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Kretzmann: Miscellanea
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BWir wiffen: Matth. 11, 28; Job. 6, 87; Pf. 22, 27; Jef. 42,8. BWic
Halten dem Heilanbde diefe feine iriftlichen Worte bor und fpredien mum:
»Crquide mid) nadj beinem Wort”, nadj diefer deiner Bufage. Gib
meiner Secle Rufe und Friedben! Pf. 61, 9—11.

D. JCfus erhort unfere Vitte durd) bie troftlidhe BVerfiderung,
baf ex alle unfere Scdjulden villig begahlt und alle unfere Strafen ges
biijt Habe. Um und feiner Gmabe und Vergebung gemwif au madjen,
Tabet er und Heute gu feinem Gnadenmall ein, dbamit twic aufs neue
in dem @lauben gejtiictt werden, daf tvir teiljaben an feiner bollfoms
menen Crlsfung. o lagt und alle einftimmen in basd Befenninis unbd
in bic Bitte unfers Tegtes: ,Meine Seele” ujiv.  §F. H. Eggers.

e

Miscellanea.

Das Lutherjde Tranformular und feine Bedentung in unferer Jeit.

Befannt ijt, dbaf Lutherd reformatorijdje Arbeit auf dem Gebiet ber
Riturgif und ded tirdjlidien Gottesdienjtes jireng Ionfervativ iwar. Uber
bei ber Vetonung diefer Tatjadje vergeffen mandje Forfdjer ettvas, asd
filr Quthers Arbeit auf diefem Gebiet ausjdilaggebend war, ndmlid dof
ber groBe Reformator immer daranf bedadit toar, bei feinen BVemiifungen
um bie Hijtorijdje Sontinuitdt aud) die cinjdlinigen Schrifilehren gur Gele
tung au bringen. Dies tritt bejonders dentlic) Hervor in feinen Hafjijden
usfilhrungen in feiner Formula Missae bon 1528 und in feiner ,Deutiden
Meffe” von 1525/6. Die Grundjibe, die Luther in bdiefen und anbern
Gdriften ausdgefproden Hat, miifjen unbedingt von jedbem Liturgiologen
ftudiert toerden, ber borgibt, in Luifers Fuftapfen einhergehen zu wolen.

Died gilt aber aud) bejonders von dem Lutherjdien Trauformular bom
pril 1629, (St. Qouifer Yusg. X, 720—725.) Da fiihrt Luiher in jeinec
Cinleitung aqus, daf, wie der Ehejtand felbit, jo aud die Hodjzeitdgebriude
#ein mweltlidh Gefdaft” jind, iworinmen er ,eciner jeben Stadt und Land*
ibren Braud und Getwolnbeit Iafjen twolle. E3 lag iim aber daran, eine
cintrddjtige Weife u jdaffen file jolde, die ihren Ehejtand bon bder
firde eingejegnet Haben mollten, dic c8 Degehrien, vor der Stirdje ober
in ber Stirdje gefegnet zu tverdem, befonderd twenn jie die gange Trauung
bm}l ber Stirdhe durd) ben bBerufenen Diener am Wort bollzogen BHaben
foollten.

Luifer Hat fih bei der Ausarbeitung feinesd Trauformulard an bie Hers
fommlide Riturgic gefalten, und zwar mit gutem Bebadit. Denn bie
Prazis der alten Stirde Hinjidilidh der Trauungen Dielt fidy jtreng an den
biblijdjen Vegriff bon der Verlobung und von der Ehe. Man unterfdied
bie Ehefdlieung, die concilintio der Ehe, bon Der obsignatio, ber
confirmatio, ber Einfegnung bderfelben. Jene vollgog fid) burdy die
Crlldrung der Werlobten vor dem Bijdof; bdiefe aber gejdah dadurd, daf
bdie bom Bifdhof Jujammengegebenen ald Eheleute im dffentlidien Gemeindes
gottesbienjt priejterlich fungierten und ba3 Saframent empfingen. (Bl
Stliefoth, Qiturgifje AbGandlungen I,79; Hofling, Die [ehre der dltejten
Stirdje vom Opfer, 217.) Trof ber jpateren Ausartung bes Rituals blieb
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bod) ber twefentliche Puntt, nimlid) die UnterfdGeibung aiwifden ber eigents
lidien Srautung als ber Umerfennung der fdjon beftehenden BVerlobung und
ber Cinfegnung durd) den Pricfter ald Wertreter ber Sirdje. Luifer madite
aus ber Einfegnung ber Ehe cinen virflidy jelbjtandigen AH. Sein Traus
formular BHat, fireng genommen, brei Ubjdmitte, ndmlid) die Bufemmens
foredung burd) die Fragem an bdie Stopulanbden und dad Bufammenfiigen
ber Hinbe, bie Werlefung der Sdriftivorte und endlih bad Einjegnungss
gebet unter Handauflegung. Diefe drei Ab{dnitte twerden in zivei Teilen
borgefiifrt, namlid) jo, dafy ber Geiftlidje die Brautleute an ber Kirdjentiix
empfingt und ba am Eingang ber Stivdje (.bor der Stirdje”) die ujammens
gebung vornimmt, bann aber die nunmehr Getrauten bor den Altar fiihrt,
o er (,bor dem Altar”) bdie RVeltionen iiber fie verlieft und ihnen ben
©egen der Stirdje erteilt.

Das gange Trauformular, und aud) dbie Einteilung, ift bon Luiher mit
gutem Bedadit beibehalten tworden, cben aud) um ber Stellung der Schrift
willen. Denn nad) Gotted Wort ijt cin rediimapiged Verldbnid eine ges
[dloffene, nur nod) nidyt volizogene Ehe. Nur durd) diefe Stellung twerben
ir den berjdicdenen Sdriftjtellen Alten und Neuen Tejtamentd geredit,
bie von bder Verbindlidifeit ded Eheverfprecdiend mit der elterlidhen Eins
willigung Handeln. Died var ganz und gar Luihers Stellung, ivie dad
feine bielen Ausjpradjen im Ehebitd)lein und, jonjt geigen. Wenn er darum
fdyreibt, dajy ,man Braut und BVrautigant gur Sticde fiilhren joll”, jo felit er
ein reditmdpiged Verlobnis voraus und jieht die Brautleute an ald jolde,
die cinanber mit Cinwilligung dexr Cltern Dereitd dad Eheverjpredien ges
geben Baben. Jujammen famen die Brautleute nad) Luiherds Weijung
gur Stirdje, too die Jujammenjpredpmg an ber Tiic gejdiah. Jujammen
gingen die MNengetrauten Hinter dem Geijilihen gum Altar, vir a dextris
mulieris et mulier a sinistris viri, fvo der Traubund dann von der Stirde
cingefegnet tourbe. (Vgl. Coxcorbra Tmeon. Moxriwy, IV, 695.) Dasd
fpétere englije Trauformular, in dem dad Moment ded {djon borher vors
Bandenen clterlidien Stonjenjus dburd) bie Symbolit negicrt wird (bad Wegs
geben ber Braut vor dem Altar), Gitte getvi die Villigung Luihers nidt
gefunden.

Wollen Ivir die BVedeutung ded Luiheriden Trauformulars beibehalien,
jo jollten dic Brautlente gujammen gum Altarcaum fonumen, wo der Pajtor
bon den Stufen aud die Jujammenipredjung vollzicht, worauf das getraute
Paar ifm zum Altar folgt, wo dasd Einjegnungsgebet mit Handauflegung
gejprodien oird. Dies ift in genauem Cinflang mit der Stellung bon Sdirifi
und Befenninifjen betrefid der BVerbindlidhfeit cined redtmdpigen BVers
Tobnifjes. . C. §t.

An Explanation of Eccl. 12, 4. 5.

The following explnm'ttion from the Moody Monthly may be helpiul: —

“In its appeal to youth to remember the Creator before the coming
of evil days and the years which afford no pleasure, the first verse of the
chapter gives us our clew. ‘Evil days’ are not necessarily the punishment
of bodily sins, but suggest the inevitable limitations and weaknesses which
accompany old age. The language which follows is highly imaginative,
yet plainly deseriptive of declining years and the impairing of one's
faculties. As v.3 indicates the decay of bodily organs, so vv.4 and 5 are
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thought by some to refer particularly to the decay of bodily fumctions.
Keeping in mind the suggested storm of v.2, the phrase in v.4 ‘and the
doors shall be shut in the street’ scems to refer to apertures by which
the life processes of the body are carried on and which in old age some-
times do not properly function and hence are ‘shut.’ The phrase when
‘the sound of the grinding is low’ scems to refer back to the grinders
(teeth) of v.2 and may refer either to the fewness of the teeth or to the
inability to vocalize as clearly ns in youth because of their loss. ‘Shall
rise up at the voice of a bird’ seems to describe the early wakefulness
of old age. ‘The daughters of music shall be brought low’ may symbolize
cither the loss of the ability longer to sing or of the power to enjoy the
songs of others. The first suggestion would have reference to the im-
pairment of the vocal cords and the second to the dulness or loss of
hearing. Coming now to v. 5, ‘afraid of that which is high,’ — hill-climbing
is no longer easy. And “fears shall be in the way’ —loss of physical and
mental powers is often accompanied by dread of the future and its imag-
inary terrors. ‘And the almond-tree shall flourish’— the Hebrew word
for this tree suggests slecplessness, insomnia, or wakefulness. ‘And the
grasshopper shall be & burden,’ or ‘shall drag himself along’ (R.V.);
that is, the decrepit old man is allegorically likened to the awkwardly
walking grasshopper and is a burden to himself. ‘And desire shall fail'—
this noun oceurs only here. It may be rendered ‘the caper-berry’ (R.V,
margin), which was used as a restorative and stimulant. There comes
a time in old age when such means fail in their medicinal virtues. Hence
‘man goeth to his long home, and mourners go about the streets.’ &

Wanted — A New Dogmatic.

Two articles with this caption have been published by Dr. J. A. W. Haas
in the Lutheran Church Quarterly, the first in the January, 1932, the
second in the October, 1933, issue. Dr. Haas stresses, in the main, two
requisites which, in his opinion, are lacking in the dogmatic of the Lu-
theran Church of America. We fully agree with him as to the need of
these two features. The first is, to put it in general terms, that the
dogmatician must use the language of his generation. He must not use,
in the language of Dr. Haas, the philosophical terms that are no longer
intolligible to men of the present age. And if and when the philosophical
thought of to-day succeeds in finding o term that expresses the truth of
Scripture more adequately than the medieval terms, we must and shall
appropriate it. Dr. Haas is not demanding that our dogmatic shape
itself to conform with the teaching of present-day philosophy. The editors
of the Lutheran Church Quarterly make that demand. They say in the
introductory note: “Was there ever a theology that was not influenced
both in form and content” (italics by the Quarterly) “by the philosophy
of the age in which it emerged?” Dr. Haas, however, insists: “The whole
substance and content of dogmatic must be derived from the Scripture.”
(His further statement: “A variety of dogmatic statements will lead
to the awakening of the Church from a complacent, dogmatic slumber,”
would not be in agreement with the first statement if it were meant to
advocate differences in doctrine.) —We do mnot, however, agree with
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Dr. Haas when he raises the charge that the American Lutheran dogmatie
fails to meet this first requirement. He says: “In the dogmaticians of
the seventeenth century thers is much medieval philosophy. . .. Some of
the terminology, especially in the communicatio idiomatum, is Greek and
harks back to John Damascenus and beyond him. . . . The result is that
we, adhering so closely to the old dogmaticians here in America, have
produced no outstanding dogmaticians, but only repeaters of the old
shibboleths. . . . Our theological thought stated in fresh and modern
forms would gain us a heering in the American theological world. . . .
Until now we have buried our tnlents in the napkin of seventeenth-
century conformity.” We do not find that A Summary of the Christian
Faith, by Dr.H. E.Jacobs, spenks an unintelligible language. We have
always been able to understand it. While we disavow some of its teachings,
we have profited greatly by the study of this dogmatic. We do not know
what fresher and more modern forms would open wider circles to it.
The sectarian American theological world does not like it, not because of
its obscurity, but because of its Lutheran character. But we certainly
will not cast away the “old shibboleths” in order to meet the approval
of the “American theological world.” What we need to do, wherever
necessary, is to translate them into modern language in order to drive
them home, though in the great majority of cases the “old shibboleths”
are 5o clear, so free of technicalities, that all the world knows what the
Lutheran Church stands for. Sola Scriptura, sola gratia — does anything
need to be added?

In the second place Dr. Haas demands that the new dogmatic be not
made up of a collection of unrclated loci and dissertations, but that it
present a homogeneous, living system of doctrine. We certainly want
o dogmatie of that kind — and we have it. Here is what Dr. Haas wants:
“Our European theologians have demonstrated that the old method of
consecutive loci must give place to a real system, in which the various
doctrines are arranged in their interrelation. A system brings to light
the inner unity of Christian truth. Systems may be formed from dif-
ferent centers. . . . No sound dogmatie will ever be developed unless
these living interdependencies of the doetrines of the Bible are realized. . . .
The denial of one doctrine invalidates other doctrines.” It must be
indicated “to the students how a dogmatic is built up in detail and
how the different truths of the Word can dovetail into each other. . ..
Until now we have buried our talents in the napkin of seventeenth-
century conformity.” And it is mainly in the interest of this requisite
that Dr. Haas insists on the study of philosophy. “What the theologian
teaching dogmatic ought to learn from the history of philosophy, and
from any one system, is how an interrelated, unified body of truth can
be stated in clear, logical, and mutually explanatory form.” Dr. Haas is
not, we think, asking that the doctrines revealed in Scripture should be
modified and changed in order to fit into some preconceived system. He
is asking for a dogmatic which presents the truths of Scripture in their
interrelation, in a systematic form. Well, what is wrong with the Sum-
mary of Dr. Jacobs? It does present the teaching of Scripture in the
form of the well-known loci. In this respect it conforms to the seventeenth-
century form. What is wrong with that? The ancient and modern
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Lutheran dogmaticians, who employ the customary sequence of looi, did
not construct the loci haphazardly nor throw the various sections together
in a formless jumble. They knew what belonged to each locus and showed
how each locus naturally follows the other. Dr. Jacobs points out why
the doctrine of the means of grace occupies just that place in Soteriology
and does not need to point out why Soteriology follows Christology and
why Eschatology comes at the end. The attention of the student is held
from locus to locus. The scquence of loci employed does mot jar the
logical mind.

Dr. Hoas excmplifies what he has in mind thus: “If I were to recast
my book The Christian Way of Liberty into a dogmatic and omit the
philosophic cast, I would begin with a prolegomenon on authority and
freedom, showing the liberty of the Christian through divine truth. Then
I would follow the outline and system of my book under the caption,
The Christian Truth as Liberty, Part I, The Author of Liberty. Chapter 1,
The Free God; Chapter 2, The Free Creator; Chapter 3, The Free Sus-
tainer. Part II, Man's Loss of Liberty. Chapter 4, Man’s State before
the Loss; Chapter 5, The Cause of the Loss; Chapter 6, the Consequence
of the Loss. Part IIT, The Restoration of Liberty. Chapter 7, The Re-
storer; Chapter 8, The Work of Restoration; Chapter 9, the Results of
Restoration; Chapter 11, The Fellowship of Freedom; Chapter 12, The
Fulfilment of Freedom.” There is no doubt that under this arrangement
the matter could be presented profitably. But this new dogmatic would
not differ materially from the old. We would retain the old loci under
the name of chapters.

Dr. Hnas exemplifies further: “Another system is suggested with
salvation as the central idea. After defining it, the following main
division could be used: The Necessity of Salvation; The Establishment
of Salvation; The Offer of Salvation; and The Completion of Salvation.
Under The Necessity of Salvation the fact of sin, its various forms, its
actuality and inheritance, would be discussed. In The Establishment of
Salvation the beginning would be made with predestination; then would
follow the person of Christ and the work of Christ with its redemption.
The Offer of Salvation would start with the Holy Spirit and continue
with the means of grace, the Word of God, Baptism, regeneration, the
Lord’s Supper, and the ministry. The appropriation of salvation would
contain faith and justification by faith and not by works. The maintenance
of salvation would treat of conversion® and sanctification, fully stated
and developed. The Completion of Salvation would include the last things,
the state after death, the signs before the return of Christ, Christ’s second
coming, the resurrection of the dead, the Last Judgment, heaven and hell.
This effort strikes closcr to the central idea of Christianity than the
system built upon liberty. Its prolegomenan could contain the difference
between Christianity and other religions claiming to save. The distinction
between man-made religions and real revelation could also be included.
This scheme is also submitted for discussion and ecriticism.”

A dogmatic constructed along these lines should not be introduced

* We hope the new dogmatic will not perpetuate the confusion resulting
from the unscriptural differentiation between regencration and conversion.
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to us as a new dogmatic. Some of us recognize in it the voice of an
old friend. These ideas are very familiar to us who have studied Dr.F.
Pieper’s Ohristliche Dogmatik. If Dr. Pieper had been asked what the
central, dominant truth of Lutheranism, of Christianity, is, he would
bave answered: The grace of God in Ohrist. And he built his Christliche
Dogmatik upon and around this great truth. Never did he lose sight
of it. He did exactly what Dr. Haas is asking for, showing that the
grace of God in Christ constitutes the specific difference between the
Christian religion and other so-called religions. Bibliology: the central
theme of the Bible is the grace of God in Christ, and the importance
of Inspiration is measured by the importance of the grace of God in Christ.
Theology: the doctrine of God, of the Trinity, derives its importance from
the doctrine of God’s grace in Christ. Anthropology: the lost and con-
demned sinner is in absolute need of the grace of God in Christ. Chris-
tology: the wonderful person of Christ would have no appeal to us but
for the grace of God in Christ. Soteriology: it deals throughout and
exclusively with the appropriation to the sinner of the grace of God in
Christ. And man owes his damnation to the rejection of the grace of
God in Christ; man owes his eternal bliss solely and entirely to the
grace of God in Christ. Then why did Dr. Pieper not designate his
dogmatic by that name? He did. He called it “Christliche Dogmatik.”
Why did he not indicate the parts of his “system” in the manner Dr. Haas
proposes? Why, he did, essentially. Whether it serves a good purpose
to bring that out in the most formal manner is subject to discussion.
The living man does not like to exhibit his skeleton. We sce him move
and talk, and know his skeleton and heart are in the right place. The
Lutheran dogmatie, the dogmatic built on the doctrine of the grace of
God in Christ, is a living thing, its life the grace of God in Christ, its
speech naught but salvation through the vicarious satisfaction. But
Dr. Pieper, too, has the old arrangement of loci? It seems you cannot
get along without that. It seems you cannot treat of sin without having
a locus (or chapter) on sin. If some future dogmatician invents a more
adequate mode of presentation, we shall adopt it.

As to the desideratum stressed by Dr. Haas — “a real system in which
the various doctrines are arranged in their interrelation” — Dr. Pieper is
in full accord with him. “Verstehen wir unter Sysiem cin IN SICH ZU-
BAMMENIIAENGENDES GANZES, 80 ist die christliche Lehre cin System. Die
christliche Lehre nacmlich, die lediglich aus der Heiligen Schrift genom-
men wird, bildet ecin in sich zusammenhaengendes Ganzcs in doppelier
Hinsicht: 1. insofern als dic Schrift ihrem Inhalt nach nicht differierende
Lehrbegriffe (cinen mosaischen, johanneischen, petrinischen, paulinischen
usw. Lehrbegriff) vorlegt, sondern den cinhcitlichen Lehrbegriff GOTTES
(doctrinam DIVINAM) darbielet, weil alle Schrift von Gott cingegeben und
voellig irrtumslos ist; 2. insofern als bei der lediglich aus der Heiligen
Bchrift geschoepften christlichen Lehre die Lehre von der Rechifertigung
dia vijs miorews ywpis fpywy yduov 80 im ZENTRUM stcht, dass alle andern
Lehren cntweder Voraussetzungen (articuli antecedentes) oder Folgen
(articuli consequentes) der Lehre von der Rechtfertigung sind.” “Der
Lehre von der Heilsancignung, sofern sie micht konstruiert, sondern aus
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der Schrift genommen wird, ist ein fester, innerer — wir moechten sagen
mathematisch-genaucr — Zusammenhang cigen.” *“Diec Offenbarung dieses
Attributs Gottes (der Gnade in Christo) ist der eigentliche Skopus der
ganzen Offenbarung Gottes in der Schrift.”” (Christliche Dogmatik, I, 158;
II, 474; I, 568, cte., ete.)

We need a new dogmatic, surely. Every generation needs its own
dogmatic. The language (we are using the term in a very wide sense)
changes, and error continually assumes new forms. But the new dogmatic
must breathe the spirit of the old: it must take all of its doctrines
from Scripture, from Scripture alone, and must place the doctrine of the
grace of God in Christ in the center. And it cannot get along without
the “old shibboleths.” For error, though it assumes new forms, always
remains the same. Tir. ENGELDER.

Ad Birth Control.

Voluntary sterility or birth control is a subject fraught with mo-
mentous consequences to our country and our Church. Limitation of fe-
cundity is one of the precursors of the extinction of a civilization or the
subjugation of our people by a more virile and prolific race. The United
States has already gone some distance on this road and the Missouri
Synod, too. In 1915 the birth-rate in the United States was twgnty-ﬂu
per thousand, in 1931 eighteen, and according to available figures it prob-
ably shrank to sixteen in 1932. That means a decrease of 36 per cent.
since 1015. The average size of the American family shrank to 3.57
in 1930,

In our own Missouri Synod the number of infant baptisms has de-
creased twenty-three per cent. from 1920 to 1931. In 1020 we baptized
thirty-four children per thousand members, in 1931 only twenty-six. If
we bear in mind that these figures include the children of parents out-
side the pale of our Church who were baptized by our pastors and in-
cluded in the statistics, the actual figure will be much lower.

These figures ought to incite us to productive thought and action.
A continuance of conditions as they now exist will inevitably end in decay
and in an outpouring of the vials of God’s wrath in even greater measure
than is now the case.

The arguments in reference to birth control are well stated by Prof.
T. Laetsch in Dr. Fritz's Pastoral Theology. However, to his quotation
from Lehre und Wehre, 1914, on the relation of birth control to health
some recent findings of medical authorities might be added, which may
benefit pastors who must cope with these problems. While these matters
have received little attention here, in Germany the effect of chemical
contraceptives upon the embryo and the relation of contraception to eec-
topic pregnancy have been studied very extensively in recent years.
Dr. Schwartz and Professor Goett of Bonn report cases of malformed chil-
dren whose defects of development they attribute to chemical contracep-
tives that did not destroy, but injured the spermatozoa, with the con-
sequent formation of an imperfect product of conception. Professor
Labhardt attributes a fourfold incrcase of tubal pregnancy in his clinic
to the various contraceptive measures employed in Basel. Professor
Guggisberd of Bern finds the same situation there. Dr. Hirst of Phila-
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delphia finds, according to a statement in the American Medical Journal,
that acute suppurative vaginitis is often due to the use of the pessary.
Most experienced medical observers agree that the long practise of contra-
ception is one of the causes of sterility when the couple eventually desire
children. What & terrible harvest the utter disregard of the command-
ment “Thou shalt not kill” is reaping! — E. J. A. Marzhausen.

Selective Enrolment.

The following quotations from a recent book (Valentine, The Art of
the Teacher, 136 ff.) should prove of interest at this time: —

“Instead of striving for a large student-body, it [the college] would
hold its numbers down to the minimum warranted by the market, and
it would select these at the beginning by a careful scrutiny of each can-
didnte’s qualifications. Among these qualifications would be included
records of scholarship; but even more important would be the evidences
of temperamental fitness, qualities of leadership, social interests, and
alertness. The college would be free to organize its policies and prac-
tises with no obligation whatever to tradition and scholastic convention.
It would nccept the principle that a thoroughly adequate culture and
education are possible of attainment through procedures that differ rad-
ically from the standard acndemic ones. There would conscquently be
permitted a thorough reconstruction of the liberal-arts work in two es-
sential ways: 1. its contents adapted to the requirements of the teaching
profession, 2. its methods revised to exemplify upon a mature plane the
most progressive practises in the field for which the student is pre-
paring. . . . There is no reason, for example, why the science work, both
in laboratory and classroom, should not be ordered so as to contribute
not only to the intellectual growth of the student through its training
in careful thinking, but to her professional enlightenment through its
selection of materials and use of instructional devices. . . . But perhaps
more important would be the constant relevancy of the studies to the
occupation of teaching, thus building continuously a consciousness that
is won to the art.” —“If we fail to relate knowledge and practise fune-
tionally throughout, we fail also to achieve the integration and relevancy
of interests that would make of them a moving purpose in teaching. . ..
The problem and project, the laboratory plan, the contract, the socialized
recitation, committee organization of classes, student conferences, inde-
pendent research, and other forms of activity or creative undertaking
are quite conceivable as substitutes for the formal lecture-textbook-ex-
amination procedures. . . . In the professional studies it has long been
regarded as desirable and practicable to effect a correlation with the
working situation. The most fundamental principles of learning justify
this. To study the theories, the methods, the psychology of teaching
while engaged in the activity adds immeasurably both in significance
and motivation. We preach this doctrine as a basic principle for the
guidance of our future teachers, and in rare instances we exemplify it. . . .
To teach by dictation is the lowest and easiest form of teaching, but to
teach by the strategy of creative motivation and self-direction is the con-
summation of art.” P.E.EK.
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