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I. Amerika.

Lutheran Unity.—Every true Lutheran desires it, prays for it, works
for it, and will crucify his flesh in order to attain it. When we hear men
pleading for Lutheran unity, our heart goes out to them. Addressing
several synodical conventions, President Knubel addresses this plea to the
Luthceran Church of America: —

“The United Lutheran Church in America desires first of all and above
all clse the consolidation of the Lutheran Church in America. ... We
are impelled and compelled to this by the unanimity of Lutheran devotion
to the Gospel of Christ. It is for Christ’s sake, for His Gospel’s sake,
that we seek the solidarity of American Lutheranism. That is the kind of
unionism in which our soul delights. We are impelled and compelled also
by the experiences of the last fifteen or twenty years. The ever-increasing
process of American Lutheran merger, cooperation, and mutual considera-
tion during these two decades has not been simply the work of men. We
do not believe that the will of God in this respect has gained all of its
ends as yet, and we will the will of God. We are impelled and compelled
furthermore because the Lutheranism of the United Lutheran Church in
America has become very dear to us. We hold it, not merely by in-
heritance, not mercly Ly study of its values, but ns something that has
kept us and that has been tested through storm and fire. . . . The storms
and diseases of rationalism, of revivalism, of legalistic and legislative
Puritanism, of Fundamentalism and Modernism have swept about us. We
were exposed to them because our pastors and people were always using
the language of the land. We believe that as a result we are more deeply
rooted in our faith than otherwise would be possible and that nothing can
tear us out of it. That faith is our most precious possession. Once more,
we are impelled and compelled in favor of American Lutheran solidarity
because of all that we have gained from other Lutheran groups as they
came later to these shores. Those who know the history of our Church
in this land know that those gains were definite. We desire the richness
of additional impartation from them which will be possible by closer con-
tact. The United Lutheran Church in America desires first of all the
consolidation of the Lutheran Church in America. The United Lutheran
Church in America secks in the second place the purity of Lutheranism
in Americn. Let us frankly recognize that no one group of Lutherans is
perfect, and that cach knows its own faults better than the others know
those faults. Yet much as we may know our own faults or those of
others, let us be sure that the real dangers to pure religion are always

+ subtle and often unrecognized. One of our greatest dangers as American
Lutherans can, I believe, be described in various ways. For instance, the
Gospel of Christ is a wonderfully harmonious thing. As a consequence,
if we exaggerate some part of it, we can make the whole seem horrible. . . .
The same idea may be described in a second way. The center of the Gospel
declares a man is saved alone by the free grace of God in Christ. The
worst heresy is that a man can by his own good deeds make himself pleas-
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ing, acceptable, to God. There are, however, thousands of forms of this
heresy. I do not believe that a Christian while on earth is ever fully free
from it. Christ releases us from one form of it, and we with our proud
human tendency to trust ourselves are soon entangled in some other form
of the same thing. 1f now the Church emphasizes strongly to Christians
one form of this danger, she leaves them the easy prey to all other forms
of the same heresy. That one form has become exaggerated in the eyes
of Christians, and they become dangerously blind to other forms. Just
one more description of the idea. Wherever there is great unanimity of
life, as in a true family, dissensions will arise at times over single offenses
and will throw into obscurity all of the rich, loving unity which binds that
family. The single offense becomes cxaggerated out of all proportion to
the whole. With the help of these suggestions I hope to make my meaning
clear. In the American Lutheran family there have been dissensions.
Offenses have arisen at times, and as a result we hear certain terms used
which are reminders of these dissensions and offenses. Calvinism, pre-
destination, lodgism, unionism, exclusivism, liberalism, such are some of
the words which the initiated understand and of which even the laity has
partial knowledge. The danger is that these terms and the things for
which they stand become more or less definitely exaggerated until they
appear as definite tests of Lutheranism. They are nothing of the kind.
If we must have specifie tests, then the tests are the evangelical conception
of God, the cvangelical conception of life, and the willingness to trust just
that Gospel for the redemption, the reformation, of mankind. The terms
that have been mentioned are at the worst single offenses in the family
unity; they are single forms of a heresy of which in some form all are
guilty. . . . Let us be done with small tests of Lutheranism. Let us be
done with exaggerated parts that disfigure the whole. Let not the glory of
Lutheranism, which is the glory of the harmoniously pure Gospel, become
a discord to the cars of others and to our own ears because we cxaggerate
single notes.” — The Jutheran, June 8, 1933.

It is, after all, a plea, not for Lutheran unity, but for Lutheran union
on the basis of unionism. Lutheran unity will never be brought about
by ignoring the doctrinal differences among the various Lutheran synods.
Much as we deplore the state of disunion existing between us and the
United Lutheran Church, brought about, among other things, by the
unionism it practises, tolerating, for instance, the denial of Verbal In-
spiration in its midst; much as we deplore that we are charged with
sinful exelusivism and sometimes with Calvinism, much more we would
deplore the accomplishment of a Lutheran union which had been brought
about by ignoring the weighty doctrinal differences which separate ‘us.
Why should we refuse to meet and discuss, openly and thoroughly, these
differences? It will take longer to arrive at the desired goal in this way,
but it will bring about a real and lasting union. E.

The Difference between Unionism and Syncretism. —May a
Christian partake of a Hindu sacrament? Mrs. Harper Sibley says the
Christian may do so. She did it herself. And she is proud of it. She told
of it in a speech at o meeting held in connection with the notorious Lay-
men’s Forcign Missions Inquiry. She was one of the appraisers sent to
the Orient on that mission. She attended the All-India Women’s Con-
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ference and went “on an all-day picnic with 400 Indian women. We
went to a place where at the noon hour we could ascend a high mountain
where the Hindu temples were. There we were to witness the great
ceremony of the feeding of the white eagles. These sacred birds live near
Madras, but are supposed to bathe every day in the Ganges, although one
young man who belonged to those educated college graduates told me on
the side that of course he did not believe that, but the common people
did, and it was right that they should. We have all heard that kind of
thing expressed in our own country. . .. After a little while the priests
went forward and tapped on the great rock, which was like a great altar
on that mountain top, and these white eagles — really white hawks — came
down from a tall tree, and there they fed them on the rock. And then
at the end of the ceremony those Hindu priests said, ‘Will all orthodox
Hindus come forward and reccive the sacred food?” I had not realized
that they had a ceremony so much like our own sacrament, and there was
a moment of terrific suspense, and then a woman from the back of the
group said, ‘There are no such distinctions here. We are all one, and
either we all come forward, or no onc will come forward’ And the
Mohammedan woman who stood next to me—she was not yet out of
purdah because she wore the burke — said, ‘I am going forward, are you?’
I said, ‘T had not thought of it. I don’t know whether we will be wel-
come,” She said, “That does not matter. I believe we should share in
these religious experiences.” And so in a few minutes, after a consultation
of those Hindu priests on that altar rock, the priests came down among
us and offered to us their sacred Hindu food,—to Hindu, to orthodox,
to outcaste, to Mohammedan, and to Christian they offered the Hindu
food.” Mrs. Sibley, by the way, acted in line with the principles avowed
by the Appraisal Commission. 1ts report points out as one of the out-
standing requirements of the future “the necessity that modern mission
make a positive effort, first of all, to know and understand the religions
around it and then to recognize and associate itself with whatever kindred
elements there arc in them,” and Mrs. Sibley found in the ceremony of
feeding the white eagles a sacrament akin to the Christian Sacrament.—
Now, the Living Church of June 3, in reporting this incident and censur-
ing, rather mildly, the synecretistic mixed communion indulged in by
Mrs. Sibley, a churchwoman, draws a parallel between her act and the
intercommunion oceasionally practised by members of the Episcopal Church
and members of other Protestant churches. And the comparison is not
far-fetched. The unionist would be in a difficult position if, while ad-
vocating mixed Communions, he would condemn Mrs. Sibley’s act. The
best he could do would be to show that, while Mrs. Sibley looks upon
most (if not all) doctrines of the Christian religion as matters of in-
difference, he merely treats many of the Christian doctrines as matters
of indifference. In other words, the difference between unionism and syn-
cretism is that syneretism is a gross form of unionism — unionism a mild
form of syncretism. E.
Unionism — Liberalism. — We are not the only ones who declare
that unionism spells Liberalism. The “unitists” (term used by Charles
Macfarland) say so, too, and say it complacently. A report made for the
Institute of Social and Religious Research, entitled “Church Union in
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Canada,” one of the objects of which was to give those interested in Church
unity a picture of what happened in Canada when in 1025 the Methodist
and Congregational churches and a large section of the Presbyterian
Church formed the United Church of Canada, says: “It is thus [the
basis of union prohibiting “any test of membership other than those laid
down”] inevitable that the United Church should not only be liberal in
its outlook at the present moment, but must by its very nature remain so.
It posscsses the strength that liberal churches of to-day possess, namely,
an attractiveness for those who, while deeply religious, resent most creedal
formulations as antiquated shackles on the intelligence and who insist on
the spirit as opposed to the leiter.” — The report also says: The movement
“had a bad start when it carried less than 70 per cent. of the former
Presbyterian Church into the union and left in the wake of its triumphant
consummation a legacy of bitterness which scparated and broke churches,
communitics, and the nation at large into fighting factions. The bitterness
is gradually dying, but its fires are far from dead in many hearts.” —
The report further states: “The return to ritualism is of course not the
product of church union alone, but simply an expression in Canada of the
prevailing tendency throughout Protestantism; but it has been accentuated
and underscored in the United Church because of church union.” E.
Verbal Inspiration. — “The same contributor in a book review takes
& ‘fall-out’ on the Lutheran position on verbal inspiration of the Bible.”
(The reference is perhaps to the statement: “If you really wish to learn
about the sublime unity of the Word of God and get a glimpse of the
marvels of inspiration (not verbal), but, after all, infallible, see how all
God's Word reaches its climax and finds its completion in the final book
of the Bible.” (7he Luthcran, June 15, 1933.) “He does not secem to be
satisfied with the clear statements of the Holy Spirit. Jesus says: ‘He
that heareth you heareth Me.! How this can be true unless we have the
very words of Jesus cannot well be comprehended. ‘Teaching them to ob-
serve all things whatsoever I have commanded you’ requires His very
words, His cvery word. How the Bible can be called the Word of God
when it is not His Word verbally is on a parity with the ‘yom’ question,
even more preposterous. Let us, then, be honest and not say: The Bible
is God’s Word, but that it only contains God’s Word — where and when?
Let the reader suit himself.” (See statement by C.M. Jacobs in the Lu-
theran, Jan. 12,1933, p.20: “In Lutheran theology the two—‘the Word
of God’ and ‘the Scriptures’—are not equated.”) “‘Holy men of God
spake ns they were moved by the Holy Ghost.” Speaking, as we know it,
is done in words, single words, one following the other. The Holy Ghost
moved the holy men of God to speak what they spoke; why becloud this
with so-called human wisdom that is worthless? The serpent in Eden first
questioned verbal inspiration: ‘Yea, hath God said?” The serpent knew
the importance of verbal inspiration in God's plan and knows it better
to-day than a good many ministers in the Church. The first discussion
about God’s Word thus was about verbal inspiration. There are very many
passages besides the well-kknown ones that contend for verbal inspira-
tion.... H.W. Saeger.” (In “Open Letters,” The Luthcran, July 20, 1933.)
E.
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Bereinigung ber reformierten Kirde in ben Vereinigten Staaten mit
ber GEvangelifdjen Synode von Nordbamerifn. Daf diefe BVereinigung biefen
Herbft gujtande fommen foll, Haben mwir {don frilher unfern Lefern unters
Iérci;‘ebt. nSteffIicbc Worte redet der . Luiberifdie Perold” iiber das Projelt.

r {dyreibt:

»E8 ift nur natiixlid), daf {idh in der reformierten Stirdje, bie ein Hared
Befenninid Hat, Widerfprud) bagegen erficbt. Wie aber fteht ed mit bex
Cvangelifdjen Synode? RNominell bilbet fie ja jdon eine Union, bad Heift,
cine Bereinigung von Luiheranern umd Neformicrten. In Wirklicileit aber
biicfte, ebenfo ic in Preufen und andern deutjdhen Landern, je nady feinec
Derhunft ber eine Teil in fehre und Siultud ber Iutherifden, ber anbere
ber reformierten Midjtung angehiren und nur ein verhiltnidmafig Meiner
Rejt aus Gegenden ftammen, in denen dic fogenannie abjorptive Inion
Sub gefaist Datte, bas Beift, dic lnion, in der die BefenniniSumteridiede
gang verwifdit find. In meldem Grdfenverhilinis die eingelnen Teile in
der Eoangelijden Shnobe ucinander ftehen, entzieht fidh natiiclidy unferec
Sterminis. Wenn wic deutfdhe Verbiltnifje sum Mafjtab madjen biirfen,
miiffen vic annchmen, dajy die Quiberaner teitausd bdie Mehrleit bilben.

~Benn alfo die Evangelijde Shnode Anjdluf fudit, wire e3 da nidt
bas @eratenc, wenn fie tite, 1was crnjte Chriften in den unierten Sivdjen
Dentfdhlands erfehnen und crjtreben? Wire ¢ nidjt ridhtig, iwenn die Res
formierten mit den Meformierten, die Luileraner mit den Luiferanern unbd
die Belenninislofen mit der von Stongregationalijten und Univerjaliften ges
planten ,Freien Stivdje* Verbindbung fudjen wiicden?

»Bir Luiheraner toiicden uns gu einer Vereinigung grundaplid dhnlid
jo jtellen Ivie die vorhin erwihnten Wortfilhrer im reformierten Lager.
Aud) und ift das Befenninis, in dem wir den Ausdrud und bad Jeugnid
der reinen Lclhre des Worted8 GJoites fehen, Geilig. Daraus maden i
fein Ochl. Mit Luiher fpredien tvir: ,PHier ftehen unfere Gellen, Haren
Worte, ohne alled Dunfeln und Maujen.  BVerfafjungsfragen und ders
gleiden aber find und MNebenjadhe. 1nd wir glauben, baf die Rebraalbl
ber Pafjtoren und Gemeinden in der Evangelifdien Synobde um ifrer Tuihes
rijdien Qerhunft und ifhres Iutherijdien Erbes toillen und ndber fteht ald
irgendeine anbere Gruppe auferhald ber Iutherijden Stirde. MWir milrden
8 begriifien, wenn die, die cinesd Glaubend mit 1ns find, in nahere Vers
bindbung mit un8 treten tviicben. Jebenfalls jollte man, efe man gur Ents
[deidung fommt, aud) diefe Moglichleit ind Auge fafjen. €3 ift ein !lﬁ‘ﬁ'
tiger ©djritt, den bie beiden Stirdjentdrper zu tun gebenlfen, twafrideinlid
ber folgenjdjverjte in ihrer Gefdichte; er tomnte aud) fiic beide Teile bers
bingnisvoll twerben. Mit Redit fragt Amos, der Prophet (Sap. 8, 8):
»Migen aud) zween miteinander twandeln, jie feien benn eind unterems
ander?“ oL

Church-Meetings in May. — The Presbyterian Church in the U.S. A.

(Northern) held its annual convention in Columbus, O., 838 delegates being
present. The new Moderator, Dr. John MacDowell, was not the candidate
of the Fundamentalists, led by Prof. J. G. Machen, but is described as
a “middle-of-the-rond” man. The assembly voted to continue its connection
with the Y. M. C. A. and with the Federal Council of Churches. In his
criticism of the Board of Foreign Missions Dr. Machen was not upheld by
the assembly. Dr. Speer, secretary of the board, was given a great ovation.
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‘This means that the Northern Preshyterians were not willing to condemn
the attitude of the board in permitting Mrs. Pearl Buck, modernist mis-
sionary, to serve in their mission till she resigned and in sponsoring the
spread of modernistic books. It is a case of people loving peace rather
than justified, necessary war.— The Northern Baptists met in Washing-
ton, D.C. In spite of the cfforts of conservative leaders like Dr. W. B.
Riley of Minneapolis the convention did mot vote to leave the Federal
Council. What surprises one is that the vote to remain in the couneil is
deseribed as overwhelming. The condemnation of the Laymen’s Report
(Rethinking lissions) was not accomplished either. The importance of
the rejection of error evidently no longer is recognized. — Before the
Northern Baptists opened their convention, the Southern Baptists held
their annual meeting, the place likewise being Washington, D. C. The
proposal to unite the three theological seminaries in the territory of the
Southern Baptists, the Baptist Bible Institute, New Orleans, the South-
western Seminary, Fort Worth, and the Southern Seminary, Louisville, was
defeated. After the convention a joint meeting with the Northern Baptists
was held, which, however, had no significance with respect to organiza-
tion.— At Dayton, 0., the United Brethren were in session May 9—I17.
It was resolved to bring about union with the Evangelical Church (Albright
Brethren) as soon as possible. A.
Two Bishops Debate. — When the Church Congress, a free conference
within the Protestant Xpiscopal Church, met last spring at Evanston, Ill,
one of the questions discussed was: “Should Intercommunion Precede
Chureh Reunion?” The aflirmative was upheld by the Rt. Rev. William
Scarlett, Bishop Coadjutor of Missouri, residing in St. Louis, and the
negative by Bishop Irving Johnson of Denver. It was not merely an
academic debate, beeause Bishop Scarlett had to defend the course which
he and his superior had taken when at a conference on “Christian unity”
held in St. Louis they permitted the cathedral of their diocese to be used
for an interdenominational Communion service and Episcopal clergymen to
ofliciate in the administration of the Sacrament together with Methodist
and Presbyterian ministers. Bishop Johnson’s attack, justified as it was,
unfortunately was largely based on an erroneous conception of the apostolie
succession and on the mistaken notion that the Episcopal Church by all
means has to be kept intact. Here is one of his statements: “If the Epis-
copal Church is a houschold of faith, then like all households it must
preserve the sanetity of the family meal; not because the public is not
as good as the family, but because the house which would open its family
table to the general public would at once lose the sanctity of the family
life and be turned into a cafeteria.” Not at all convinecing. How much
more powerful his argumentation would have proved if he had placed
himself on the many Scripture-passages which direct the Church to eling
to the pure Word of God and to avoid all error! A,
Trennung von Kirde unb Stant. [n England befdhiftigen fich bdie
Sreiticdien immer mefr mit dem Gedanten, die Trennung ber anglilanis
fdien Stirdje bom Staat gu exivirfen. §m ,.LQuih. Herold” Iefen tvir Biers
iibex: ,Der NRat der engliffhien Freilivden (Free Church Council) bes
fddftigte fid) auf jeiner foeben in Sheffiecld abgehaltenen Jahresverjammiung
unter anderm mit dem Verhaltnid der englifdfen Staatstivde und ber Freis
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firdien. Dabei turbe ermeut eine Forberung audgefprodjen, die in ben
Iepten Jahren fdjon verjdjiedentlid) bon freitirdjlidjer Seite laut gemworden ift.
Dic Trennung der anglifanijden Sticde bom Staat mit allen ifren Sons
fequengen, aud) in finangicller Begiehung, tourde mit eindeutigen Worten
gefordert. Der Vefd)lufy de8 Natd, der einftimmig angenommien twurde,
Inutete: ,Jm @eift driftliher Gemeinfdaft ftellt bdiefe BVerjammlung ihre
Meinung feft, dafy ben Jnterefjen ded ,,Sinigreid)d Gotted* in diefem Lande
am Deften gebient werbden fonnte durd) eine Trennung ber Stirdje bon Enge
Iand bom Staat und dic Befeitigung der jtaatliden Stiftungen unter alls
feitig geredjten Yedingungen.*” Daf died Biel je erreicdht werben micd,
ftebt Taum gu crivacien; dod) werden twofl den englifdien Freilivdjen immer
grifiere NRedjte gugeftanbden werden, fo daf fidh ber jeht bejtehende groge
Unterfdjicd iwijden der Staatsfivdje und den englijdhen 8te|!mﬁen alls
miihlid) ausgleidhen twird. 3T

A New Interpretation of the Number 666.— A writer in the
Christian Century has managed to find a new significance for the mystic
number in Rev. 13, 18.

. “The Grecks used the letters of their alphabet for numbers, the Arabie
numbers not yet having been invented. Their letter A was their nu-
meral 1; D was 4, O was 70, L was 30, P was 100, JI was 8, I was 10,
E was 5, R (rho, ) was 100, and T was 300. A complete statement of
the Greek numeral system may be found in any good Greek grammar;
but the foregoing is suflicient to show that the letters of the name Adolph
Hitler .are Greeck numerals signifying, respectively, 1, 4, 70, 30, 100, 8, 8,
10, 300, 30, 5, and 100, totaling 666. It will likewise be scen that the let-
ters in the name Iferr Hitler are Greek numerals signifying, respectively,
8, 5, 100, 100, 8, 10, 300, 30, 5, and 100, again totaling 666. In other words,
Adolph Hitler, or Herr Hitler, as he is commonly called, is identified by
the Bible as the ‘little horn’ of Daniel, the “Antichrist’ of the New Testa-
ment, ‘the beast’ of the Apocalypse.”

Sapienti sat. A.

Answering the question “If the theory of the vicarious atonement
is abandoned, in what sense is Jesus Christ the Savior of the world?”
Prof. Herb. L. Willett of the University of Chicago writes in the Christian
Century: —

“Christian thought is moving away from the doctrine that the death
of our Lord was a price paid to Satan for the soul of man, as some
theologians once insisted, or was a satisfaction offered to the divine justice
in compensation for human sin, as others held, or was o substitute for the
penalty which would have fallen upon man as disobedient to the divine
administration. To the writers of the New Testament, and particularly to
the Apostle Paul, who moved in the atmosphere of temple ritual and the
blood offerings of the Hebrew Law, such forms of speech as ‘purchased with
His own precious blood,’ ‘gave Himself for us to redeem us,’ ‘ransomed us
from the Law’s curse,’ ‘ransomed with the precious blood of Christ,’ and
‘redeemed through His blood’ were not only consistent with their own
understanding of the redemptive work of Christ, but were the best inter-
pretation of that ministry to a generation of Jewish and Gentile converts.
accustomed to the blood-ntonement conception of Jew and pagan in that
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age. In their thought, so tremendous was the achievement of the Master
in His atoning work that they seized upon all forms of speech which
scemed fo throw light upon His service to man. Of these figures of speech
those which involved the blood ritual were most customary and convineing.

“Ihe redemptive work of Jesus is not defined by any of the theories of
the atonement. All of them have made approaches to the truth in terms
of the mood and thinking of the age in which each was formulated. None
has exhausted the meaning of that work. Jesus is the Savior of the world .
in the sense that He is the most adequate disclosure of the character of
God. To sce Him is to sce the Father. He has made evident to all men
the sacrificial, suffering love of a God who so loved the world that He
gave Himself in the person of One dearest to Him as an ultimate proof
-of that love. The life and death of Jesus are of one pattern and not to be
separated by any line which makes onc more signifieant than the other.
The sacrificial ministry of our Lord is the supreme appeal to mankind to
be reconciled to God. It is also the revelation and illustration of ‘the
way,’ the only way, by which humanity ean win through to the successful,
the victorious life.

“When Jesus’ plan of life is tried, it works, and it is the only pattern
of life that never fails. In this sense it is the representative, vicarious
ministry of the Elder Brother of the race, who has first of all in our behalf
passed through the sacrificial experience to which all who follow Him
pledge themselves. It is more than this. In the life and death of Jesus
something happened beyond all language wonderful, evading all definition
by its mystery and meaning. But in virtue of that life and death it is
easier to believe in God, in a moral order, in the forgiveness of sin, in the
holy life, and in the life eternal. In these and many other places of
human experience, realized to-day and destined to fuller disclosure in days
fo come, Jesus Christ is the Savior of the world.”

In such a way Modernism unblushingly tramples what is most sacred
under foot, following its own reason instead of the Scriptures on the mean-
ing of the life and death of our blessed Savior. A.

Berfanf vor Miiddjen. SRncTJ einem Beridht bex New York Times Hat
der mwirtjdafilide Nicdbergang in gwei Dirfern der Prifeltur Pamagata
in Japan den Werfauf junger Middjen ivicder aufleben Taffen. BVon 469
Middjen in Wejt=Stofuni im Alter von fiinfzehn bid fiinfunbzwanzig Jahren
mourben in lelter Beit 110 an BVejiber crlaubter Bordelle verfauft, und mehr
ald 100 tourden ald Sellnerinuen in Teehdufer, die einen fdilechien uf
Batten, in der Nadibaridiaft abgegeben. Der Preid fiir cin Maddjen tvar
800 bi3 1,600 Marf, wovon cine Vermittlungdgebiihr abging. Die Ves
Borben und die tvictfdafilide Abteilung der faiferlidien Univerfitat gingen
der €adje nad) und jtellten feft, dafy 86 Progent ded Lanbded in jenem Beairk
bon ber Regicrung gefivrigem Wald bededt ift. Da bad bebaubare Land
fiir bie Veivohner nidht urcidhte, faufte der VezirE ber NRegierung cinen
Feil bed Walded ab. Man begafhlte dafiir gwei Millionen Marxt, twobon
auf die 4,700 Betwohner bon Wejt=Stofuni 30,000 Mart famen. Die Steunern
ftiegen, und jept war dad Dorf mit 60,000 Mart mit feinen [ahlungen
im RNiidjtand. E3 fonnten feine Lhne mehr gezablt werden und feine Ges
Bilter, bagu fam nod cine fdlecite Crnte, und fo griff man zu bdiefem Mittel,
um aud der Not Herauszulommen.
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©So tveit die ,AMg. Miffiondnadridten”. In obigem Veridt fieht man
cinmal bas8 Heidentum ungefdmintt vor {idy, in feiner brutalen, Heralofen
Robeit und feiner fittlidhen BVerfumpfung. oL

Doctor Kyle Deceased. — A news dispatch, dated May 25, emanating
from Pittsburgh, Pa., said: “Rev. Dr. Melvin Grove Kyle, seventy-five, who
guined fame as an archcologist in the Holy Land, died to-day. He was
professor of Biblical Theology and Archeology at Pitthurgh-Xenia Theo-
logical Seminary. He was minister of the United Presbyterian Church for
forty-seven years and had served as Moderator of the General Assembly.
Mr. Kyle led many explorations to the Holy Land. Since the World War
he hended five expeditions to Sodom and Gomorrah and Kirjath-sepher.”
Dr. Kyle was a conscrvative scholar, who did valuable work in confirming
the Scripture records through patient and often brilliant rescarch and in
refuting the attacks of unbelievers. A.

I1. Xuslaud.

Dic Not der Kirde in Dentidland. Die ,Allg. Ev.=Luth. §K.-3.“ bom
7. Quli Gevidhtet: . Slirdjentvirrungen in Preugen. Wie God) die Not in
Preufen gejticgen ift, zeigt das Sdireiben ded NeidhSprifidenten von Hins
denburg an den NReidistanzler Adolf Hitler. Hinbenburg toucbe von Teles
grammen und Jujdriften bejtiiemt, dafj cr Hilfe bringe. Jn lirdylichen
Sizeifen toufte man augenjdeinlidy nidht mehr aus und ein, nadydem ber
Gtaat mit ftarfexr Hand cingegriffen, die alten Gencralfuperintendenten
und anbere verdiemte Manner abgefebt, neue Minner cingefest und die
oberjte Qeitung in bdie Hinde ded Wehrlreispfarrers Mitller gelegt Hatte.
Bicle jabien feine Qinic mehr von dem feierliden Berfpredjen Adolf Hitlers,
in die Stirdje nidht cingugreifen, ihren NAusbau ihr felbjt gu iiberlajjen, 3u
ben jiingften Verordnungen ded Staatslommifjars. Nidht im Aufirag der
Stixdie, fondern des Staatesd jind ja die meuen Manner in ihrem Amt: bder
Gtaatdtommifjar Dr. Jiger, der Fiifrer des Deutfdien Cvangelifden Sirdens
bunded Wehrlreispfarrer Miiller und dic andern alle. Der jdilidte Laiens
verftand fommi nidit mebr mit, wenn Siivdjenfommifjar Jdger in einem
Crlafy Punft 1 betont, dafy die Medjte der Sirdje ,nicdht angetaftet’ werden
follen, in Puntt 2 aber fortfihrt, bon Staats wegen Vevollmddjtigte 3u
ernennen, denen die Sirdje fidh su filgen Hat. . . .* — Der Staatslommifjar
Dr. Qdger filhrt folgende Spradje: , Fiir die unverziiglidhe Neubildung be_t
aufgeldften geroihlten tirdhlichen Bertretungen berordne idh folgendes: a. Die
tirdlichen Bertretungen werben tvicderfergeftellt durd) Crnennung bon Mits
gliedern. Die Ernennung erfolgt durdh meine Vevolmaditigten. ... e Meine
Yevollmddjtigten find befugt zur Durdhfithrung bder Neubildung, ?[usfi‘:_[)-
rungdvoridiriften gu erlaffen. . . . Mit Jofortiger Wirhung iibertrage idy
bie Befugnifle des Sirdenfenatd der Cvangelijdy-Luiberijdhen Lanbdeslivde
Hannover an meinen BVevolmaditigten, Rfarrer Halhn in Elmslohe. Weitere
Ynordnungen folgen. . . .* — . Stirdenuncuben in Sadifen. Staum Bat fidh
bas Grab iiber Landesbijdiof D. Jhmels gejdlofien, fo greift der Staat fdarf
in bie Verhaliniffe dber Slirche ein und fept ihr cinen neuen, gunddit loms
miffarifdjen Landesbifdiof in Pfarrer Fricdriy Cod).” Lanbedbifhof Cody
filbet bie Sprade Dr. Jdgers: ... . . 8. Jd) beurlaube mit fofortiger Wics
fung bie aud Wnlage 1 erfidhilichen Amtstrdger. 4. I I3fe mit fofortiger
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Biclung familide gewibhlten Hrdlihen B|ertretungen in unferer Stirdje
auf. . . . b, Weitere Anordnungen folgen.” — ,Bu diefen ftarlen MWers
dnderungen im Stonjijtorium famen iveitere Yuffehen exregende BVeurlaus
bungen von Guperintenbdenten und Pajtoren. . . . Wasd jonjt im Lande
gefdiehen ift, ift nod) nidjt befannt. RNur fo viel darf gejagt mwerden, dai
eine grofje lnrube jid) de8 Stirdjenvolld bemddjtigt Hat; angitlidhe Gles
miiter redben von cincr bevorftehenden Stirdjenverfolgung’. . . .  Folgenbesd
fei aus bem ®Aufruf bder alipreufifdien Glencraljuperintendenten zu cinem
allgemeinen Bufs und Vettag mitgeteilt: ,Die preufiffe Staatdregierung
Bat einen Slaaistommifjar filc dic cvangelifdjen Kirden eingejest und die
mgeftaliung ded Kirdienivefensd in eigene Hand genommen. Die Stirdjens
leitung hat dagegen feierlich Vertvahrung eingelegt. Sie Hat die Leitung
be8 Meid)s gebeten, der Sirde gu ihrem Nedjt zu verhelfen, Diefer Wer=
toafrung {dilicen wir unsd ausbriidlid) an. . . . Das innerjte Leben unjerer
flirdje fteht auf dem Spiel. . . . Niemals darf die Slivdhe dem Drud polis
tifdier Getvalien audgefebt werden. . . .  Cine Perjonlidleit wic die ded
Plarrers Hoffenfelder in dbem Hidjten geijtlidhen Amt unjerer Sirde ver-
migen Ivit um unfers Geivifjens willen nidt angueclennen. lnfere jwere
©orge um bdie innere Jubunft unjerer Stivdje tragen wic boxr Goit. Wir
tragen fie vor bdie und anverivauten Gemeinden und bor ihre Pfarrer.
BWir rufen fie auf, jidh mit und zujammenzuidlicfen, bamit BVolf und Sirde
vor {djiverem Schaden belwahrt bleibem. . . .

Dic Theologie JHmeld’ und feiner Sdjule. ,Alden der genannten NRidy=
tungen fteht gegeniiber bdbie moberne pojitive Theologie in ifren beidben
breiten Sirdmungen, tvie jie der VibliziSmus cinerjeitd und die im engeren
Sinne fonfefjionelle Theologic anbererieits darjtellen. . . . Die mobderne
Tonfeffionclle Theologic Hat ihrerjeitd ihre jtdrtite Strdmung in ber foges
nannien Crlanger Theologic oder der BVetvuftieinsdiheologie. . . .  Einen
in jid) gejdlofjenen Sireid ftellen endlid) die um L. Jhmels jidh jdharenden
feologen dar. Jhmels felbjt Hat in jeinem Werle iiber ,Die driftlide
Wabhrhei:Sgewifheit® (1901) 19,143 Dbejtimmie Gedanfen der Crlanger
Sdule, fpegicll feined Lelhrers Frank, felbjtandig tweitergebildet. Wie fiic
trant, ift fiic IHmeld die drijtlide Gewifjheit Crfahrungsgetvijheit. Aber
im Glegenjals u Frant ijt cd Jomels' widjtiges Anliegen, zu 3eigen, ivie
diefe Criahrungsgeivijzheit nidt vom Worte Gotted zu [Hfen ijt. CEben dad
Qneinander von Crfahrungs- und Wortiheologic ift 8, wad Jhmels' Pos-
fition fo ftart mad)t. [n feinen ,Bentralfragen bder Dogmatif’ (1927 4)
Bat er dieje Grunbdpojition nad) den verjdiedenen Seiten hin Hargeftelt.
Im Ginne ciner joldhen, ftdcler ald bei Hofmann und Frant [elbit, am
Wort orientierten Tuiherijhen Theologie tfreiben ifhre dogmatijhe Axbeit
Werner Clert (Die Lehre ded Luileriumd im Abrif, 1924; Morphologie
des Quihertums I, 1931), Crnjt Sommerlath (Der Sinn ded Abendmabls
nad) Quiherd Gedanfen 1527—1529, 1930; Gaframent und Gegentvart,
1930), Martin Diorne (Die evangelijden Grundactifel im Augsburger Ves
fenninis, 1930, Alg. Cv.-Quil. §K.3.), Robert Jelle (Religionsphilofophie,
1927; Die Grunddbogmen ded Chrijtentums, 1930) und Sarl Sdneider
(Das Synihetijde der religidien Erlenninis, 1928; Jhmeld’ Feftidrift).
Stommt ¢8 den bdrei erften diefer Iepigenannien Theologen offenbar mehr
auf dad Herausdarbeiten der Haren reformatorijden Grundlage ihrer Arbeit

45
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an, {o den beiden lefsteren (Jelfe, Schneider) mehr auf die fnmmbvm
fopbifde Reditfertigung der driftlidien fiberzeugung. Ein Dolument ber
ftatlen Arbeitd8gemeinjdiaft dbes gefamten Stumenifdjen [uifertums fiellt bar
dic bon M. Jelfe Gerausgegebene Fejtidrift filc L. Yhmels, die den Titel
trigt ,Da8 Erbe Martin Luiferd und die gegenivdrtige theologifdie Fors
fdung* (Qeipgig, 1928).” (LQuifhardt=Jelfe, Stompendium bder Dogmatif,
1988, @. 67.)

»2ie Guangelijfe Kirdje Spaniensd.” Nad) einer mitteitung im ,§ries
dendboten” Haben bie evangelijdien Gemeinden in Spanien einen Stirdjens
bund gefdlofien und nennen jidh ,Die Cvangelijie firdie Spaniens”. Ju
ihr gehoren unter anbdern dic bijdiflidhe Sirdje, die presbyterianifde Stirdie
folvie Stongregationalijten, Baptiften und Methodijten. Der Bund ift ledigs
lid) Bwedverband. Die fpanijde Regicrung will ndmlid) nidt die verjdies
benen nidtrdmifdhen SNirdjen und Gemeinjdaften cmae!n anerlennen, jons
dern verlangt von ibnen den 31||'nmmm|'d;h|ﬁ au einer grofen ltirdjliden
@emeinfdaft, da der Staat aud) nur eine romifd-latfolijde SKirde und
nidt die gablreidien ecingelnen romijd)-latholijden Glemeinden anerfenme.
Mit dem Glanbendbefenninis der . Evangelifden Slirde Spaniend” lann 3
unter den Umftdnden natiiclidh nidht toeit Ger fein. Rom icd fidy toenig
vor ciner foldjen ,Stirche” au fiirdjten Gaben. ST

Gin Seugnid gegen den Unionidmus. D. Sommerlath Hatte jedenfalld
ben Plan, die Iutherifdhe und die reformierte Stirdje in Deutfdiland gu einer
Reidjslivdie gu vercinigen, im Auge, ald er in feiner . Plingftpredigt gum
Neubau der Stirdhe” jagte: ,Aber freilich, Hier greift uns bdie grofe Trauer am.
BWir Haben ja nidht ein Befenninis; ir Haben biele Sonfeffionen und
Befenntniffe.  Der Apojtel vedet nidht bavon, dafy die Sirdje iiberhaupt
Glauben und Crfenninid Habe, fonbern bdarauf dréngt er, bdaf fie einerlei
Glauben und cinerlei Crfenninis des Sofnes Gotted Habe. Man lann
nur mit ©dhymerz am Pfingitfejt von der Stirdje und ihrem BVefenninis reden,
foenn man auf bdie Spaliungen Hinfieht, die nidht Tremnung im ﬂu&erﬂl
bebeuten, fondbern Spaltungen im Glauben. Wad ijt dad fiic eine Nof,

" bic Bejonders unfer deutidies BVolf zu tragen Hat, indbem ber szeﬁlnmﬂe
Rip mitten durd) dasfelbe Hindurdigeht! MWir finden und Geute in bielem
fvieder gujammen, vor allem in der neuen Liebe und dem neuen Cinjab fiic
unfer Voll. Aber wenn ir dann ind Heilighum tvollen, bann ift da eine
Stelle auf dber Strafje, an der i und trennen; der cine geht Hierhin, ber
andere dorihin, Sollten tir nidht cinmal SHuf maden mit diefer Jers
fpaltenheit? Wir verjtehen, twie gerabe Hemte fich encrgifd) biefe Fors
berung Gehbr verjhafft. €8 ijt fo, das Glebet um bdie Einheit ded Glmis
Bend und ber Crlenninis darf nidht unter und verjftummen. €3 muj
allcgeit die Sehnjudgt der Sirdhe wie aud ihr praftijder MWille bleiben, daf
fie alle ¢ind jeien. Aber bie Dinge find zu crnft, al8 bajy fjie mit einem
Federjtrid) geldjt waren. Sie greifen gu febr in das verborgene Leben der
flirde, al8 bafy man mit Huger BVerivaltung und cinigem Jwang mit iGnen
fertig miicbe. Denn was rollen die Velenninifje? Sie wollen filr die ers
Iannte Wabrheit cintreten. Sie find entftanden aus der Sorge, baf etwad
berlorengefhen modte bon dem, was der Schap der Stirdje ift. Luifer mufte
fid) {cjlieflich trennen bon der atholifdhen Stirdje und ihrer Qefre; tvenn er
bad aqud andern Griinden tat ald aus Griindben der Walrheit, dann tvac
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bie Reformation ein Werbredjen. Er fonnte fih guleht aud) mit den Res
formierten nidjt finden; er wafrte feine Grlenninis gegen Bwingli, und
cr bermodjte die Trennung nidht gu iiberbrilden; twenn er dbad aus andern
@riinden tat al8 aud Griinden der Wahrheit, bann war das ein BVerbredien.
Aber e8 war aud der Waleheit. Darum wahet unfere Kicde ihre BVes
Tenntniffe, die Augsburgifdhe Stonfeffion und bdie beiden Satedjidmen Luihers
und bic andern, um in der Walrheit gu bleiben. . . . Yber jie Iann ben
Nretum nidjt anecfennen, und fic fann nicht anders die EinBeit fudhen, ald
indem fie unaufforlidy barauf bringt, dah wir und in der WahrBeit aus
fommenfinden. lnfere Stirdje will mit ihrem Velenninid nidht die Eineit
Bindern, fonbexrn fie will iGr mit ihrem Belenninid gerade bdienen. Sie
ill bie Ehrlidgteit und die Walhrhaftigleit, und fie ioeify, dbaf badurd, fwenn
G:;;t Gnabe gibt, allein die Cinheit gedeiht.” (Allg. Ev.-Luth. §£.-8., 9. Juni
1983.)

Moberne Vibelbritif und Berbalinfpivation. Daf die moderne Bibel-
Iritit ihren cigentlidhen Grund in der Feindidhaft gegen die Uutoritdt ded
infpicierten GotteStvorted Gat, geigt flar eine Negenfion ded trefflichen
Werled Wilhelm Mollers ,Die CinGeit und Cchiheit der fiinf Viider Mojis”
in der Aprilnummer der von D. Crid) Stange Herausgegebenen . Pajtorals
bldtter”. Die Jeitfdhrift vertritt den Ionjervativen Standbpunit. Der NRe-
genfjent, Lie. . $. Stranje, bejpridht dbrei Cinfiijrungen in dad Ulte Tejta=
ment und jdreibt unter anderm, Ivie folgt:

»Bon Matihed, Meinhold und Mbller twerben und Handhaben geboten, bon
benen die beiben erften dben Defonderen Jwed verfolgen,
unferer fivrdie gu dbienen®) ... Matthed will unsd in cinfadyer, larer
Form mit ben wwciften Forfdungen befannt madyen.* Dann folgt cine Be-
fprecdhung des Meinfholdjdjen Werles, dic mit den Worten fdliekt: ,Wertvoll find
feine UAusfiihrungen iiber Jeremia ald Gegenfpicler ded Deutcronomiums, feine
uffaffung eines erjt liirlid) von VWol; entbedten Deuterojeremia ober der Gnts
ftebung ber Heiligleitdgefetie jur Jeit des Grils, ber Stellung Jonad am Sdluf
ber Propheten oder ber Perjonlidyfeit des Tritojefaja.” Dann fihrt fKraufe fort:

»E0 erfreulid) dicje beiden Ginfithrungen find, fo unerfreutidy die dritte bon
Miéller. Wenn 3toei dbas Gleiche tum, ift ¢8 dod) nidyt bad Gleiche, meint ein altes
Sprifoort. BVor 3waniig Jahren griff Sellin die Ginleitung ded Hallenfer it=
teftamentlerd Gornill in entfheidenden Punlten an, unbd es entjpann fid) ein wiffen=
fdaftlid) interefjanter Gedanlenaustaujd). Heute will Mbller mit einem Fiihrer
der altteftamentlidien Wifjenfchaft die Klinge Ireugen; und der Grfolg? Eellin
antiwortet furg auf ciner Pojttavte: ,durd) biefe Arbeit feien den Uitteftamentlern
einige Qduje vom Pels gejammelt’. Jfjt dicje Entgeguung gecechtfertiot? GS foll
nidt verfannt toerden, bap in diejen 480 Seiten Miollers cin Vienenfleif ftedt;
toie er mit DNedyt fagt, die Frudt ciner fedh)Sundbreifjigjibrigen ernften Wrbeit iiber
ben Pentateud). Uber wad fie zeigt, ift cine ertdtende Fiille von AuScinanders
fehungen. E8 {dheint hier ein Hengstenberg redivivus erftanden zu fein, der im
Ringen um endlidje Anerlennung bei den Fachiwviffenjchaftlern, in jum Teil fehr
fhlechter ftififtijdher Ausbrudsform, iiberiprubeind von einem bis an fiberheblid)=
feit grenjenden Selbftbetoufstfein, immer bon nenem beweijen will, was er Seite 84
in bie YWorte fajt: ,TWadyt auf und wehrt eud) und wahet euer hHeiligjtes Gut,
bas injpicierte GotteSwort der Vibel! ,Seclenmordende BVerbalinfpication’, iwie
MMeinbhold fic nennt, wird hier verfodhten; und pon daausd ift es ja [cidht,
bie Mofaitdt bed Pentateud)s ju betweifen. Jft's mdglid), dap
man fih mit Mbller auseinanderjeljen fann, daf er fih nicht ju bellagen braudt,
lenn er bon der Fad)wiffen[daft totgefdhwviegen wird? MMag Miller audy) in

*) ©perrfap dburdoeg bon uns.
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frampfhaften Berfudjen burd) Prilfung von Gingelfeiten dem Pen als
mofaifche8 Wer! retten wollen; e¢8 ift aber mit ihm feine Dislufs
fionSmdglidyteit gegeben, jolange er nod) in ben Gdhubhen
Der Verbalinfpiration ftedt und drei 3:?:!!1:“:“ gors
lﬁunn unbetilmmert an [id) vociibergehen [GHt" (Paftorals
litter 1933, 7. Heft, S. 442 §.)

Diefe NRegenfion Iaft an Deutlidjfeit nidhts zu tviimfden ilbrig und
aeigt fo rvedjt fMar, wed Gleifted Stinder die mobernmen Stritiler find. Man
bejdjuldigt Miller cined ,bi8 an fiberheblidhleit grengenden Selbjtbelvubts
feind” und fdjeut fid) dabei nidt, jid) iiber Paulus gu ecrheben, der bon
ber ,.Sdrift”, bem gejdrichbenen MWort, fagt, daf fie .gotigehaudit”, bon
@oit cingegeben, fei, 2 Tim. 8. 16; man erhebt fid) itber Chrijtum felber,
der bon der Sdyrift Alten Teftaments fagt: ,Die Sdrift Tann dodj nidyt ges
brodjen tverben”, Joh. 10, 85, aud) nidgt durd) ,drei Jahrhunderte Fore
fdhung”, auf die Sirauje fo grofes Glewidit legt. Man gibt gu: .Bon da
[ber Berbalinfpiration] aus ijt e3 ja leidt, dic Mofaitdt ded Pentateuds
3u Betoeifen.” Weld) cin Jugeftindnis! Aber man will dod) nidt in den
~Edjuhen der Verbalinjpiration” ftedenbleiben und vergift, daf ein Theos
log ie Paulusd 3eitlebens, ja der Lefrer von Gott gefandt, JEus Chrijtus,
in biefen Sdjufen ftedengeblicben ift. Denn Raulud Hat feinen aweiten
Brief an Timolheusd turg vor jeinem Tode gejdjricben, und Chrijtus Hat
nody toenige Tage vor feiner Auffahrt dbas Wort von der notivendigen Crs
fillung alled defjen, was gefdiricben fteht in dem Glefep Mofis, in den
Propheten und in den Pfalmen, geredet, Lub. 24, 24, wie er ja aud) dem
©atan felbjt dbrei Worte des Deuteronomiums in der Wiifte ald Sdirifts
lorte entgegenbiclt und dabdburd) Satan in bie Fludt jdlug. Trobdem
rebet Meinfhold und ihm nad) Sivaufe von ,jeclenmordenber Berbals
infpivation”|

Die Sclbftiiberhebung bder ,altteftamentliden
Wiffen{daft” geht aud) Hervor aus dem Ton bder Pojtlarte Sellind
folvie aus der Vemerlung Siraujes, dafy Moller jid) nidht beflagen bdiife,
»loenn er bon der Fadivifjenidaft toigeidiviegen wird”. Dad Totfdlocigen
bat feinen guten Grund. Mollers ,eridiende Fiille von Audeinanders
febungen” mbdjte, twenn weiter Getannigemadit, die .fadsiffenfdafiliche”
Unwifjenfdiaf lidleit der modernen Iritifdhen Methode ertveifen und ber
mobdernen Siritif den Tobdesjtofy geben. Die ,mobderne” Siritif geht von der
ginglicdh unbemwicienen, ja unbetvcid8baren Fheorie der Evolution auf dem
@ecbiete der Neligionsgeidichte aus und fudjt diefe unhaltbare Theorie durd
cine Fiille von Eingelfeiten, gange Seiten von Woriformen, Spradieigens
tiimlichfeiten ujtv. au ftiben. Das ijt . Fadwifienfdaft”. Wenn aber ein
Men|d) e8 toagt, bied Ma'crial auf jeine Vetweidfeaft fin zu priifen, wenn
et auf allerlei Togifdie, grammatijdie, Diftorifdhe Fehler aufmerljam madt,
loenn er ¢8 gar lvagt, eine Lanze fiic bie lUnfehlbarleit ded GoiteSworted
au bredjen, fo erfennt man allerdings an, dafy .in diefen 480 Seiten Mollerd
ein Bienenfleify ftedi”; damit aber bdie BViene mit ihrem Summen nidjt
meitere Streife beunrubige, fo redet man von ,frampfhaften BVerjuden, durd
Priifung von Eingelheiten den Pentateud) ald mofaifded MWerl retten gu
toollen”, bon einer ,extdtenden Fiille bon Yusdeinanderfepungen”, von Laufes
fammeln. Man vergiht, daf gerabe die Methode der Nritiler eine jolde
Urt und Weife der Widerlegung ndtig madyt. Man twicft Maller bor, .in
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gum Teil febr [dledter ftilijtijher Ausdbruddform” feinen Beiveid fiibren
gu wollen. Man behauptet, dap er .drei Jahrhunderte Forfdung unbes
Himmert an fid) voriibergefen Iaft”, wahrend er fidh in Wahrheit gerade
mit biefen ,Forfdungen” auf jeber Seite bejdiftigt und die Refultate diefer
Sorfdung ald unwiffenjdaftlid), ald faljd), ald8 unbalibar eriveijt. Man
tabelt fein ,bi8 an fiberfeblidhleit grengended Selbjtberouptiein®, ja in uns
Degreiflidier Herzensdriditerei witft man ifm ein ,Ringen um enbdlidhe Ans
crfennung bei ben Fadwiffenfdafilern bor. Nadhdem man fo feinem
wiffenfdjafiliden Hergen Luft gemadit, ihn ald einen Unbedeutenden, in den
€duben der Verbalinjpivation Stedengeblicbenen gebrandmartt Hat, Tommt
man f[dlieRlih gu dem Cnifdlu, af er ,bon ber Fadviffenjdhaft tots
gejdjiviegen” toexden foll. Dad nennt man Fadwijfenfdaft!

Cinfprud) gegen Lie. Straujed Negenfion. JIm 8. Heft
der ,Paftoralblitter”, Mai 1938, Seite 512, findet fidh folgende Notia, die
mwir der WVolljtdndigleit wegen dem Obigen Hingufiigen:

w3 Yeft 7 der ,Pajtoralblitier’, S. 442: Im Unjdluf an Lic. Siraujed
Yejpredhung von Millers ,EinGeit und EdhiHeit der fiinf Viider von Mofis’
{dreibt und Herr David Hedegard, Lehrer am Mijjiondjeminar in Lidingd
(Stodfolm), Perausdgeber der ,TibjIrift for Predbilaner’, cin danlbarer Lefer
ber ,Pafjtoralblitier, der oft verfudit Hat, jic in SHhiwveben eingufiihren: ,Jdh
denle iiber died Vud) anbers als der Hodyverehrte Herr Regenfent. d) midjte
gern fagen, daf cine angejehene englijde Jeitidrift e aud) anders als dber
berehrie Herr Negenjent Deurteilt Hat. Der allbelannte Alitejtameniler
Prof. John €. MacFayden fd)lieht cine red)t ausfiihrlidhe Vefjpredhung mit
folgenben Lorten: “Moeller’s book is as powerful and well informed a de-
fense of the conservative position as we are likely to have and as such
deserves more careful consideration from critical scholars than his pre-
vious hooks have reecived.” (Expository Times, Oliober 1931, &. 44.)¢
Dap Lic. Straufe mit feinem Mrteil nidht allcin jteht, beweift das auf Seite 443
angegeigte Buch D. Sionigs. — Stunge.” Auf der angegebenen Seite lefen tic:
~Der Neftor der altieftamentlidien Wijjenidaft lajt fidh mit Moller auf eine
Disdlufjion ein. Cr tut ed mit der projfunden fpradiliden und gejdidhiliden
Riiftung, von der feine vielen Werle geugen, und mit bornmehmer Lei=
benfdaft. Crgebnis: Der Pentateud), twie ihn die von Mbler fo fdharf
belampfie Stritif verjteht, ift cin gefdhichilidhed Quellentver! erjten Nanges,
aud) ofne die Verfajjeridafi ded Mojes; e3 ijt durdjaus nidht frommer’,
auf diefer Verfajjerjdiaft mit alen WMitteln beftehen zu twollen. Sungze.”

Alle AHtung vor dber Glelehrfamteit D. Sfivnigd. Uber Hier Handelt e8
fidh nidht um die Frage, ob der Pentateud) cin gejdidhtlidhes Tuellentver?
crjten Manges ift, jondern um die Frage, ob er cin Teil ber von Gott eins
gegebenen Sdyrift ift, 2 Tim. 8, 16, und ob dasd einhellige Jengnid der Sdyrift,
Dic nid)t gebrodien twerden fann, dad Gelbjtzeugnis des Pentateud)s, bdad
Beugnid ded iibrigen Alten Tejtamenid und dad Jeugnid JCju und bder
Upojtel, dajy Mojes der Verfafjer ift, auf Wahrheit berulhen. Wir Halten e
tropp D. Sionig, Lic. Sirauje, Pfarrer Siunge und D. Meinhold mit Paulusd
und Ehriftus, die in dem Alten Tejtament, wie e ihnen borlag, mit Eins
fOTup ded Pentateudis die von Gott cingegebene Sdrift, die nidyt gebrodjen

werden fann, crfannten. Dabei wird c3 woll bleiben, ed fei denn, dah:

NCju Worte vergehen. Aber eher mwerden Himmel und Crde bergefen,
Matth. 24, 85. TH L.
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Wad fidh die Nomifden fiber bic Luiheraner ersiflen. Dad .Beilige
Jahr*, das der Papft ausgeidricben Hat, joll audy in Deutjdland befons
ders gefeiert loerden. Wie tvir der Jeitfdjrift ., Der Geiftedlampf der Gegens
art” eninehmen, ift unter anderm aud) die Ausftellung desd . Geiligen Rodes
bon Trier”, jencd angeblidjen Leibrodes Ehrijti, fiir bie Beit bom 28. Juli
bi8 gum 8. Sceptember angeordnet wworbden trofs ded gemwaltigen Srgerniffes,
basd bic Nusdjtellung diejer NReliquie im vergangenen Jahrhundert erregt Hat.
Wabridjeinlid) toird aud) in diefem Jahre der Nod durd) mandjerlet ,Wuns
ber” feine ,Cdytheit” ertweifen. Wir exfehen daraus tvieder, baf aud Heute
nod) bie rdmifdje Stirdje ganz in den Unjdiauungen jtedt, bic Suther gu feiner
Beit beldmpfen mufte. Audy die BVoriviicfe, die u Lebaeiten Quihers gegen
die Meformation erhoben tourden, fénnen iir Geute cbenfo Goren. Dec
obengenannten Jeitjdrift zufolge findet fid) in dem papjiliden Blatt Osser-
vatore Romano vom 28. und 24. Januar bdiejes Jahred der Weridjt iiber
eine , Gebetdlvodie fiic die Wicdervereinigung bder Chriftenfeit im Iatholis
{den Glauben”. Darin Heifgt e3: ,Der Tag de8 Gebetd fiir die Belehrung
ber Ruiheraner und andern protejtantijden Sclien Europad {dlof in febr
wiirdig-frommer Weife. Die gejdjidhtlidhen Griinde jedbed ScHidmas [jeder
Stirdjenfpaltung] und jeder Nebellion gegen den Heiligen Stubl von Rom
muf man”, jo Gob ber getveihte Nedner Hervor, .immer in bem Lafter ded
Hodymutsd und, fehr oft, dber Wolluft fudjen. Unbd gerade dicfe beiben Lajter
bildeten ben erften Unlaf; jener Pjeudoreformation [faljden NReformation],
bie cinen grofien Teil Curopad dem Mutterfdhofj der romifden Stirdje ents
tif.” Diefer Saly todre ridtig, wenn damit der Hodmut de3 Papited ges
meint lodre, der fid) gur cigenen Werherelidung ilber die Wahrheiten ded
Ebangeliums erfhob, und dad ertvicfene Lajterleben teiter Sireife der romis
fdhen eiftlichleit gur Jeit Quihers. Weiter Heift ed: ,Luiber gab dem
Wiiten ber Leidenfdhaften Musdrud, dic er in fich felbjt nidht zu banbdigen
bermodjie; er predigte die Freiheit ded Menjdien von aller religidjen Autos
Titit [die Heilige Shrift Letradjtet der .gemweihte Redner” alfo nidi ald
religidfe ®Autoritat!], und fo war er Nauber und Morber gugleid; demn
rduberifd) brad) er ein in die [myjtijde] Hiicde der Stirdie und fdniti den
©Seelen, dic er ihr entrif, das Leben der Ginade ab. lUnd tvie er, jo fans
belten fpiter feine YnBanger.” Wir find nidt itberrajdht iiber dicfe Worte;
fie beteifen und nur toicderum, dafy Mom in jeiner Chriftusdfeindidaft fid
immer gleid) bleibt. (Gv.-Quif. Freifirdye, 28. April 1933.)

Methodists and Freemasons. — A Methodist minister in Melbourne
some time ago made it known that he would allow no minister to occupy
his pulpit who was a Freemason. It was clear to him that there is no
room for Jesus in Freemasonry and that therefore the Church should not
be allied with it. This has made it necessary for the Methodists semi-
officially to announce their attitude towards Freemasonry. They have
told the world that with them it is an open question whether a minister
of their communion may be a Mason. What else could be expected when
it is known that one Methodist minister is a Past Grand Master, that
several are Past Grand Chaplains, and that crowds of Methodist min-
isters and laymen are in Freemasonry. But this fact does not alter the
fact that in Freemasonry there is no room for Jesus. Only a year or two
ago the heads of the craft drew the attention of their chaplains to the
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fact that it was not right to use the old Christmas carols in Masonic
Christmas services because of the references to Jesus contained therein,
which must necessarily be offensive to many Masons. “Masonry,” says
an exponent of the craft, Joseph Fort Newton, “has never at any time
been opposed to Christianity or to any other religion. Far from it. But
Christianity in those days (1813) — as, alas! too often now—was an-
other name for a petty and bigoted sectarianism; and Masonry by its very
genius was, and is, unsectarian. Many Masons then were devout Chris-
tians, as they are now,—not a few clergymen,—but the order itself is
open to men of nll faiths, Catholic and Protestant, Hebrew and Hindu,
who confess faith in God; and so it will always remain if it is true to
its principles and history.” It must surely appeal to every Christian
that in such a religious conglomeration in which Catholic and Protestant,
Hebrew and Hindu, may unite in worship there can be no room for Jesus,
who says: “I am the Way, the Truth, and the Life; no man cometh unto
the Father but by Me.” The teaching of Jesus is that he that believeth
and is baptized shall be saved and he that believeth not shall be deamned.
That doctrine cannot be tolerated in Masonry. The apostles declared that
there is salvation in none other and no other name under heaven has
been given among men whereby they must be saved but the name of Jesus.
Masonry declares that the antichristian religions have as much saving
power as Christianity. If prominent preachers of the Church hold high
rank in Masonry, that only goes to show how Jesus is to-day, perhaps
unconsciously, being elbowed out of the Church.— Australian Lutheran.

In Perfien Hat die Negicrung im September 1932 cine folgendivere
CEntjdjeibung iiber bad Sdulivefen getroffen. Perfifdjen lntertanen, aud
Yrmenicrn und Juben, ift der Vejud) bon Elementarfdulen, die unter der
Leitung von Auslindern ftehen, verboten tvordben. ES gibt einige fiinfzig
auslindijde Sdjulen in Perfien; bdic meijten jtchen unter der Leitung enge
lifder, amerifanijdier und franzdjijder Mijfionare, und einige find bon der
Gotvjetregicrung fiir Stindber von rujjijden StaatSangehirigen cingeriditet.
Dicfe Privatfdulen Haben einige Vorredjte, 3. V. Sonniagdrubhe und Ves
freiung von der Verpflidhtung, Unterridht im Soran und im mohammedanis
jdien RNedht zu geben. Die Mittelfdjulen twerden von dicjem BVerbot nidht
betroffen; mur werben inen die bisher cingeridjieten Worjdulllafjen, bdie
die VWorausfepung fitr ecine frudtbare Arbeit jHaffen jollien, genommen.
fMud) Mifjionsjdulen unter perjijder Leitung find nicht betroffen; aber fie
miifjen, tropbem fie dyrijtlidie EiHif lehren und Sonntagdrufe Halten diics
fen, Unterridht im Storan und im mohammedanifden Ned)t geben. Man
ift {id nidht fMar, ob dic Mafnahme fid) nur gegen den bolidetviftifdhen
Cinfluf ridjtet ober ob Perfien nad) dem BVorantritt der Tiirlei bie Saltus
Iarificcung ded Sdjultvefens betreibt und den miffionarijden Einflufy unters
binden toill. (AMg. Mifj.=Nadjr.)

Der J8lam in Shbafrifa frigt Angeiden neuer miffionarifder Altis
vitat. Cnbde Marz wurde 3u ciner grofen Stonferens in Stapjtadt eingeladen.
Die Cinladung betonte die Notiwendigleit ded Bujammenidylufjed der 80,000
Mohammedaner der Siidafrilanifden nion. Die TageSordnung geigt unter
andern folgende Punkie: Cnitvidlung eined cigenen Sdulfyjtems fiic Mo=
Bammebaner in der lnion, dic Notwendigleit eined mohammedanijden Col=
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Tege mit Arabifd), Ucdu, Englij und Afrilacns ald 1interridisfpraden.
fegalifierung mojammedanijdier Ehen in der linion nady mo
fdiem Redjt, Unftellung eined fiidafrifanijdien mobammebdanifdhen Sonfuld
in Meffa und cines mohammedanijden Nonfuld in Siidafrita, Anjdluf an
die Alindifde Mohammedanerfonfereng und Griindbung einer fitdafrilanis
{den Mohammedanermiffion. (Mg, Miff.-Nadz.)
Dic Giottlofenpropaganda in ben Miffionsldndbern. Aud ,Sogiale unb
WictfdafiliGe Nadridhten” teilt das ,Ev. Mifjfiondmagagin® dad Golgende
fiber die Gotilofenpropaganda in den von der djriftliden Stirdje Geriljrten
Miffionsldndern mit: ,Die madjtigite Waffe ber atfeiftifden $ropaganbe
ift bad gebrudte Wort. AiPeiftifde Bildjer werben nidht nur in bie
der Eingebornen iiberfefst, fondern audy bdirelt in diefen Spradyen gefdjries
Ben. Dic Gingebornen Afiens onnen Heute ban? ben Bemiifungen bed
Somjetftaated albeiftifie Jdeen ofne BVermittfung einer fremben ;
aud der cigemen Literatur jddpfen. Eine cbenfo bebeutenbde HRolle fpielen
bie profommuniftiffen und antireligidjen Filme, von benen einige fdjon
toeltberitmt getvorden find, wic 3. B. ,Der Sturm iiber Afien”. 1Ingefdhc
3langig foldher Filme werden gegentvirtig in allen Teilen ber Welt gegeigt.
Nidht minder widytig ift die Ausbilbung bejonbderer $ropaganbifu_n. und
Bier berdicnt befonbdere Aufmertjamleit bic atBeiftijdhe Propaganbda, bie unter
ben in SotvjetsNufsland lebenden Buddfiften, Mohammedanern und anbern
gegendyrijtlidien Viltern betricben mwird. BVertreter verfdieden(ter !Rnll'll!.lvl!
Qnbder, Chinefen ujw., werben in Mostau fiix fommuniftifde und antizelis
gidfe Propaganda ausdgebildet, um unter ifren Naffengenoffen bie fowjes
tiftifdje Mifjion gu beireiben, Dagzu wird aud) dad Ejperanto und dad _mll!
‘Tateinifdie Alphabet in den Dienjt der Gottlofenmiffion geftellt. Beridhlet
Ioird, dafj gerade durd) das Ejperanto in Perjien cine atheiftifde 8_:11! ges
bilbet twerden Tonnie. Jn begug auf die nationale Frage, _blt Beuts
gutage fo viel in den Bitliden Léndern distutiert toicd, ift die Emﬂe_mmn
ber Stommumiften einc ganz befondere. Sie unterftiien mit allen mlﬂl.tﬂ
ben nationalen Separatidmus, der aber felbjtverjtindlid) von allen religids
fen Glementen frei fein mufj. Die Pringipien dber Selbjtbeftimmung, twie fie
3. B. von Wilfon und der Vourgeoifie im allgemeinen verftanden lm_b befiice
tortet tverden, lwerden als reine Hypolrijic dargejtelt und ald SRli-flf auc
Starhung bed Jmperialismus, toad fie cigentlih aud) in Wirllidjleit find.
©o teit ijt allexdingsd die Goitlofenpropaganda nidyt befonbers erfolgreid
gemefen, wad aud) die gweite Tagung der Crefutive der J. P. F. (Inters
nationale Proletarife Freidenferbewegung) in Mosfan im Jahre _10?1
ausbdrildlid) sugeftanden Hat. J[n Jnbien, China und Afrila fonnte fie fidh
nadj eigenem Bugeftdndnis ,nod) nidht redit entfalten’; body Hat fie in Japan
unb in ber Mongolei bereitd ,madjtige atheiftijdhe Organifationen i.nB B_el:l
gefest’. Borberhand fei die Vewegung aber nodj reidylic) ftarl auf die JDrifts
lidjen LQanbder’ befdyrdntt geivefen. [mmerhin Hat bdie @ottlofenpropaganba
ftarfe Gehilfen an dem Ginflufy bed europdijien Freidenfertums und bem
Wadystum materialijtiffer und atfeiftijdjer Tenbengen unter ber Jugend
Ghinas, Inbdiend und fonftiger Lander. Die dyriftlidhe Miffion wicd mit ber
Umftiirgungsarbeit der J. P. &F. fiberall gu redinen Haben.” J. T.1R.
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