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L Xmerika.

Progress of the Work of the Norwegian Synod. — Writing on the
convention of the Norwegian Synod held last summer, the Lutheran Sen-
tincl writes: “Sixteen years ago the Norwegian Synod was reorganized
after having been dissolved by the great majority which entered the merger
of 19017. The majority took all the property with it into the merger and
denounced the few who for conscience’ sake refused to compromise on
doctrine as being unfaithful, stubborn, and having no right to exist as
an independent church-body. At the reorganization meeting there were
sixteen pastors and delegates from five congregations. At this time there
are thirty-eight pastors and professors in active service and fourteen re-
tired or without calls. Sixty-five organized congregations and several
mission-stations are now being served by our pastors, a junior college
and high school is maintained, and there are more Christian day-schools
established than at any time in the history of the synod. When we con-
sider these figures, there is no reason to feel despondent with regard to
the progress made and to forget the blessings which God has bestowed
upon our Church since its reorganization.” All this must be very hearten-
ing to those who would like to sce conservative Lutheranism prosper.

Atheism in Colleges and Universities. —In the July issue of the
Anglican Theological Revicwe we find the following remarkable charae-
terization of the young men and women of our colleges and universities
in an article written by Theodore Otto Wedel, entitled “College Students
and God”: —

“Most young men and women of our colleges still come, to be sure,
from Christian homes. They have gone to Sunday-school and bring with
them rudimentary churchgoing habits. But all this means very little. The
effects of secular education have at last come full circle, and religious
culture, while not totally absent, belongs in those dim caverns of memory
where are stored things heard, but heeded not. The ignorance of even
the intelligent college student regarding the historic documents and sym-
bols of religion is simply amazing. His cultural ignorance is astonishing
in all fields, no doubt, in our day of chaotic high-school curricula, where
no field of knowledge can be safely assumed for all students except per-
haps an echo of The Lady of the Lake and Julius Cacsar. Yet even igno-
rance can be climactie, and it is so when it comes to the Bible or Chris-
tian doctrine. He may easily know more of the Punic wars than of the
kings of Israel, more of the gospel according to Lenin than of the Gospel
according to St.John. The former is studied somewhere in a classroom
under discipline, and with the respect accorded to objective learning. The
latter belongs to the outgrown world of the Sunday-school and of piety,
which the student would not be found reading for fear of shame and a self-
conscious blush. It may readily happen that a student can give you a sym-
pathetic account of totemism or of the Koran, studied in a course in an-
thropology or history, yet be totally ignorant of the significance for religion
of the Catholic Mass and have never heard of the Epistle to the Hebrews.
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Among the more widely read or among students coming from fundamen-
talist homes, allusions to Christian doctrines like that of original sin or
the atonement or the incarnation will not meet with an ignorant stare;
but even by them they are often either dismissed with a shrug or else
remain in an untouchable holy of holies. Ignorance is the prevailing state
with the large majority. Liberal preachers in the college chapel may still
try to win applause by fighting the theological battles of a past genera-
tion and thunder against a religion of dogma or appeal for the reconcilia-
tion of religion and science; but for the most part their eloquence is
wasted. Modern youth knows no religious dogmas, and the crusader for
liberty is speaking of a prison-house most of them have never known. In
the world of their moral thinking students arc likewise without rule or
guide. They know a few of the Ten Commandments and all the rules ac-
cording to the college dean. They are sheltered by the habits of youth
acquired in still decorous American homes. They have behind them, after
all, two thousand years of Christian ecivilization, with all its long-rooted
fear of sin and nurturing of things that are pure and of good report.
Their sophistication is usually a pretty thin veneer. Yet all the inhibi-
tions, even where they are still operative, are largely unconscious and
can vanish overnight in the stress of temptation. They are no longer
part of a fixed view of life. They are not anchored, as were the older
moral laws, in an institution which commands obedience and reverence.
They belong to a morality without mystieal sanctions.” (Pp. 200—202.)

The author suggests a way out of this chacs. Sad to say, his way
will lead only the deeper into umbelief and only the farther away from
the knowledge of the true God and salvation. We read on page 213:
“While this wild, living world of ours is hungry for dogma, for a fixed
and authoritative view of life setting bounds to chaos, the very word
dogma has become anathema. Use it carclessly once, and you have lost
your hearing. Appeal to the Bible or to Mother Church, to priest or
prophet or even saint, and you are talking into the east wind. The modern
spirit will bow before no authority except its own experience. We must
be positivists or nothing. We must travel over again, in a world out-
wardly how changed, the road which led the early Church to its dogma,
to its Nicene Creed, and its formula of Chalcedon. And this is a great
venture of faith, a venture the nececessity for which the Church has as
yet, I think, scarcely realized. Yet if, as I am firmly convinced from my
own adventurings, such a voyage of rediscovery will bring us to the same
doctrine of the incarnation as that with which historical Christianity con-
quered the pagan world, the venture of faith will be worth all it c?lt-
I believe that the way for many a modern intellectunl to the Christian
faith lies by way of Plato and of Buddha. Both of them were free ob-
servers of life, bound by no book or institution; yet they found the peace
which passeth understanding; and had they lived to hear the good news
of the Gospel, they might have been the first to come forward with the
ery ‘My Lord and my God.” The modern man thinks that he, m'mm
travel a road of his own choosing. Very well, let him do so. Let him be
‘modern,’ but with a thoroughness compared with which the canting of our
smart radicals will look antediluvian, discovering, however, that he has
merely traveled round the world to discover himself at home.”
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That way salvation certainly does mot lie. That is the direct way
to doubt and unbelief and to rejection of God’s Word and to ultimate
damnation. Paul suggests quite a different way, 2 Cor.10,4.5. It is cer-
tain that the early Church did not arrive at the Nicene Creed by traveling
the road of its own experience or that of philosophy. It followed the Scrip-
tures, in which it recognized God's revelation to mankind spiritually dead
and ignorant of all matters pertaining to its salvation. And to this day
only he who is bound by the Bible can find that peace which surpasses
all understanding, which neither Plato nor any other man can by his own
reason know or desire or find. The only way out of the chaos of doubt

and unbelief is to return to the authority of the most high God, to His
Word, revealed in Scripture. T.L.

How Old Is the Human Race? — Here is o gem from the Litcrary
Digest of August 19, which shows what an enormous portion of credulity,
not to say gullibility, is presupposed by anti-Biblical “science.” Note the
refreshing naiveté, with which cock-surencss and uncertainty change roles.
(All the following italics our own.)

“Man is no ‘recent experiment’ on this earth, as many anthropologists
have belicved. He may in fact be 20,000,000 years old instead of a mere
million or so.

“This is the opinion, at any rate, of Sir Arthur Smith Woodward,
eminent British anthropologist, who told the International Geological Con-
gress at Washington recently that human fragments found a few months
ago by Dr.L.B. 8. Leakey in Tanganyika Territory, Southeastern Africa,
not only indicate great antiquity for men of modern type, but also suggest
that the birthplace of human beings was in Africn.

“Both of these ideas run counter to opinions formerly held. It had
been belicved that mankind first reached human or semihuman status
shortly before or during the glacial periods, about 1,000,000 years ago.

“The age of the Tanganyika finds is determined by the bones of other
animals, now extinct, associated with them. Determination of the age
of these depends in turn upon a long chain of circumstantial evidence.
It is possible that the associated animals did not become extinct in Africa
as quickly as elsewhere, in which case Sir Arthur’s chronology might be
wrong.

“However, n theory attributed to the late Dr. W. D. Matthew lends
support to it. 7f each race of animals evolved at a single center, a suc-
cession of waves of increasingly differentinted gemern very likely radiated
outward from that center. The latest and highest types would be found
in the actual place of evolution, surrounded by rings of less advanced types
of lower-and lower degree.

“By this theory, if homo sapicns began at a center in Africa, the Pilt-
down man, Javan man, and Peking man (all of whom were living at the
same time, about 1,000,000 years ago, at the extreme edges of Europe and
Asia) [Question: How do we know that?] may have been the displaced
remote offshoots of early stages in evolution at the center.

“On the same supposition the second offshoot was probably Neander-
thal or Mousterian man, who was very widely distributed throughout
Europe 500,000 years or so ago. [Why so positive?] The British anthro-
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pologist believes that the Neanderthal men died out without descendants.
All the men of to-day in Ais opinion are the progeny of a still later wave.

“The question is by no means settled despite the weight of Sir Arthur
Smith Woodward's opinion. The matter partly depends, of course upon
what stage in the evolutionary process is to be called the beginning. ...

“In view of the renewed interest in this fascinating question the Field
Museum of Natural History, Chicago, chose an auspicious time to open
its new ‘Hall of the Stone Age of the Old World." The principal feature
is o series of cight dioramas containing life-size restorations of the pre-
historic ancestors of the human race, with settings reproducing the caves,
roche shelters, lnke dwellings, and other primitive habitations they once
occupied.

“The exhibits represent results of years of research, several museum
expeditions and intensive collecting of archeological material. The life-
size figures of various types of prehistoric men in characteristic attitudes
are the work of the sculptor Frederick Blaschke. The first of the dioramas
represents a scene of the Chellean period, approximately 250,000 years
ago; the last, a group of Swiss lake-dwellers, who lived almost at the dawn
of recorded history.” T.L

The Laymen’s Foreign Missions Inquiry — of 60 A. D.—It was
published (or republished) in the Living Church, August 19, 1933. Here
it is: —

The Laymen’s Committee, spongored and financed by the generosity
of the Church of Laodicen, has just released its far-reaching findings.
All first-century-minded thinkers who are not in bondage to the remote
past and to literalistic conceptions of religion will find solace and strength
in its stirring words. To rethink missions is the supreme task of all who
would meet the problems of to-day.

The report strongly emphasizes the poor quality of personnel which
80 hinders progressive work.

“The idea of sending ignorant Galilean fishermen as messengers in
this intellectual age is absurd,” said the report. “These men of no scholar-
ship, scarcely literate, lacking in grace of manners and person, prone to
petty bickerings, are totally unequipped to face the intelligentsia.

“They are very credulous peasants, with no special background, and
are utterly scorned by the rich, powerful, and learned citizens and scholars,
through whom alone our message can be extended.

“And a ‘convert,” with all the implications thereof, who calls himself
by the nickname of ‘Paulos,” is probably the worst of these products of
undiseriminating selection. A good physical examination would have de-
barred him (this is an age of mens sana in corpore sano); and so would
o psychological test, as he exhibits a persecution mania and numerous
inhibitions and complexes. A prosclyte Jew is naturally offensive to Jews,
Yet he continually preaches to them.

“To let o man of such physical ugliness work with such admirers
of beauty as the Greeks is folly, only surpassed by the sending of such
a denominationally trained man with only Tarsus and Gamaliel edueation,
both unaccredited schools, and no degrees, to reason with Stoics and
Epicureans. And this hook-nosed Jew even undertakes to speak to Romans
as though they were not the rulers, but merely some of his own class
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and race. Tact and diplomacy scem to be absent from his persomality.
He is even said to have quarreled with the original leader of the Church
in an Antioch street. Yet non-Christians must form their impressions
of our faith from such!”

The final section of the report deals with the basic purposes of the
avernge missionary: —

“To-day we are menaced by the possibility of barbarian invasion and
servile uprisings. A lower-class movement for Communism is growing.
And instend of resisting this revolutionary tendency, many of these mis-
sionarics teach the possession of all things in common. And two specifi-
cally, Matthew and Brother James, have written documents arousing class
hatred and manifesting anything but love for the rich. An upheaval in
the social structure would destroy the eflicient, prosperous, and liberal
benevolence-giving church of Laodicea and all other churches which repre-
sent modern thought and the people to whom God in His infinite wisdom
bas given the riches of the world.

“To preserve modern society from Communists, radical plebeian and
agrarian demagogs requires a united front. We should disregard non-
csscntials and walk together in love. Jews and Mithraites, Pythagoreans
and Stoics, all who believe in any form of religion, must stand together
against the red tide of irreligion.

“Instead of cooperation, though, we find these missionaries still harping
on Jesus as the Messiah, His death, His rcsurrection, and similar concepts,
which, cven if historical, are unimportant. By insisting on His impossible
ethies, when not liberally interpreted by scholars of the scientific mind set,
they are doing nothing to aid the cause of universal religion.

“If these Christians of this type do not join in n syncretistic move-
ment to share with all other religions and fight with them the common foe
of materialism, we predict the Christinn movement will die out in a century.

“Facing the future bravely, we, on rethinking the whole subject of
missions, insist the Church must continue to support missions, but with
radieally changed personnel, program, and purpose, and keep as its goal
the brotherhood of all faiths and all creeds.

(Signed.) “Tne LAYMEN'S COMMITTEE.”

“Rethinking Missions” Judged by the Bible Union of China.—
The Bible Union of China is an organization of missionarics who still
cling firmly to the essentials of the Word of God. While we must differ
with them on many important subjects, we rejoice to see that they size
up the “Laymen’s Foreign Missions Inquiry and Appraisal” so correctly.
The following “Statement and Criticism” is quoted from the Chinese
Recorder, July, 1033: —

“The Exccutive Committee of the Bible Union for China, an organiza-
tion with a membership of over one thousand missionaries desiring to stand
loyal to the Bible and the Evangelical faith, wish to record their emphatic
dissent from the main recommendations of the laymen’s Forcign Mission
Teport entitled Rethinking Missions. We believe that this book heads up
the boldest and most determined attack which Christian missions have
experienced in modern times. It is too sadly true, as stated in their fore-
word, that the proposals in this book ‘lie in well-recognized directions of
advance and that they call less for innovations than for the emphasis

i
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and encourngement of tendencies already present in the field and at home’;
but whilst in the past the attitude of Modernists towards evangelical
missionaries has been, ‘Let us build with you, for we seck your God as
ye do,’ they now come out into the open with a demand for a centralized
autonomous control at the home base, in full authority over the whole
missionary movement, the result of which would be the speedy elimination
of those missionaries remaining loyal to the old standards.

“We wish to express our carnest desire that friends of missions at
home and Chinese leaders in the field should rightly discern the extent to
which this ‘Appraisal’ represents the rank and file of the Christian laymen
of America, the proportion of churches and missionaries in China imme-
diately related to the survey, and the religious viewpoint of the majority
of the members of both the Inquiry and Appraisal commissions. As a help
to this discernment we would call attention to the following facts: —

“l. Only three of the fifteen members of the Appraisal Commission
could be classed as business and contributing laymen in the popularly
understood sense of that word, the rest being ministers, philosophers,
women, cte. It is moreover uncertain what translation will be given to
the term layman in Chinese. If it is ‘ordinary believer’ (ping hsin-tu)
or ‘“Ameriean church-member’ (Aei-kuo chiao-yu), a decidedly untrue con-
ception will be conveyed to the Chinese Christian of the kind of people
who have made the survey and promulgated their findings.

“2, The seven denominations and boards which the report speaks of
as ‘cooperating in this inquiry’ cannot accurately be said to be responsible
for the selection of the membership of cither commission or, of course,
of ita findings. Much less can the rank and file of these denominations
be understood as instituting, furthering, or approving them.

“3. It might be supposed that the scope of the inquiry and appraisal
would be confined to the mission-work under the purview of the seven
boards announced as sponsoring the commissions. But the general im-
pression that the ‘entire enterprise’ was being weighed is given not only
in the appraisal itself, but by the newspaper publicity, the issue of the
report as the ‘religious book of the month,’ the arrangement made by the
commission for the issue of a large edition and translation of Rethinking
Missions at a very cheap price through the commercial press of China,
and the evident intent to secure the broadest sort of study of the appraisal.
This is obviously unfair to the majority of church-bodies interested in
mission-work in China, which had no relationship to the whole affair.
It would scem to be a fact that only about one-sixth of the missionaries
in Chinn are connected with the seven boards said to have sponsored
the appraisal.

“4. There were few, if any, of the members of either commission that
were sympathetically interested in the aims and evangelistic emphasis of
the distinctively conservative church groups and missions and of the con-
servative majority elements in some of the denominations sponsoring the
appraisal. The conclusions of such a commission could not therefore in
any real sense be regarded as impartinl appraisals even of the missions
supposed to have been studied. A notable indieation of the partisan atti-
tude referred to is the scant reference to the conservative evangelistic
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and Bible-study emphasis in the Korean field, even though several of the
denominations there sponsored the appraisal.

“6. The introductory discussion of the theological, religious, and psy-
chological bases of Foreign Mission work, which occupies fully one-third
of the report, was evidently written not as the result of a survey, but
from preconceived ideas, which an insistent and aggressive liberal minority
of educators and socinl workers took this opportunity of spreading. This
scction of tho report scems, to say the least, decidedly out of place in
what purports to be an impartial appraisal’ The spirit of this section
pervades the whole appraisal; and it is especinlly significant that it is
this which has brought forth the severcst criticism from mission board
officials and church and mission organizations.

“The published report not only proposes a drastic revolution in mis-
sionary methods, but is also an open rejection of the Gospel-message itself
as set forth in the New Testament. It disparages the Gospel which has
been proclaimed from the beginning of missions as commissioned by our
Lord Jesus, as no longer suited to the world’s needs. It clearly implies
that the Spiritual statement that the Lord Jesus Christ is the only Way
of salvation must now be considered as obsolete (pp- 8. 35) and advocates
that Christian missionaries should now unite with heathen religionists
in ‘a common quest for the truth’ (p.31). We wish to affirm our unshaken
and, by God's grace, unshakable conviction that there is but one ‘unknown
God” whom we are to make known to those who ignorantly worship and
that the ‘foolishness of preaching’ so disparaged by this report is the
God-appointed method which alone is indispensable, whatever be the type
of miscionary service.

“We desire to reaflirm the truth that the Christian missionary’s mes-
gage is not indeed after man, neither was it received from man. It is
essentially God's own message, to which man can add nothing and from
which he may take nothing away We would reemphasize the fact that
the Gospel of God is set forth in the New Testament in language of un-
mistakable clearncss. It is given under the authority of the Son of God
Himself, and rejection of it carries with it o rejection of His authority.
To substitute for it ‘another’ message only perverts the divine utterance
and lcaves the sinner under the power of his sin. This Gospel of God,
‘once for all delivered to the saints,’ has during the past century been
preached throughout the whole world, and with what blessed results may
be known to cvery one who sincerely desires to know. Christian missions
can and do fearlessly challenge an honest appraisal of these results. From
India, China, Japan, Korea, Africa, New Guinea, the islands of the Pacifie,
and other countries a mass of incontestable evidence is available to prove
the power of the Gospel to deliver men from the power of sin, to purify
their lives, and to bring in its train incaleulable Llessings upon society
by the reform of evil customs and cruel practises. We deny the implica-
tion made in the report (p.31) that heathen religions are not at the root
of corrupt Oriental customs and society and that Christianity is not
responsible for the blessings and conditions which have been the heritage
of those who have lived in happier lands. Such a book as Mother India
is an incontrovertible picce of evidence of the former position, and the
latter hardly requires proof.
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“We desire to affirm again our whole-hearted faith in the entire
Gospel-message as contained in God’s infallible Word, in the deity of our
Lord Jesus Christ, in His incarnation and His substitutionary atoning
death for man’s sin, and in His bodily resurrection. We seo this Gospel
working in China to-day with its old-time power, on every hand meeting
men’s need as nothing else on carth can.

“We protest against this open attempt on the part of those who are
obviously advocating ‘another gospel’ in order that their ‘new conception
of the scope and aims of missions’ (p.231) may be achieved, to take control
of the present-dny missionary enterprise and turn it into channels which
are fundamentally out of harmony with New Testament teaching and
apostolic practise and with the aims and ideals of those whose labors
and sacrifices have Inid the foundation of modern missions.

“We would urge all who love our Lord Jesus Christ and value His
Gospel, all members of mission boards, and all church leaders definitely
to repudinte the partisan and disloyal findings of this unrepresentative
commission and to refuse all moral and financial support to such schemes
as may be instituted to further them. Morcover, we would call all
Christians cverywhere to take full cognizance of these rcvealed aims of
what we believe to be a minority group engaged in an aggressive eampaign
for the promotion of modernist principles and methods and to take
their stand on the Lord’s side for the defense of the truth. Shanghai,
April 20, 1933.” T'R. BRAND.

Desperate Polemics. — It is admitted that none ever gave the papists
80 much trouble as Martin Luther. No onc was ever so successful in
exposing papal frauds, papal tyranny, and papal weakness as Martin
Luther. It is therefore not so difficult to understand why the papists have
attacked Luther from almost every conceivable angle. The most unreasonable
inventions have been fabricated in order to besmirch his character. Luther's
works and writings have been combed again and again and subjected to
the most unrcasonable treatment in order to prove that he taught immoral,
godless doctrine. They have put the worst construction upon his words
and expressions. They have told the most improbable stories concerning
his life and death. They have insinuated the most shameful suspicions
concerning anything in his carcer that seemed to lend itself to serve their
purpose. And although all these slanders have been repeatedly and suc-
cessfully refuted, they continue to spread them more or less stealthily,
hoping that they will always find some one who will believe the worst.
Lately a certain Mr. Hollis published a Life of Erasmus, in which he takes
occasion to repeat some of these silly accusations against the great Re-
former. He does it in a most adroit, sly, and insinuating manner. Thus
on page 275 of this book he remarks, as if by the way, that the theory
of Luther's partial insanity has been accepted by modern scholars such
a8 QGrisar. Think of it— Luther insane! Luther, the most reasonable
man, the most brainy man who lived on this earth for a thousand years;
Luther, whom lawyers, princes, kings, states, cities, consulted in their
most difficult problems; Luther, who advised thousands safely and cor-
rectly! Luther insane, the only man who, as far as we know, wrote an
elementary book of instruction which retained its ascendancy in the
elementary schools for over four hundred years! Luther, to whom the

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol4/iss1/118



Laetsch: Theological Observer. - Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches

'.!Iu?lqlul Observer. — Ricdylidy=Jeitge[didhtliches. 866

world owes its system of public libraries, public popular elementary edu-
cation, and who properly may be called the father of all modern literature
and learning! We haven’t the least doubt that there are millions of
people who would say that, if Luther was insane, they would thank God
for the same kind of insanity, even as Abraham Lincoln told those who
accused U. 8. Grant of tippling, “Won’t you tell me what kind of whisky
he drinks? I want my other generals to drink the same kind.” Do such
polemics not show how desperate the enemies of Luther have become?
After all, even the Romanists will find that between the sanity of Ignatius
Loyola and that of Martin Luther it is safer to choose that of the latter.
S.

Receipts of the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. —The fiscal
year of this church-body, usually referred to as the Northern Presby-
terians, ends on March 31. Statistics are now published showing the
receipts of this Church during the last fiscal year. The total contributions
of local churches amounted to $38,634,203, which was £0,002,517 less ‘than
what was contributed lnst year. Donations given by people now living
for the various official benevolence agencies total $5,708,304, which sum
was §1,097,001 below that given last year. Since these Presbyterians
number 1,908,788 communicant members, we must say that the contribu-
tions, though smaller than last year, were certainly not inconsiderable.

A,
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Hiergeborner) in Cleveland, daf (weil nur Deutid) gejprodjen werden jollte)
ein gum Reben aufgeforberter junger Mann im urdjigiten Schivcizerdialelt
forad). Die meijten [adjelten, weil jie ihn nidt verftanden. Dann Iam
eine junge Todjter, die Plattbeui{d) redete, weil fie nidt Hodhdeutid fonnte,
Und mum tiGerten die Sdjiveiger. Die Sadje war ebenjo peinlidy wie Tomifd.
Cnbdlid) bereinigte man fich auf das eingige mct\'liinbinungﬂmittelzzﬁgﬁﬁﬁ.‘

Another Witness for the Demise of the Evolutionary Theory. —
Among Presbyterian ministers Dr. David De Forest Burrell occupies an
honored position and is frequently mentioned. A report of a sermon of
his recently delivered in New York appeared in the Christian Century
and is of more than usual interest to all who hold to the doctrine of
creation as taught in the Seriptures. We quote: “Speaking as guest
preacher at the Marble Collegiate Church last Sunday morning, Dr. David
De Forest Burrell of the First Presbyterian Church of Williamsport, Pa.,
stated that the theory of evolution had suffered a more complete collapse
than is generally realized. He said that the president of the British
Academy of Sciences had recently asserted that we had come to the end
of the evolutionary theory and that the only alternative was that of
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creation. Dr. Burrell stressed particularly that Christian philosophy does
not identify the universe with God. It is interesting to mote how many
of our preachers have been influenced by the writings of J“';.“‘l

Eddi b
e II. Xusland.

+ D. Otto Willfomm +. {tber den Lebenslauf und das Hrdlide Wirlen
bicfe8 ,éltejten Freunded unferer Synode in ber Deutidjen Freificde
(geboren amr 80. SMovember 1847 in Ebersbad), Sadjjen, geftorben am
B. Yugujt 1088) Yat der ,Luiferaner” vom 19. September ausfilhelid
Beridjtet. s dem Nachruf, den dic ,Ev.-Luth. Freitivdje” vom 20. Euul_lﬂ
ihm, ,cinem ber Witer unjerer Freifirdje”, twidmet, fei fo[genbef "“*’
geteilt: ,Bon 1873 bis 1876 arbeitete er unter ben Tamulen Ojtindiend
im Gegen, indem er biele gur Gerechtigleit ties, mweldje Clriftus bdurd
feine ftellvertretende Genughuung der gangen Giinberivelt, aud) ben Tamus
Ien, ervorben fat. 1lm Glotted Wort rein und lauter gu behalten ""b
Tehren au ¥onmen und fidg des fdjrifttvibrigen UnioniSmus givifden remer
und faljdjer Lelhre nidit teilfaftig maden gu miiffen, trat er gujammen mit
ben Mifjionaren Juder, Jorn und Grubert im Jahre 1876 aus der Leips
siger Miffion und der Sadjfijen Lanbdesfirde aus. Dad Lefen in ben
Symbolijden Biidern der Iutherifdien fKirdje Hatte die gcunnntcr! bier Beugen
ber Wahrheit davon iiberzeugt, dafy die mifjourifde Stirdje die S!eﬁu_blt
Sdrift rein und lauter lehrt. Gierabe in jenen Jahren, feit 1871, begimnt
bie @efdjicite unferer jadjfijen Glemeinden, da 1871 bie erjte fadfifde
Qandedfynode bie Vejeitigung des alten Neligiondeides ber Pfarrer bes
{djlof. . . . o Hat Gott unfern Willformm benuist, um bahnbredjend fitc
unjere Freifire gu fein, der er adjtundzwangig Jahre lang mit grogem
Gifer unb grofjer Treue ald Prifes gedient fat, i er audy bie Begichungen
unferer Freifirdie zu andern redhtgliubigen Stirdengemeinjdaften fo,m
Gat. Geit 1882 nabm er fidj der Danifdjen Freiticde von Hergen mit Rat
und Tat an. Eriwdhnt jei nod), dafy feine Amerifareife Ende der adizigee
Sabre Vebeutung gehabt Hat fiie die Fejtigung unferer !Beaicﬁungm gu ben
Lutherancrn im Auslande. Selbft im Nuhejtand Hat er nod iﬁtlﬂﬂf““iﬁ
viel gelirk, ja fogar ald bdas erlojdende YAugenlidht ifn baran Ginderie,
Bat er burd) Diftat und auf BVlindenpapier gearbeitet und t:nb cintretender
grofer Gdjwerhirigleit mit dbem Horrohr dem gelaujdt, wasd ifm fiber dad
obl und Weh) der Stirde vorgelejen und beridjtet wucbe. . . .° :

D. Wiflfomm al8 Befenner und Seuge der Wahrheit. Der in ber bors
ftehenden Mitteilung erivifnte Austritt Willfomms unbd feiner @t_fmﬂlmﬁ"
genoffen aus ber {adjfijen Lanbestivde twar ein Velenninisalt, eine Glaus
benstat, bie e3 twohl twert ift, dafy wir jebt, nad fajt fedaia _565““-_ ““'
bie Gingelbeiten ins Geddchinis guriideufen. Jn ber Leipgiger Miffion
fanben {idh in den jicbziger Jahren bed vorigen Jahrhunbdertd eine b {
Mijfionare, denen e3 in begug auf Treue gegen bad Vefenninis ein redjts
fdaffencr Grnjt war. Gie Biclten gemeinfame Stonferengen ab und bes
Dandelten auf diefen griinbdlid) die Grundlehren unferer Sc!ﬂ!nhllﬁtv um
fo im Belenninis immer mefr Stlarfeit und Ginigleit gu geivinnen. Sie
tvaren {don damald ettvad8 mit unferer Shnobe befannt; benn Q“ einet
ber bier fpdter ausgeirctenen Mifjionare ihrend feined Stubiums n
Reipgig fid bird) die damals giemlidh allgemein borgeiragene fefre bon
Stirdje und Umt nicht durdifinden fonnte, Gatte iGn ber damalige Miffionds
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birettor Harbeland auf Walthers bebeutiame Schrift ,Die Stimme unferer
firde von firdhe und Amt* Hingeviefen und ihur gefagt, dah er da die
biblijdjs[utferifdje Lelhre borgetragen finbe. MWahrend nun bdie Miffionare
in Jnbdien fleifig forfdjten und Lefre tricben, erfdien im Jahre 1875 in
ber ,Algemeinen Evangelijdh-Lutherijdien Sirdengeitung” ein Actifel, in
eldjem treue Suiferamer, und gang befonders ,Mifjouri”, Deftig an=
pegrifien unb gefmdht wurden. [n dem Artifel tourbden die Luiberifden
allerorten getvarnt, jid) bor ,Mifjouri” zu Biiten, fidh von ,Miffouri” nidht
Beriiden unb vergetvaltigen gu lajjen. Darauffin gaben filnf Mijjionare,
€. Sdhiiffer (ber jebod) fpiter toieder guriidtrat), Fr.Buder, €. M. Jorn,
. Grubert und O. Willfomm, eine Crfliicung ab und zeigten, daf 3 ein
falided Beugnis fei, wenn behauptet werde, erjtens, baf ., ,Miffouri’ nidht
fil Iutherijdhe Rehre ftreite, fondern fiir neue, mifjourije Lehren”, und
gioeitens, baf ,Miffouri” ,um felbjtgemadjter Glaubendartifel twillen fres
bentlid) Gpaltung und Trennung anridhte”. Diefe entjdicdene, mannhafie
Crllirung {djlofy mit den Worten: ,Wir aber alle, joviel unjer teures
Bt.:!:nntniﬂ mitbelennen, wollen laut rufen: ,Hie Sdivert ded HCErrn und
@ideonl’ und wollen mit cintreten in den grofen Stampf, wollen Mits
geugnid ablegen gegen jeden AGfall von der Wabrheit und mit den Sieg
erlangen. Das walte Gott! Amen.” (Luiberaner 32, Nr. 8.) Durd dicfe
Cxflarung befannten jid) die Mifjionare vor aller Welt u unferer Shnode
al8 ihred Glaubend Genoffen und crfldrien {id) Dereit, die Sdymad), die
um bed Velenntnifjes willen auf unferer Synode lag, mit auf fich zu nehmen.
©ic lwaren, obiwoll jic alle aud deutidjen Landesticdien ftammien, gu dexr
fibergeugung gefommien, dafy unjere Shnode nidhtd andered twolle ald bei
ber Lefre ber Kirdje ber Neformation verbleiben und dbarum nur mit denen
Sticdjengemeinjdaft Yalten tonne, die mit ihr dedjelben Glaubensd jeien und
biefen Gllauben aud) durd) bie Tat belviefen. Uber die Mifjionare licken ed
nidt bei diefer Crflirung Betwvenden, fondern riditeten aud) ein Iangered
CSdjreiben an die Mifjionsbehorde in Leipzig, worin jie in ganz rubiger,
fadigemifer unb gebiigrender Weife, aber dody) zugleidh mit voller Ent-
fcjiebenbeit und Veharclidhleit forderten, ,.daf der Miffion cine Stellung
gefidiect twerde, dafy diefelbe weder nad) Sdiein nodh) Wefen Sirdengemeins
fdaft . . . mit foldien Habe, teldje irgendeiner Vefenninidwahrheit . . . offen
widerfpredjen”, und jie Daten in wicllid) Perzbelveglidher Weife (.Wic
demiitigen und und fallen Jhnen gu Fuf und umfajjen Jore Sinic und bitten
©ie flehentlih”), bafy die Mifjionsleitung ,die reine, volle, lautere Wahrs
Beit Befenne, i) bon allem Wiberpart fdheide und fidh an die Spibe der o
befennenden Mifjion jtelle”. CSie fiigten aber Gingu, dap, wenn ihrer Vitte
nidit Gehor gegeben twerde, fie um Cntlajjung and dem Miffionddienfte
bitten milfjten, und daj fic in diejem Falle, tweil jie getviffenshalber nidjt
anders Ganbeln Iimnten, nidht mit MWeib und find im fernen Lande ind
nadte Elend geftofen twiicben, jondern bafy man fie in Frieben giehen Iajjen
und ihnen bie Mittel zur Heimreije getvihren twolle, jHlofjen aber mit ber
Berfidherung, daf jie bereit feien, um JEfu Namens willen audj alled 3u
bulben, (Ruiferaner 82, Nr. 9.) Jbre Witte twourde nidt getwdhet; fie
tourden einfad) aud dem Mijjionddienjt entlajjen und twdren in die grojte
RNot gefommen, wenn unjere Shnode, u der fie fidh) ja befannt Hatten und
mit der fie im Glauben vollig einig waren, fid) ihrer nidht angenommen
hiite. ©o fam e8, daf Juder und Jorn im Jahre 1876 nady Amerila
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famen und in unferer Synobe cin Pfarcamt iibernahmen. Grubert und
Willlomm felrten aud befonderen Griinden nad) Deut{dland gurid. Grus
Bert jtarb bald bdarauf, und Willlomm trat in die fid) damals bilbende
Freilicdie cin und Hat, wic in jungen Jabren, {o dann fein ganges langed
fcben Hindburd) feft und uneridroden bdie biblifdj-Tutherijde Walrheit bes
fannt und begeugt und fidh) audy) immer gu unferer Shnode belannt und
bic Sdimad), die gerade in Deutidland oft an bem Namen .Miffouri®
Bingt, willig um der WalrBeit willen getragen. Das foll, da er nun nad)
cinem arbeitdreidjen, aber aud) reidjgefegneten Qeben gur Rufe bes Bolled
Glottes cingegangen ift, in der Glefdhichte unferer Synobe iGm nidjt vergeflen
tverben. Ul
Eaiserswerth Deaconess Institution a Hundred Years Old.—
Protestant: circles throughout the world are this year observing the cen-
tennial of the founding of the famous deaconess mother house at Kaisers-
werth on the Rhine by Theodore Fliedner. Born in 1800, Fliedner in 1823
and 1824 had made trips to Holland and England and there had seen
something of the work done by women for the unfortunates in hospitals
and prisons. What he observed there made a deep impression on him.
He realized that work of that nature was very much needed in Germany,
where especially the prisons presented a most deplorable sight. Having
visited the countries mentioned again in later years, he was confirmed in
the ¢onviction that remedial societies and institutions were needed. On
September 19, 1833, in a garden-house, he founded his Refuge for Dis-
charged Female Convicts. In order to do the work among the outcasta
of society properly, trained workers, he saw, were nceded, and so he
conceived the idea of reestablishing the dinconnte which existed in the
early Christinn Church. By entering on this work, he laid the foundation
for our schools of deaconesses and the splendid service which they are
rendering our Church. An article in the Zutheran points out that there
are now nine motherhouses of deaconesses in this country within the
boundaries of the Lutheran Church. In this connection it might be men-
tioned that the Rauhe Haus of Hamburg, founded by Wichern, is likewise
this ycar observing the hundredth anniversary of its founding. A
PBrof. Hermann Wirths urnordifde Heilbringer-Neligion. lnter diefer
fiber{djrift verbreitet fidh polemifd) iiber den genannien Gegenftand FProf.
D. Juliusd Ridhter (Berlin=Steglis) in dem von ihm Herausdgegebenen Mifs
fion8blatt ,Meue Allg. Miffionszeitidrift*. Neben ber .rabiaten Chriftens
tumsfeind{daft bes Tannenbergbundes der Mathilbe Lubendorff, der fdjivdre
merijden, mandmal gerabegu fanatijfien germanifdjen Religion ber
Nordijdy-Religisjen Arbeitsgemeinjdiaft und der nebelhaften, aber auf forgs
filltigjten religionsgeidichtlihen Studien Bberubenden Befirebungen Dbed
Tilbinger Jndologen Prof. Hauer” bLebeutet die nordifdje Urreligion Prof.
Oermann Wirths, die gegentvirtiq den groften Julauf findet, ecinen iveis
teren feindlidhen ngriff auf das Ghriftentum. Rrof. Wirths Thefe Tautet
etioa fo: Wenn man die Gejtalt bed Heilbringerd an ber Hand der bore
gefbicditlihen Denfmiler und Symbole in bdie llrgeit auriidverfolgt und
bann ivieder bortvirts mit der Symbolif des Ghriftentums in Verbindung
febt, fo exgibt fich die iiberrajdiende Enidedung, daf die djriftlidhe Syubolit
reftlod aud bder borgefdhidjilicdhen Urreligion ftammi. Der ?Enilm_“ﬁ bes
@hriftentums, daf Gott fidh nur cinmalig und audjdliclidy in Ehrifto ges
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offenbart Hat, mufy dafer beftritten werben. Meiner und grofer ift bie
Offenbatung Gottes in der Urreligion; ja dad Ghriftentum fann nur ald
eine geitlidh bebingte ,Todjterreligion” diefer Urreligion angefehen tverben.
Prof. Wirth ift fomit SHiinder einer neuen ,Stonfeffion” und forbert jeders
mann auf, feiner Meligion, die feiner Meinung nadj die llrreligion ber
Menfdiheit ift, in freier Selbftenticheibung gu folgen. — Scjlagend toeijt
D. Ridjter die Unbaltbarleit diefer .Gybothetijhen nordijden Urreligion”
nad. Den Hauptpuntt feiner Befprecdhung fafit er in vier Thefen gufams
men: .1, YeilbringersMythen und Erziahlungen finden fidh in berjdiedens
fter Form auf dbem gangen Crdenrunde, und glwar jehr Hiufig ohne jede
Begichung auf den Jahreslanf-Mythus. 2. Aber aud) MytHhen vom Jahress
Touf, meift in der Form von jterbenden und ivieberauflebenden Gsdttern
D?H Peroen find tveit verbreitet. Sie verdanfem ihren Urfprung meijt
nidt der Lujt am Fabulieren ober der religitfen BVerjenfung in dben Lebens=
progely bed ,Stirb und mwerbde’, fonbdern dem magifdhen Wunjdj, entiweder
fidh dburd) Bauber die geheimnisvolle Siraft in der Natur anzueignen ober
bl_ll.‘tb Bauber ben Naturprozely au verftdrfen. 3. BVei Stulturvslfern Haben
biefe Naturnyihen die Neigung, fidh in Myjterien gur Erlangung der BVers
gothing und des civigen Lebens zu verticfen. 4. Mit den gejdhidhtlichen
Heilstatjadjen de8 LQebens JEfu Haben dicje Naturmyihen jdhlechterdings
nidits gu tun. Daf die Lebensgefdichte JEfu, Geburt, Leidenszeit, Sreuzess
tod, Yuferftehung, die Daucriiberlicferung des Heilbringer-Jahresmythus
aus ber Steingeit barftelle, bavon fann gar nidt die Redbe fein. Jm Chriften=
fum Hanbdelt 3 iy chen nid)t um cinen Mythus, fondern um cine im Hellen
Ridt der Gefdyidite verlaufende Lebensgefdjichte cines Menjdjen von Fleifd
und Blut, bei der fid) {dhon bdie dltefte Ehrijtenbeit leidenjdaftlid) gegen den
Berfud) toehet, fie in cin mythijdhes Scheinerleben aufzuldjen. Prof. Wicth
mag redit Haben, dafy, ald cin Jahrtaufend fpiter dad Chrijtentum zu ben
germanifden und norbdijdien Wilfern fam, ecine Menge bon Shmbolen ausd
ibrer Beidnifdien Vergangenheit benubt tourbe, um jie driftlidh u reinters
pretieren, ober aud) — und in nodj viel groferem Mnfang — dap Beids
nifdle Symbole, Sitten und Gebraudje in tveitem Umfang unter der drifts
liden Oberfladge forttoudjerien. Aber das dndert an der jdledjthinnigen
Selbjtindigleit und Eigenart unfers dyciftliden Glaubensd nidis. Jd betone
gum Edluf nodmalsd wic zu Unfang, daf toir mit den wiffenfdafiliden
urgefdyichtlichen Foridungen Prof. Hermann Wirthd nidts gu jdhaffen Haben.
€5 Banbdelt fidh) filr und um eine UAbwehr ded bon ihm fiic eine verlorme
nordijdie lrgeit enttoorfencn Bilded ciner Heilbringerreligion und ihre Pris
fentation an bie Glegenivart, an uné Chrijten bes gwanzigjten Yahrhunderts,
daf diefe Gypothetijdie altnordije Jahreslaufreligion dbas Urbild und bdexr
Urfprung unferer driftlichen Meligion fei. Dagegen miifjen wir auf Grund
De8 Beugnified der Heiligen Sdirift cinerjeits und ber NeligionSgejdhichte
ber Menjdheit anbdererfeits Verivahrung cinlegen.” Scdjon dedivegen Iamn
bie djriftlidhe Religion nidjtd mit einer ,urnordijdhen HeilbringersReligion”
gu tun BHaben, toeil ifr ,ivertvollfter MWefensfern” dad geradbe Gegenteil
bon dem ift, wad alle Heidnijden Mythen dody eigenilid) gu Religionen ges
ftaltet, ndmlid) daf trob aller iibernatiiclidhen ,Heilbringer” der Menid
felbit fein eigener Deilbringer bleibt und von feinem eigenen Tun alled
Deil Bier mwie drilben abhangig ift. Nur die driftlide NReligion Iennt einen
eigentliden Heilbringer, und ihr EHaralteriftifum twac ed je 1md je, daf fie
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alle falfden ,Heilbringer” verivorfen Yal. Wo fie Hingelangle, mufslen
bie Clenfinifden Myfterien, die ThHonumug-Nchtar-Mythen, die phrhaiiden
Frilplingsfefte ufiv. als Tenfelsbeleng und Salandverehring Hinfallew. Dad
war die hohe Ynfordering, die bas Ehriftentum an alle flellle, dle iHm bels
traten. ,Todlerreligion” ift dbad Ehriftentum nie gewefen, fondern fmmes
nue L Stonigineeligion”, unbd gloar , Stdniginveligion” im Sinne bon abfolules
Meligion. . T,
»Die Dentfe Gvanpelifde Kivde.” ,Dad Verfaffungsivert der Dente
fden Eoangelifden Stivdhe’ ift mun fertipgeftellt und wurde am 11, Jull bees
dffentlichl,  Diefe Sticdhe umfafit mum familicge bisherigen Lanbedlivdjen.
M ihrer Spibe wich ein Neidsbifdof ftehen, dem ein ,peifiliches Minle
ferium' Deigegeben ift, das aus brei Theologen und einem vedytshundigen
Milglied fid) gufammenfelt. Yndy eine Mationalfynode* ift vorgefehen, bie
60 Milglieder ihlen foll, von bdenen gwoei Drittel von den bentfden evans
pelifdien Londbedlivden aud den Synoben wnd Stivdjenleitungen entfandé
werden, wilrend das andere Driliel durd) die ,Dentfdhe Evangelifdye Stivde’
Dernfen wird aus Rerfonlichteiten, die fid) im Ficdhlidhen Dienft Hervors
ragend Detviihrl Haben, Die WVerfaffung der Neidjstivdye ift durd) Neidpds
aefel vom 14, Juli anerfanni und befidtigl worben. Ein Vorfprudy flebt
an ber Spife der BVerfaffung, dex folgenden ortlaut Hat: ,Jn bex Slunde,
dba ot unfer dentfdes Woll eine qrofe qefdichilide MWende exleben Lift,
verbinden fidh die benifchen evangelifden Stivden in Forlfiihrung und Boll
enbung ber burd) dben Denlfdien Evangelifdyen Stivdjenbund eingelefteten
Ginigung au ciner einigen Dewtjden Cvangelijdgen Stivdje. Sie vereint
bie aus der Yeformalion ertvad)fenen, gleidhberedhlind nebeneinanderfiehens
den Welenniniffe in einem feieliden Vund und begengt dadurd: »Ein
Leib wnd ein Geift, ein HErr, ein Glaube, eine Taufe, ein Gokt
und Valer unfer aller, der da ift fiber allen wnd durd) alle und in allen.”*
~ ud dbiefem Vorfprud) geht im Bufammenhang mit den Veftimmumgen dec
Berfaffung felbjt flar Gervor, dafy die nene MNeicdhslivdhe mehe fein will ald
cin blofy dufierlicher Vund von Stivdjen; fie will Stivdhe fein, Darum foll
aud) nidt ein Jurijt ober Verwallungsbeamier, jondern ein Meidyobifdof
an ber Spibe flehen. 1nd in der BVerfaffung Heift es (k. 4, ALfdn. 1):
Die Dentjdge Coangelijche Stivdhe will die in ihe gecinte dentfde evanpelifde
Chriftenfeit file dbie Erfitllmg bed pdtllichen Yuflvags ber Sticdje ritften
und cinfeben. Sie Hat beshald von der Heiligen Schrifl und den refors
matorifchen Belenntnifjen Hex fich wm cine einbheitlide Hallung in der Stivde
au Demiiben unbd bder fivdlichen ebeit Biel und Nidhlung au weifen.’
#Anbd gum anbern geht and) dbas aus dem Borfprud) und der Yerfaffung
ffax hervor: Die Einigleil, von der Hier dbie Nebe ift, ift elivas anbered ald
die Einigleil, bie vom Miferifden Velenninis gemeint und gefordect wird.
Denn dbas Miberifdhe Velenninis Gegeidhnel nidht nur die Nomifden, fons
bern audy bie Neformierien alé foldye, bie ,anders lehren’ und deshalb nidt
als Augsburger Stonfeffionsverivandie anerlannt, fondern ausbrildlidy vers
tworfen werden (val. xt. 10 ber Yngsburg. Stonf.). Hu der von Meland)ihon
gednberten Augdburgifden Stonfefjion, in ber er n. a. bie Worle teqliefi:
»Derfalben wird aud) die Gegenlehre verworfen’, Gat fic) die Tuiferifde
Stirdje nie befannt; viefmehr Hat fie fid) von ihr ausbrildfid) Tospefagt.
Sielhe aud) den 7. Artilel der Stonfordienformel, in dem die reformierte Lefre
vom Geiligen Abendmall als grunbitiicgender Jrrium verworfen wicd, Die
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Werfaffung der NMelddlivdie aber erfennt audbdeiidlid) das Tutherifde, das
reformierte und bad unierle Welenninis ald gleidibereditigt’ innerhald der
Mirde an.  E8 1wicd aud) niemand mit Grand Lehaupten Wunen, dafy in
bent 28 Yandedlivdjen, die in der Neidyslivde gufammengefdloffen find, ,cin-
triadtinlid) nod) veinem Verftand dad Evangelinm gepredigt’ weede, wie o8
bodj bad Geunbdbelenninis der Indlerifdien Stirdje, bie lngednderte NAupds
burglfdhe Stonfeffion, al$ ndtig au wahrer Einigleit der diciftlidien Stivdie
i 7, Wetitel msdeitdlic) unter Verufung anf Eph. 4 fordert. G Hat fich
alfo Dinfictlich der Stellung der cvangelifdien WVoltskivden in wunjerm Vaters
Tanbe gu Sdyeift und Velenninid nidyts aedndert.  NMur infofern Hat fid) die
Lage gefliict, alé mun aud) von den Iniherifdien YandesTivdien dagd refors
mievie Velennlnis und die Union als Tedid) aleidbereditint offizicll ane
exfannt worden find, Denn aud) die Fiihrer der Miderijden Lanbdeslivden
haben der Verfaffung dev Neidhslivde ansdeildTidy ihre Jujtimmung gegeben.

«Wer erfannt Yat wnd in jeinem Gewiffen davon fibergengt ijt, dafs
dad Tutherifde Veleuninis widht mue qejdiditlidie Wedentung Hat, fondern
die reine wnd wngefilidhic Darlequug des qittlicien Wortes und Willens*
ift, weil e3 in allen Stilden der Lehre mit der Heiligen Sdicift ald der cins
digen Megel umd Michifmur iibereinftimmt, der wicd diefe Yirdlide Cuts
widlung wm unfers leben Volled willen wne mit Sdmerg und ernfjter Ves
foranid anfelen Fomnen, 1§ unfere Wiler dad Monfordienbudy, worin die
Welenntnisfdriflen der Intherifhen Sivde gufammengefafst find, Herands
faben, faten fie o8, damil JMinfligic)y nidgt wnveine Qehre' in die Mivde
cindringe, foubern woine Toutere Grffiivung ber MWaheheit and) anf unjexe
Radyformmen gebradyt werben médte', wnd verjicherien in begug anf die line
nednbderle YMugsburgifde Sonfefjion vom Jahre 16B30: dabei wir and) vers
mitteld der Gnade Gotled bis an unjer felipes Eude pedenfen gu verharren
md vor dem Midlerfiuhl wnfers HEren Ef EHhrifti mit feohliden, une
erfdyrodenem Hergen und Gewiffen gu erjdeinen’.  Goit verleihe und qleidye
Erlenninis und pleidhe Standhaftigleit im Velemnen mnd erhalte ung und
unfern Mindern fein liebes MWorl wnverlitegt!”  (Co.-Luil), Freilivde.)

Prifed O, Glerfs, Glicd der Synode der Ev.-Yull. Freilivde in Sadifen
oo @h, fdveibdt in feinem BVlait ,Mue felig”: MNaddem die Verfafjung
der nenen Dentjien Evangelifden Sivde* von den WVerirelern der Ves
hocben aller Wollslivden cinflinumin angenonunen worden wnd durd) ein
Meiddnefel flanllidh anecfannt worden ift, ift fie mmmelhe in Sivaft qee
freten.  Damit ift die newe MNeidhslivdie, gu der famtlidge 28 WollsTivden
dufammengefafyl find, bdie Jutherijen®, weformiertent wnd amierten’, mume
mehr Tolfadje getworbent, . . . Wexhwiicdig ift, dafy in der neven Reidyse
firde dad Tulferifdhe wund dad veformicrie und dad wnierte Velennini$
aleidiberedilipt gufommengefaft werben. Dafy man in Dentfdland neben
dem [utGerifdien und rveformierien and) nod) ein drities, aus der Nefors
mation exwadifencs’, das unierte WVelenninis, Yaite, hat man bisher gar
nidt getouft.  Woer dad Dleidt and) minder widlip,. Diefe Namen bei den
cingelnen Wollslivden: Mniberifd), veformiert, uniert, waven ja aud) bisher
miwe feere Morle und find jelt exjt vedit inGalileere Worte. Damit migen
“ﬂ’%’ deun die toeiler Defdifligen und Hermmiteeiten, die jolde Wortjtreite

cben, . . .

LHetilel 1 der nenen Verfafjung fpridht fidh fiber den VeTenninisjiand

ber newen Sticvdie fo aus: ,Die unanlaftbare Grundlage der Deutjdhen Evans
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gelijden Stirde ift dbad Gbangelinm von JEfus Chriftus, ivie e3 und in ber
Peiligen Scjrift begeugt und in den Belenninifjen ber NReformation neu
and Lidt getreten ijt. Hierdurd) werben bie BVollmadjten, beren bie Sirde
fitr ibre Sendung bedarf, beftimmt und begrengt. Diefer Befenninids
paragraph it einftimmig von allen Lanbdesfirdjen angenommen; iveber bie
»Deutjden Chriften’ nod) ihre Gegner bei den Wablen, der Befennerbund
ober dic jungreformatorijdie Vetvegung ober tvie fie fid) nennen, Haben baran
ctivas ausaufelien gefunden. Wihrend vor gehn Jahren, ald bie preubiide
Stirdjenverfafjung beraten wund Dejcilofjen fourde, die $Pofitiven nod) bers
fudjten, den Vefenninisparagraphen der BVerfajfung einigermapen ﬁﬁf_t'
gemdf gu geftalten, wiabrend damals dariiber nod) ein Sampf entjtand, ift
jeist Teine Dede mehr davon gewefen. Der BVefenniniSparagrapl ber neuen
Meidisticdie ift fo formulicrt, vie e8 {id) der Firdlide Liberalismus Tangft
gemvilnjdit Hat — dad Evangelium von JEfus Chriftus ift nur ald Grunds
Tage, nidit al8 Nicjtjdinur fitr die Stirde genannt; e ift dburd) Ieinen Sufab
(cttoa Cvangelium von dem fiir und gefreugigten und auferjtandenen Chriftus)
ndher biblijd) Bejtimmt, jonbern gang gloeidentig umd unbefﬁmmt. gelafien,
fo bafy fidh jeber darunter denfen fann, was cr will. E3 ijt nidt die Deilige
Sdyxift Alten und Neuen Tejtaments ald Grundlage der Stirdye gmnn!‘lf.
fondern nur das in ifr ,bezeugte’ Coangelium. €3 find nidjt die ﬁe_lmnhlﬂ-
fdriften der reformatorifdien Stivdjen (Statechidmus ufiv.), weber im nngcs
meinen nod) namentlid), ald Grundlage der Stivdhen mehr nmcmnt._ Dier
Gat der firdlide Qiberalismus, der alle Grunbioahrheiten ded deijtliden
Glaubend leugnet, an entjdeidender Stelle cinen villigen Sieg errungen,
ofne bafy ihut von allen ben ,Lutherancrn’ und ,Rojitiven’ und Vefenners
biinden* und den Gemeinjdiafien in ben Landesdfirdjen aud) nur ciner
tiberjprochen Hatte. Oier Herrjdit alfo augenfdeinlicy von den Velenners
biindben der Gemeinjdaften und den BVertretern der junnl'cf“'““h’“!‘ﬁ“:
Betvequng bis gu dben Firdlich Liberalen und bis zu den ,Deutjden Ghriften
Bin eine vollige Cinigleit. . . .

»Mit den ,Dentidhen Chriften® ift in den Lanbdestivdien, twad Lefre und
Glauben, wad dic Stelhung zur Sdrift, aud) gum Alten S’eilamcnt.' und
au den Iutherijen Velenninifien anbetrifft, durdaus nidhts Neues Hingus
gefommen, foie bas Beute feltjameriveife bicle denfem. Jn ben Lanbess
firdjen und in ber Meidhstivdhe fommt jeist nur gur Vollendung, twad fidh
feit JaBraehnten in ifnen entividelt Hat und was cinmal gur BVollenbung
fommen mufite. Diejenigen Chrijten, die aus Glauben und Getvifjen biefe
Entwidlung nidt mitmadjen founen, die bei dem alten (Euang:llu'm unbd
bem alten Mutherifhen Befenninis bleiben twollen und miifien, bie audy
an und jept biel mit Fragen Geranireten, feien deshalb mit alIem.Gmﬂ
auf eind Bingemicjen: 3 Hat fitr fie gar Ieinen Btved, ettoa jeht mit dem
Befennerbund ober einer andern Gruppe gegen bdie ,Deutjden (ﬂiﬂﬁlﬂ' au
fimpfen. Denn bda ift ja gar fein Glaubenslampf. . . . Fiic diejenigen
Ghriften, die bie Gntiwidfung der Landeslirdien und der neuen Reichslicde
aus Glauben und Gemwifjen nidht mitmadjen Tonnen, dic bei ber reinen Lelre
De8 Wortes Gottes Alten und Neuen Teftaments unbd bei bem alten Iu_tie-
tifjen Welenninis bleiben mwollen und miifjen, bleibt Heute nur etne
Mioglidhleit, dbaf fie i) nad) Gotted Wort bom Dder neuen me. ]
fdeiben und gefdjieden Falten, baf fie fidh in einer felbftinbigen toirfliden
*ﬂeknnrtnil!irﬁe. in toirfliden Befenninisgemeinben, um Gottes Wort
ammeln. .. ."
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