. Sogar im Glebetdleben Hat ber ,Beit!
ben Borrang vor bem Wort; Gott fpridht mit der Seele durd) die ,innere
Stimme’ und ,aud)’ durdy die Heilige Sdrift, fagt Laun (ein Oxforder
Filhrer). Man Deadjte dies ,audy’, bie Sdrift ift nur fefunbdireds Mittel fiic
bie Erlenninid ded Willens Gottes. OO mit dicfer Juriidjtelung des Worted
aud) die Abneigung gegen das ,Dogma‘ und gegen die Theologie gujammens
Bangt? ... Wo man dbad Wort nidht mebhr allein reden Lift, ift e3 ba
moglidy, auf bem redjten MWeg au bleiben? Der redjte Weg [djeint und
bei den Oxfordern {don in den Unfingen verlaffen. Bufe, Siindens
betenninisd fepen fic an den ¥Unfang. Dasd tut and) bie Sdyrift, nur
tut fic e8 gang anderd. Jn bder Scrift fdhamen* fidh die Menjdjen ifrer
Jerivege. ... Bei den Orfordern jhamt man fidh nicht; man belennt nidt
nur unter bier Augen vor dem Seelforger, fondern dffentlidh) in der Vers
fammlung, [Gft 8 fogar dbruden. Dasd natiirlidie Shamgefiifl wird ebenfo
ertdtet twie bad geiftlidie. Man dente fidh) ben vexlornen Sobhn, Ivie er am
Tifd) des Vaters fipt und ctiva fein [dledjtcs Leben vor den Tijdgdften
ausbreitet. Dad Hat cr nidht getan, und Iein Apojtel Hat ed getan, Ieine
Magdalena, Tein Matthius. E3 ift tranfhafte oder unedite Bufe, bie dad
unceine $leid vor alle Welt Hinlegt, jtatt mit dem Jolmer in ben Winlel
au geben: ,@ott, fei mir GSiinder gnibdigl* ... 1nbiblijd) wic diefes ,Ves
fennen* ift aud) dbas ,Beugnidablegen’. ,Ein Erlebnis, dad nidt
mitgeteilt twird, jtirbt oder wird vergerrt oder unnormal’, fagt Saun. Dad
Glegenteil ijt die Wahrheit. GbtiliGe Erlchnifje fterben an gu friher Mits
teilung. ... Go viel ift Har, die Frommen der Bibel find duferijt guriids
Galtend mit dbem ,Beugnisablegen’. Diejes ,Jeugnisablegen’ wicd aber gum
birclien @egenfap gegen bdic Sdjrift, wenn aud) Frauen bdagu beranlaft
lerden. ,Dad Weib fdjiveige in der Gemeinde’, fagt Paulus. Die tebﬂ.l'
ben Fralen in Storinth waren cin lnfug, den Paulusd abitellte. Sonit ift
bie gange Meife der biblijdhen Frauen cine docigende Reife, bon ber
Mutter IE[u an bis u PHSbe und Lodia. BVon feiner cingigen Haben wir
ein ,Jeugnis’. MWenn die Orforber zur Urgemeinde guriidlehren leltl.l.
an diefem Punfte find fic von ihr griindlid) abgefallen. Mit dem Jeugnid
Gingt aufs engfte ber friljzeitige Evangelifationstried gufams
men. Junge, unfertige Leute gichen ald Sircuzesritter Ginaus, bdringen fidy
gum Evangelificren, iihrend JEfus die Jiinger drei Jahre guriidhalt und
Pauluéd jahrelang, nadjdem er befehrt tvar, in der Stille bleiben mufte.
Man Tann bon ber Jugend ja aud) nidt ertvarten, daf fie fdon Manness
reife fat. Warum natigt man fie gu cinem Werl, dem fie [Gledgifin nidt
geadyfen ift, ja Halt dbad fiir ein Beiden von Defonderem ®eiftesleben?
Bon folden ,Siegediigen’ tveify bic Schrift nidhts; nidit einmal die Apoftel
etlebten Derartiges. ... Dasd freuz Chrifti, fooft e8 ermifnt twicd, fteht
nidt im Mittelpuntt, der ,Chriftud fiir unsd® tritt guriid Hinter einem fdivdrs
merifden ,Ehriftud in uns‘. 1lnfere Wiiter bildeten den fmalen und ben

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol4/iss1/75

12



Mayer: Theological Observer. - Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches
Theological Observer. — Ricdylidy-Beitge[dyichtliches. 651

breiten MWeg ab; auf bem jdhmalen MWeg tvenige dlichte, ernjte Menjden,
ba8 Streug tragend, ben dornigen Pfad Hinaufjteigend; auf dem breiten
cine muntere Gefelfdaft Ladender. Die Oxforber wollen geiwif den jHmas
len Meg; aber oo find ihre Sireugiriger? Mo ift die ,ftille Schar, dein
fdoner ang’, von ber bas Ried der Sirdje fagt? Mebr ecclesia crucis,
mehr ecelesia Verbi divini! ©o, tvie die Oxforder jid) Heute bdarjtellen,
iltbe Suther gu iGnen fagen: Jhr Habt einen anbern Geift.”

Ballh Nagel, Sdriftjtelerin und Graphologin in Bredlau-Deutfd-Lifja,
exfebt Proteft gegen obige Darftellung. Die ,A. €. L. §i.¥ bom 17. Marg
drudt ifre Stlagefdjrift ab und gibt folgendermafien ¥Unttwort: ,1. ,BVibel
und Wort Gotied fpiclen Teine Nebenrolle’, jagt B. Nagel. ... Wenn
witllid) edyte Wibeltreife aud der Betwegung Hervoriviidjen, Innte fie ecin
grofer Segen werden. lUrjpriinglih toar fie nidt jo, dariiber find alle
Beugniffe cins, fotvohl die der Oxforder Freunde felbjt ald die anderer Bes
fudjer, bie iiber die Buriidjtellung der Bibel in dicfen BWerjammlungen ers
fdralen. Freilidh, wenn die Wibel jebt mit Enift getrieben toicd, muf fie
aud) redit ausgelegt twerden, und man muf fid) nady ihr ridten. Dabon
gibt B. Nagel feinen Vetveid; im Gegenteil. 2. Die Menjdenzeugs
niffe werden von ihr feftgehalten und aufs Iiftigite verteidigt. ... Die
©drift Iennt nur d a 8 Jeugnis von Chrifto; dam it Hat Peirus gu Pfings
i!en breitaujend getvonnen; von fid) fagt er fein Wort, ebenfoivenig Phi-
lippus Dei dem Stdmmerer aus Mofrenland, und jo alle andern Apojtel.
Wenn ber cingige Paulus von feiner Velehrung eradfhlt (nuc iweimal),
h.:t et dad nidyt ald Secljorger, fondern ald Angellagter in dffentlidher Ge-
rijtdverhondlung. Das ift etwad total anbered ald bdie ,Beugnifje’ ber
Orforder. ... 8. Wenn fie keine dffentliden Siinbenbelennts
niffe in ben Oxforder BVerfammlungen erlebt Gat, jo begeugen ambere
Orforder dbagd Gegenteil. ... 8 fdjeint B. Nagel unbefannt zu fein, wad
fLoun fdjreibt: ,Nd) behaupte, dbaf Iein Menjd) au edjtem, innerem Leben
boll erivadjen fanu, bder nid)t cinem anbern feine Siinden befannt Hat.*
Das ijt edyter Oxforder Geift, und Hier gebt die Sdyrift nidjt mit. 4. ... Die
UArt der Orforder, die dic Frauen in dbas dffentlidhe Velennen und Jeugen
Bineinftdft, ijt Dibelfremd. Die von B. Nagel angefiihrien Beifpicle treffen
n_id:t 3. ... Maria Magdalena belommt wohl cinen eingigartigen Auftrag
fiic bie UApoftel, aber feinen UAufirag fiic ,alle Welt'; es ift ein jinguldrer
Borgang, der jid) nidit mwiederfholte. MWenn man aud diefen Beijpiclen
bad Redit gum bffentlidien Frauenzeugnid nehmen will und bdie fonit liden-
Iofe Meife ber ,fdjweigendben’ Frauen ignoriert, chenfo bad Paulustvort:
Dasd Weib {djiveige in der Gemeinde’, fo ift man nidt bei der Srift ges
Bblicben. ,Wenn ihr twolltet {chivcigen, fo tiirden die Steine fdhreien’, meint
L. Nagel. Wir antworien: Ad), wenn ihr dody hwolltet fdhiveigen! So
toitcdet ihr melr in der Beiligen BVahn der Sdjrift bleiben ald mit bem
bod) fehr modernen Ausruf: ,Nein, dad fonnen wir nidGt, und dilrfen tvic
nidt.! 5 Die ,;muntere Gefellfdaft Ladender jollte man
angefidit8 ber viclen, bielen Jeugen nidt leugnen. ... Fajt alle fonjtigen
Beridjte redben von ,jtrahlenden Gefidhtern’ bis zu Iautem Geladjter und
feben gerabe Dbarin cine ¥Ynzichungslraft fiir bdem mobdernen Weltmens
fden. ... 6. Die ,RirdHenfreundlidlecit® der Orforder, und daf
fie Zeine Selic bilden tvollen, fei gern tveitergegeben; twir Haben iibrigens
ba8 @egenteil nidjt behauptet. Eine andere Frage ift, ob dbie Sirdje von
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ifnen @etvinn Gitte. Die Haupibedenlen, die tvir erwdfnten, Hat die SHreis
berin nidjt einmal geftreift, fo da8 Laufden auf die ,innere Stimme* auf
angeblidhe Offenbarungen @otte8 in der Sdjiveigeftunbde, die man gleid
mit bem Bleiftift notiert, die jHwarmgeiftigen ,Fithrungen®, die Oberfldds
lidyleit in ber Auffafjung ber Siinde, dad daraus folgende geringe Bers
ftandnid fiic dbas Opfer GWhrifti, dbad Juriidiveten bes Ehriftus fiir und
Ginter bem @hriftus in uns, wenn nidt gar Hinter dem Wi filr Ehris
ftus’. ... Gben lefen wic einen YAufjap von Auguft Dallmeber in ,Auf dec
Warte'. Dallmeher fonunt befannilid) von der ,Pfingftbeivegung’ Ger, die
er am cigenen Leib exfafren, und ijt feitdem ein fdjarfer, aufmerdjamer
Wiidjter, ob faljhe Geijter fidh in der Gemeinde melden. Mandjed an Ogs
ford (3. V. die ,inncre Stimme*) erinnert ihn an die Pfingftbelvegung. ..."

I der Nummer vom 7. April Heift c8: .Cin Freund in Schlefien
fdyreibt unsd: ,... Dic Tagung in Deut{d=Liffa, an ber mefrere Freunde
von mir, Harfehende Manner, feilgenommen Haben, war dod) nidt fo in
jedber Begichung ofne Vedenlen, wie Friulein Nagel [Hildert. Das Wort
@otics trat, troi ciner Vibeljtunde an jebem Tag, ftarf gurid. Budman
madjte auf vicle in der Art feined Nedend cinen negativen Einbtu:!.é....'

Giinftige Nadividiten von Mabagadfar. Dem ,Luiberifden Herold®
eninehmen tvir dben folgenden Furgen Veridit: . Die nortvegifde Miffionsds
gejellidaft Hat nad) ihrem [ahresbericht auf den verfdhiebenen Mijfionss
feldern fajt gehntaufend Perjonen taufen diicfen. Sie arbeitet in Mittels
dina, Wejt-Madagasfar und Siidafrita im Sululand. Die Angahl der
gejamten GJeméindeglicder betrdgt fajt 140,000, Die Crivedungsbelvegung
in Madagaslar, dic bor ciniger Jeit dort anfub, ift nidht gum Ctiljland
gefommen. Die Ginnahmen in der Heimat find durd) den fhledjien Stand
der BValuta erbheblid) uriidgegangen.”

Gin YAudjprud) cined Vohammedaners iiber bie Vibel. Der .Luth.
Derold” beridhtet: ,.mldRlid der Herausgabe der Vibel fiic Blinde in der
arabijien Spradje durd) die Vritijde und Auslindijde Bibelgejeljdaft
dufert fid der Herausgeber einer mosleminijhen Jeitidrift in Lafore,
Qnbdien, wic folgi: ,MWir miiffen den Eifer betoundern, mit iveldjem die
Ghriften iGre Heilige Sdrift in allen lebendigen Spradjen 1nd Dialelien
ber Welt verbreiten. Cin Jahrfundert folgt dem andern, und die Bibel
bleibt fid) gleid). Sidmigreidhe entjtehen und fallen, tverfen ifren Shatten
auf ben grofjen Horigont der iSlamifchen Welt und tverden dann bergeffen,
aber bie Vibel bleibt. Eine Dynaftic folgt anf die anbdere, aber bie Bibel
beherejdit fort und fort der Menjdien Hergem. Stonige twerben gelront
unb tverden ihrer Stronen beraubt, aber Ehrijtud vecliect nie feine Strone.'”
€3 lieft fid) bied ivie ein Widerhall ber Worte JEfu: ,lnd ed wicd ges
prediget werben dad Evangelium bom HReid) in der gangen Welt gu einem
Beugnid iiber alle Willer; und dann ivirb dad Enbde fommen®, Matih.
24, 14, 3. T M.
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