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Theological Observer. — Rirdjlid)-Beitgefdidytlidhes.

I. Amerika.

“Lutheranerens Sofisteri.” — Under this heading FEvangelisk Lu-
thersk Kirketidende, the official organ of the Norwegian Synod of the Ev.
Luth. Church takes Lutherancren, the official Norwegian organ of the United
Norwegian Church, seriously to task on account of its “philosophical specu-
lations” (“filosofiske spckulationer’”) in its synergistic presentation of the
doctrine of conversion. The whole matter began with an innocent question
propounded by one of Lutheraneren’s readers, namely, whether it is correct
to say, “One converts himself,” or “Moody has converted so and so many
sinners.” Lutherancren replied that the statements are incorrect, when
applied to conversion in its narrow sense. It said: “If with the word
conversion we think exclusively of that act in the soul which consists in
the crossing over from spiritunl death to spiritual life, then it is God
alone who acts, and that without any cooperation from the side of man.
Man can do nothing in this link. In this sense he cannot convert himself.
Neither can a Moody or any other man convert any other person. To
create a new life in man is a creative work of omnipotence, which God alone
can perform.” (Cf. CoNcorbra THEOLOGICAL MONTILY, p. 525, July, 1033.)
So far, so good. However, Lutherancren continues: “But this act of God
can be performed only after certain conditions are present. These condi-
tions consist in this, that the sinner reads or hears the Word of God, that
he considers the content of the Word, that he gives his consent, that he
considers it in its application to himself, that he acknowledges that he is
on the wrong road, that he sees before him a dark eternity, etc. Such
things the unregenerate man can do. Unless the sinner performs these
spiritual acts, the Spirit of God gets no opportunity to create the new
spiritual life in him. But when the sinner docs these things, then the
Spirit of God gets the opportunity and uses it to create the life. Thus the
sinner must himsclf provide a nccessary prerequisite for God’s act in the
soul. If one in the concept conversion includes these links in the chain,
which accordingly man himself can and must provide, then there will also
be some truth in this that man converts himself. . . .” Such was
Lutherancren’s first utterance on conversion, its first synergistic misrepre-
sentation of what our dogmaticians have called “intransitive conversion.”

Luthcranercn’s article was answered by a lengthy discussion of the
matter which appeared in the Coxcorpia Tueorocicar Moxtury (July,
1033) under the heading “Kein Modus Agendi vor der Bekehrung In
reply to this Lutherancren wrote inter alia: “There is something helpless
in this internal self-contradiction and confusion in this part of the Mis-
sourian theology [sc.: “Unconverted man can read, hear, and understand
God's Word externally or grammatically, but not spiritually, so as to be-
lieve and accept the Gospel”]. The confusion arises from the fact that
one does not take any notice of the psychological factor which without fail
must be included if one would have his ideas well ordered. For our purpose
in this connection we think of two regions of the soul. Each one of these
acts under its own laws. The onc region is consciousness. There ideas,
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thoughts, feelings, and volitions are active. Over these activities man
(unconverted man included) has power to exeroise self-determination.
Deeper down in the soul is ancther region. We have no direct conscious
knowledge of this. The will has no direct power over it. When Scripture
uses the word heart, it points in certain instances to this region [sic!].
Alodern psychologists call it the ‘subconscious,’ because they regard it as
Iying under the conscious sphere. . . . It is in the consciousnecss that the
menfal activities in connection with the hearing, reading, and meditating
on God's Word take place. In this sphere matural man has the ability
fo excrcise sclf-determination. . . . Man must provide his mental con-
tribution for the shaping of the instrument [the “hearing” of God’s Word].
» - « When, then, the Holy Ghost by these means comes to the soul and the
dinstrument [man’s “hearing,” consenting to God’s Word, ctc.] in the con-
sciousncss is rcady for His use, then follows His creative regenerating work
in the heart, in the deep, in the subeconsciousness. There He works alone.
There man has no modus agendi. . .. We read in the Formula of Concord:
“ . . For concerning the presence, operation, and gifts of the Holy Ghost
we should not and cannot always judge ex sensu [from feeling], as to how
and when they are experienced in the heart; but because they are often
covered and occur in great weakness, we should be certain,’ ete. (ZTrigl.,
903.) When the Formula here says that the Holy Ghost’s work of creating
new life ‘often occurs covered and in great weakness,” then that shows that
its author localized the act not in the open consciousness, but deeper down
in the soul [?] or, as we would say in the language of modern psychology,
in the subconscious. The change which has occurred in the decp reacts
again on the consciousness.

“When, then, the Holy Ghost must have this ‘hearing’ as His instru-
ment; when without this ‘hearing’ He neither can be present nor regenerate
man; when this ‘hearing’ consists in conscious ideas, thoughts, feelings,
and volitions in man; when these cannot come into existence without man’s
sclf-determining, voluntary contributions thereto; when, therefore, the pos-
sibility of the occurrence of conversion depends on man's choice either to
supply these contributions to the forming of this instrument of the Spirit
or not to supply them, then it follows from necessity 1) that the attitude
nafural man voluntarily assumes at this point has a deciding significance
for his conversion; and 2) that the categorical asscrtion that man, as far
as his conversion is concerned, can do mothing at all in spiritual things
before his conversion is a confusing, misleading, and dangerous teaching.
I one distinguishes, as indicated, between that which takes place in man's
salvation with the cooperation in the comscious, self-determining region of
the soul and that which takes place by the sole activity of the Spirit in
the deep of the soul, then one will also get a clear understanding of the
Formula of Concord [sic!]. If one mixes that which takes place in the
consciousness with that which takes place in the deep and treats the two
objects ns though they were one and the same, then confusion is un-
avoidable. In the realm of thought distinction must be made between the
things that are different.” (Cf. Lutheraneren, January 17, 1934.)

Both Kirketidende and the Lutheran Sentinel of the Norwegian Synod
replied to this synergistic presentation of the doctrine of conversion. In the
Lutheran Sentinel we read: “We notice here that he [the author] ascribes
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to the unconverted sinner power and ability to assent to the Word of God,
Law and Gospel; to apply the truth to himself, to acknowledge his sin
and guilt, and to understand that he is subject to eternal punishment.
But not only that. We notice also that he teaches that natural man before
his conversion to God not only can by his natural powers and abilities
himself perform this part of the work of his own conversion, but that he
must do all this as a necessary condition, or prerequisite, to the regenerative
work of the Holy Ghost. If the unconverted sinner does not thus prepare
and open his own heart, the Holy Ghost cannot convert him. That this
doctrine is gross synergism and contrary to and entirely opposed to the
doctrine of the Word of God concerning the corrupt condition and total
Iack of abilities and powers of natural man in spiritual things can easily
be understood from numerous clear passages of Scripture. ... It is an
undeniable fact that the union of 1017 did not cure the participating
churches from the disease of synergism. In Lutheraneren, January 17 issue
of this year, appears a second article in defense of the first. We shall take
notice of that later.” (Cf. Lutheran Sentinel, February 14, 1034.)

Kirketidende, February 7, 1934, comments on the matter as follows:
“In spite of God’s clear Word, Luthcrancren teaches that unconverted man
can and must work fogether towards his conversion and that the Holy
Spirit is not able to do anything before the sinner himasclf has opened his
heart and determined himsclf for salvation and given the Word his assent.
But Lutherancren has no use for God’s Word in its description of natural
man’s condition before conversion, that is, before his conversion and salva-
tion. In its whole discussion it has no use for a single word of God as
proof for its doctrine. It manages the whole thing with philosophical
speculations. With these philosophical speculations it has discovered
a deeper region in the soul, which it calls the ‘subconscious,’ concerning
which we of course cannot know anything. But there it is that the Spirit's
activity takes place, while in that region of the soul which is called the
conscious, consisting of reason, will, and conscience, there man himself
works. That is the portal through which the Spirit must enter and that
man himself must open. Unless man does this, he cannot become converted.
Accordingly, it is man’s own work which makes the decision. That is too
bad! Lutherancren teaches that a man is saved not by grace alone, but
by grace and works, and that is synergism.”

In a letter which Dr. L. A. Vigness addressed to one of his protesting
readers he further explains man’s seli-determination as follows: “When
the Word of God is present in the mind as indicated, it cannot be said
that the mind acts exclusively by its own powers. Let me say that the
mind cannot produce a concept even of a small material object, as, for
instance, an apple, by its own powers. Every mental act is a joint product
of two contributing factors, namely, o stimulus and a response. The apple,
for instance, acts as the stimulus; the optic and other nerves respond by
carrying the currents to the brain; the intellectual functions respond by
transforming that current into percepts and combining these into a concept.
In the call to the unregenerate sinner to repentance the Holy Spirit and
the Word of God acts as the stimulus, of course different from, and incom-
parably superior to, a material object. But to this stimulating prescnce,
which is there in and through the Word, the mind responds. And so far

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1934



Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 5 [1934], Art. 56
Theological Observer. — Rirdylidy-Jeitgefchidytliches. 481

as the conscience realm (the conscious) is concerned, this response comes
from the functions involved by the innate vital powers in those functions.
It is simply nonsense to say that the sensory nerves and the percept-forming
and concept-forming functions of the mind can act in the formation of all
other concepts, but are dead and useless when it comes to receiving, and
acting on, the concept-forming stimulus from the Word of God. The prac-
tise of yourself and others who hold this view is a good deal better than
your theory. I do not believe your message to the unregenerate can be
summed up in n statement like this: I have a very important message to
you, but therc is absolutely nothing you can do about it. You neither
mean nor say anything like this. You expect response of some kind. And
this is plainly enough the teaching of the Scriptures and our Lutheran
Confessions.”

We say, It is not. While our Confessions declare expressly that un-
converted man can hear and read and somewhat discuss the Word of God
cxternally or grammatically, he cannot hear, read, or perceive the Word
of God spiritually, so as to give his assent to the Gospel, believe and
accept it. The entire second article of the Formula of Concord is an em-
phatic denial of what Lutheraneren here teaches. And this denial is based
upon Seripture, which attests: “It is God which worketh in you both to will
and to do of His good pleasure,” Phil.2,13. Yet, when we address the
spiritually dead man with the Word of God, this is not mockery, just as
little ns it was mockery when Christ said to Lazarus: “Come forth.” For
the Word of God is the living, effectun]l means by which the Holy Spirit
works contrition and faith in the spiritually dead man, just as Christ
bestowed new life upon Lazarus by His divine word.

Years ago synergism advanced the “psychological-mystery theory” to
demonstrate man's cooperation in his conversion. Lutlerancren now comes
out with a new “subconscious-conscious theory” and with a “stimulus-
response theory” to prove the self-determination which natural man must
do to make it possible for the Holy Spirit to convert him. All are
“filosofiske spckulationer,” and all are based on “sofisteri.”” The Lutheran
Sentinel is indeed right when it says: “Whoever believes that his con-
version and salvation is dependent not only on the grace and mercy of God
in Christ, but also, cven for a small part, upon his own work, denies the
Gospel of Christ.” That is the true doctrine of our Confessions, the doc-
trine of Luther, and of Holy Seripture. J.T. M.

Secularistic Tendencies in the Lutheran Church. — The Theolog-
ical Forum of April publishes an article by Herman A. Preus: “Recent
Developments and Trends within the Chureh,” from which we quote the
following: “The Laymen's Report should do one thing more for us of the
Chureh. It should awaken us to the fact that there has been a cooling off
in our missionary zeal. Mission-festivals are not in vogue as they used
to be. We are too busy keeping up with the modernistic Federal Couneil
of Churches’ program of peace, politics, and prohibition, Mother’s Day,
Father's Day, Family Day, etc., ad nauscam. The command of the Master
to go and make disciples of all nations yields to the demand for the
Church to become a social center.

“Secularism is here, and it is as subtle a poison as Satan ever injected

31
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into the Church. It is here naturally. The depression has forced the
Church into the field of public relief, social welfare, and ‘case work' of the
most specialized nature. One may easily speculate on the amount of
energy the Church has given to this at the expense of preaching the Gospel
and shepherding souls. The National Lutheran Council, right or wrong,
is treading on thin ice with the resolution presented at their recent confer-
ence in Chicago regarding the rights of the Church in relief work. So are
they on dangerous ground who are crying for the Lutheran Church to take
a more open part in politics and public issues, not least of which is prohibi-
tion. It has been no boost to the prestige of a certain Reformed body that
they declared a few months ago that, if repeal were voted, the Church
could just as well lic down and confess that it was beaten and a total
failure in the world. The churches that have talked the loudest in polit-
ical issues, have conducted lobbies in Washington and State legislatures,
and in general have forsaken the preaching of the Word for political
activity and socinl uplift have not thereby won any added respect from
the world. The Lutheran Church may well think twice before she leaves
her enviable position as an ‘otherworldly’ group and flings her hat in the
arena of politics or the ‘socinl gospel.’

“You pastors analyze the questionnaire you received from Messrs.
Fosdick, Cadman, et al. and see if you recognize the most subtle piece
of treasonable pacifism ever to be laid at the door of the Christian
Church. Let us hope that the Lutheran Church will go record as
militantly opposed to this most un-American document. It is just one
more case of the Church’s forgetting herself and refusing to ‘give unto
Caesar what is Caesar’s.

“The social gospel has run its course and proved its inadequacy
to redeem society. Isn’t it time to get back to the elementary principle
that the Church is the kingdom of Christ, who says, My kingdom is
not of this world’? Isn’t it time for the ministry to get back to the
preaching of the Word, not morality, not philosophy, but the Law and
Gospel? The social gospel can mever replace the Gospel of Jesus Christ,
which says to the individual, ‘You must be born again.'” E.

Desire for Union Voiced.—In the Luthcran of April 5, 1034,
several spokesmen for the idea of Lutheran union come before us. One
of them is from Saskatchewan, Canada, and the situation existing now,
as he paints it, is quite dark. “Do you know what a certain man of
a Lutheran congregation told me? He said, ‘It secms to me that the
Lutheran synods are acting in the same manner as the machine com-
panies — rivalry and business’ What does the Lutheran Church in the
West mean to many Lutherans? It is an agency for religious needs.
He says, ‘If one church demands too much money, I will go to another.’
It is hard to conceive what damage and confusion the discussion [?]
of the Lutheran Church has caused.”

In Californin a group of Lutherans “representing all the Lutheran
churches in Southern California with the exception of the Missouri Synod”
adopted a resolution reading thus: “Resolved that the Lutheran men
of Southern California representing all of the above-mentioned synodical
groups petition the presidents of the various synodical groups named
to call a meeting the latter part of the year 1034 for the purpose of
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uniting all Lutheran churches under one Lutheran Church of America;
that the organization committee be composed of one laymen and one pastor
from each synodical group; these to be the minimum representation
from each synod and to be the allotment of representatives for the first
three hundred thousand baptized members in the synod; each synod to
be allowed an additional pastor and layman for each full two hundred
thousand baptized members above the first three hundred thousand,” ete.

Commenting on the movement launched by the people in Southern
California, the editor of the Lutheran says in the same issue of his paper:
“It will strike many of us that uniting America’s Lutheran church-bodies
is something of a job so big that so far no one has had the courage
to do more than wish it could be dome.” On the letter from Canada
he remarks: “It is very disturbing to advertise our purity of doctrine,
loyalty to Scripture, and simplicity of organization, only to have some
‘less favored’ group inquire, “Which Lutheran organization have you in
mind?" ”

The subject of union of Lutherans will not die, nor should it die.
It is a matter to which every one of us should constantly give prayerful
thought. But more important than union is the consideration that divine
truth must not be violated by any association that may be established.
It is to be feared that many of these people who so passionately plead
for union do not sufficiently consider what are the chief treasures of the
Church — the holy Gospel and the Sacraments. A.

A Necessary Crusade.— While not at all endorsing the claims of
Cardinal Hayes of New York as to special rights and privileges in the
Church of Christ, we have to approve of the earnest warning he issues
concerning reading-matter which is poisoning the minds of our young people
to-day. He is inaugurating a crusade which is directed against a very
real and pernicious evil. We quote him: “Much of our general literature
has of late degenerated swiftly and terribly. The low condition to which it
bas fallen is evident. The country is deluged with obscene and immoral
publications. Not only news agencies and news dealers, but drug stores,
department stores, and renting libraries have combined to flood the land
with foul and vicious reading-matter. Some hitherto reputable publishers
have surrendered their ethical principles and are engaged in an unholy
rivalry with the purveyors of pornography. And not n few of even the best
secular newspapers now display advertisements of obviously nasty books.
This formidable evil, it scems, cannot be remedied by law. Existing legisla-
tion is lax, enforcement is loose, and the public conscience is apathetie.
Therefore the time has come to take strong measures for safeguarding the
morals of our people. And there is reason to hope that we shall be joined
by all men and women of good will, who, though not of our faith, are
alarmed and scandalized by this ever-rising tide of literary filth.” The sad
feature of the situation is that this picture is not overdrawn and the colors
are not too dark. A.

The Enemy within Our Gates. — Under this heading the National
Republic (February, 1034) writes: “The sex question is now before us.
Columbia University supports it; Notre Dame denounces it. Stanford
University says that sex education has been a failure, that it ‘has let loose
a flood of talk until sexuality has become an obscssion.’ The grand jury
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of Niles, Michigan, is investigating the free sexual actions of 160 ex-
tremely youthful girls, between the ages of thirteen and sixteen, taken
up in a vice inquiry. In this instance the churches adopted a resolution
calling the situation ‘an appalling one’; yet a few months ago an organiza-
tion of which these same churches are members endorsed the question of
sex ecducation and even issued a booklet on the question. Prof.H.M.
Parshley, teacher of zoology to girls at Smith College, says that followers
of the birth-control movement are no longer making sex experiences depen-
dent upon a wedding-ring. Of course, he used much more academic lan-
guage, but that was plainly the iden received by the young women who
listened to him, according to the Chicago Tribune. Smith College is noted
. already for its sex questionnaire of scveral years ngo. There was a time
when the approach of the sex question to the youthful girl was an insult;
to-day it is beginning to be a principal parlor and roadside discussion,
and the world and the home are fecling the effect of it. Breaking down
character and encouraging indecency is n part of the program to break
down the nation; for as the home goes, so does o nation. Rev.John F.
O'Hara, vice-president of the University of Notre Dame, recently called
attention to one ‘compulsory’ course recently established not in R.0.T.C,
but by the faculty of Columbia University, which compulsion has so far
brought forth no riots on Columbin’s campus. The faculty of the institu-
tion has decrced that hereafter all sophomores will be ‘required to take
@ course in concubinage, ns Rev.O’Harn says. He adds: ‘President
Nicholns Murray Butler lamented the decline in good manners, not only
among the younger gencration, but also upon the part of their elders.
He blames this condition on the antiphilosophies and pseudopsychologies of
our day. Less than two months after the publication of that lament
Columbin announced a course to be required of all sophomores in a freer
conception of the rclation of the sexes, unhindered by law or religion.
The head deplored the decline in good manners, and his faculty required
of the students a course in concubinage.’ This sort of compulsion appears
to meet with acceptance among those who denounce compulsion of a con-
structive study.” Another result of the obsession of sexuality is the smut
department in the three-cents-a-day libraries “around the cormer,” which
ministers would do well to investigate. J. T. ML
One-Hundred-Fiftieth Anniversary of Methodism.—It was in
1784 that American Methodists held the conference at which they organized
their church-body. John Wesley had authorized the meeting and the work
of organization, sending at the same time Dr. Thomas Coke, whom he had
ordained to be a bishop in the American Methodist Church, and giving
orders that Francis Asbury, living in America, should also be ordained
as bishop. This important meeting, held 150 years ago, took place in
Baltimore and is known as the Christmas Conference. At the time 163
ministers calling themselves Methodists were engaged in their work here
in America. The name chosen by them was Methodist Episcopal Chureh.
A medal has been struck in honor of the anniversary, showing on the
one side Wesley, Coke, and Asbury and on the other a messenger on
horseback riding at top speed to invite the Methodists to come to said
Christmas Conference. If Wesley could listen to Methodist sermons to-day,
how he would be surprised at the gross rationalism evident in many
of them! A,
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. I1. Xusland.

w3t Deutidland Herriht volle Kirdenrevolntion.” So urteilt der
europiifdie Sorrefpondent des ,Stirdjenblatid” und beriditet unter anderm:
»Ungeien biefer Selbjthilfe find Einfpriife bon @emeindelivdenciten
gegen reid)8bifdjoflidie Berfiigungen; Verufung aufgeldjter Stirdencite auf
if gottliGhe8 und barum umantajtbared Recht; Wertvendung abgefebter
Pfarrer im @emeindedienjt als ,Hilfdprediger’ in vollem Amt; Berufung
feeter Synoden tvie im Roeinlaud, diefer fajt uncinnchmbaren Fejtung alter
Stivdlichleit und Glaubenstreue. An diefer Synode Gaben fibrigens neben
ben mefeheitlid) Reformicrten audh) Quiheraner und 1nierte teilgenommen,
und um ufnahme in ifre Mitte Hatte neuerdingd der Bruberrat de3 ges
famten Pfarcernotbundes gebeten, ,um aud feiner berfhingnisvollen Bers
eingelung Beraudzufommen®* (21. April). Die ,A. €. L. K.“ beridjtet: ,Die
Breie Coangelifde Synode’ nahm folgende Cnifdliefung einjtimmig an:
Die am 19. Februar verjammelte Freic Evangelijfie Shnode im NHeins
land erfiebt Cinfprud) gegen die vorliufige Amisenthebung der drei Pfarrer
Lie. Dr. Bedmann, Diifjeldorf, Griber und Held, Cfjen. CSie jtellt feit,
bafj bie gemafregelten Pfarrer im Gehorfam gegen ihr Ordinationsgeliibde
b ifre Verufdurfunde ur Wahrung ded Vefenninisjtandes bder Sirdje
redits und pilichimafig gehandelt Haben. Durch die Mafnahmen ded Sfirdens
regimented gegen bie Prediger wird die Gemeinde veriviret, geiftlid) und
teditlich) entmiindigt und ihr Vertrauen auf bdie Unabhiingigleit dex lauteren
Qerliindiqung bes Wortes Glottes exfdiittert. Synobe fordert die fofortige
Suffebung dex verhiingten Magnahmen** (9. Mirz). . Ein exlbjendes Wort
in ber immer jdtvereren Stirdjennot, nad) dbem man lingjt in Iutferijden
Sivdien ausjdjaute, ift die feiexlidhe Stundgebung im ,Amisblatt fiir die Eb.s
futh. ficde in BVayern* vom 17. Mirz.” Die Stundgebung ift bon dem
Lanbesbifdjof D. Meifer und andern untergeidinet. E3 Heifit darin unter
anderm: ,Jn ihrer Mnfdauung vom Firdhlidien Amt ift unfere Stirde ald
cine evangelij-Tutherifdhe an die Lebre unjerer Velenninididriften bom
fmt gebunden. Danad) gibt e in der Stirdje nur ein Amt, dbad von Goit
cingejeist und darum gotiliden Nedhtes ift: das Amt der Verliinbigung des
Coangeliums und ber Verivaliung der Satramente. Aud) dbas bijfdhof=
lide Amt ift nur injofern von Giott gefelstes Amt, als ed an Diefem
einen Amt der Stirdje feilnimmt. Die iiber den Dienft an Wort und
€altament hinausgehenden Funftionen ded bijdhofliden Amied find menjd
lidien Medhits. Um der Ordnung in der Sirdje toillen ift den Vijdydfen zu
bem Dienjt am Wort nodh der fdivere Dienjt der ,Superintendentur’, ber
Auffidht fiber einen Stivdjenbezirt, fibertragen. Damit ijt jede Hierars
dijde Auffaffung ded Vijdofsamted in der cvangelijds
Tuterijdien Stivdye durd) das Befenninis ausgefdloffen. MWir fehen
mit emmfter ©orge, ivie Heute cine dem Wefen unferer Sirdje frembe
Hierardjie in den deutidien ProtejtantidBmus eindringt und das MWefen ded
geijtlidhen Amted und damit den evangelijfen Eharalier unjerer Sirde zu
gerftoren broft. . . . Die Abberufung eined Vijdiofd twie eined Pfarrerd
fann nur auf Grund cined geordneten, dem Ffirdjliden Nedit und dem Ves
fennini3 entjprecjenden BVerfahrens erfolgen. . . . Der Vijdof ift toie ber
Pfarrer in feiner Amtsfiiljrung an das Befenninis feiner Stirde, auf bad
et bei feiner Orbination verpflichtet worben ift, gebunden. . . . Die Freis
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Beit, bie bie Stirdje forbext, ijt Dic Freiheit... fiix daBd Firdlide
Amt, bad gu fagen, wasd gu vertiinden ¢3 dburd ben Aufs
trag Gotte3 gegwungen ift und wobon die Kizde {id in
ihrem Belenntnis Redenfdhaft gibt” (30. Marg). .Die
Sutheraner in Wefjtfalen find aufgetvadyt; denn Prifes D. Stod), dber dbie
mannfafie BelenniniSrede auf ber Wejtfalijden Provingialihnode ielt, it
mwic aud) bie meiften Mitglicder diefer Shnode, guter Luiheraner. Ao
nidt nur dic Neformicrten Halten jebst ihre freien Shnoden, der Velenners
mut erhebt fid) aud) bei den Luiheranern, und triigen nidt alle Beiden,
erden toic cine grofje Crhebung ded Luihertums in der Deutiden Cvans
gelijdien Stivdje exleben” (30, Mirz). .Die Jeit ded Velennens ift gefoms
men.  CrdffmungSrcde des Prifes D. Stod) gur Wejtfalijhen Probingials
fpnode am 16, Mirz in Dortmund: ,. . . Aud meiner Einlabung gur Geus
tigen Tagung geht Hervor, und id) bin in der Tat der Meinung, daf Ivic
al8 Wejtfalijdie Provingialjynode nidt die Haltung cinnehmen Iinnen, bdie
in jenem § 8 bon un8 verlangt oixd. . . . I Habe bei {ibernafhme meined
Umted feierlid) verfprodien, die mir oblicgenden Pilidhten zu erfiillen, und
meine Amisfiihrung unter dad Wort ded Apojteld geftellt: ,,Jd) itbe mid),
au Baben cin unverlept Gewijjen allenthalben, gegen Gott und bdie Mens
fdien. Sum ijt die Jeit de3 BVelennens gefommen. . . . Jd) Tann der Pros
vingialfynode nidht cmpfehlen zu tun, wad diefed Stircdhengefeh bon und
verlangt; id) darf nid)t empfehlen, ¢8 gu tun. 3 ift tveber fider nod
geraten, etivad gegen bad Gletvifjen gu tun.  Glott Helfe micl Umen'”
(28. Maxa). ,AL[dhicdSbric] ded D. Freiheron bon Pedhmann an den Reid)s»
bijdof: ,Miinden, Oftermontag, 2. April 1934. . . . Abexr, Herr Reidiss
bifdjof, au der Mot und Verivirrung, weldie Sie mit danfendiverter ,Sadys
Tidgfeit* fejtjtellen, todre e® nimmermehr gefommen, tvenn nidit die Filhrer
und Trdager der firdjlidhen NMcvolution, twelde im Dienjte Hrdenfrember
Bwede und icle die Cinheitslivdie exztvungen Hat, um bdicles jdiverer ges
feblt Bitten, ald Jhre Stunbdgebung erfennen lGft. . . . Nun Habe idy givar,
Cie mwiffen e3 ja, feit April v. . oft und oft proteftiert: gegen die Vers
getvaltigung der Sirdje, gegen ihren Mangel an Widerftandsraft, aud gegen
ibr Sdtveigen 3u biel lnredit. . . . E3 ift Beit, cinen Sdiritt Iveiter ju
gehen, das Beifjt, Durd den Austritt aus ciner Kirde ju
protejtieren, die aufhort, Stirdie u fein, wenn. ... ©o
lange al8 irgend mioglidh Habe id) dicjen Sdritt hinausgejdjoben, bon dent
id) nidht au jagen braudje, was cr mid) fojtet. Nun aber fann und darf id)
nidt Linger gigern. ) bitte Sie, die Crildrung meined Austritts aus
ber Deutfdien Evangelifdien Stirdje Hicrmit enigegengunchmen. BVerehrungss
boll . . . D. Wilhelm Frhr. von Pedymann, Prdjident ded Deutjden Coans
gelifden Stirdjentaged von 1924 bis 1930°“ (18, April). The Christian
Century, April 4 (German correspondence): “A free-church sentiment is
abroad in Germany, fifteen years too late, but better late than never. ...
Already in January the Pastors’ Emergency League had convened in ‘a free
synod.’ . . . Now in March they have met again, this time 800 strong. In
submarine commander Pastor Niemoeller's parish-house they discussed the
possibility of a complete separation of Church and State. These pastors
went on record opposing the dictatorship of Mueller, antichristian pro-
nouncements by certain Nazi spokesmen, and the identification of the swas-
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tika and the cross. Another factor in the free-church movement is the pas-
tors’ fraternities of South and West Germany. . . . Lay fraternities have
been formed in many spiritually awakened parishes. . . . Fewer arrests
have been made this month than in January and February.” Die Tagess
prefie beridjtet: “Ulm, Germany, April 22. Protestants of South Germany
gathered 10,000 strong in the historic Muenster Cathedral here to-day, de-
fied what was termed the ‘Evangelical papacy’ of the administration of
Adolf Hitler’s Reichsbishop Ludwig Mueller. . . . Delegations from the two
states’ churches (of Wurttemberg and of Bavarin) and from the recently
formed free synods of the Rhineland, Westphalia, and Brandenburg were

Joined in the gathering by sympathetic members of congregations in other
parts of Germany. . . .”

Die nene Staatdfiifrung unb bad Freimaurertum. Hieriiber jdhreibt
bie ,Freifirdje: ,Auf Grund der Neuordbnung ded Reidhdprifidenten gum
©djuf von Bolf und Staat bom 28. Februar 1938 Hat dad Sidifijde Ges
famiminijterium folgenbed berorbmet: 1. Perjonen, bie ciner Freimaurers
Ioge angefioren, find im difentlidien Dienjt ded Landed nidit mehr angu=
ftellen. 2. Allen Veamten und Lefhrern im Staatsdienjt, im Dienfte einer
@emeinde, cined8 Gemeindeverbandes ober einer jonjtigen Stdrperfdaft des
offentlidhen Rechid ift dieje Werordnung befannizugeben, um ifnen eine
emiftlidie Priifung nafhegulegen, bevor fie den Eintritt in eine Freimaurers
Toge eriigen, und um {fie, jofern jic Mitglied einer Freimaurerloge find,
pon ber Cinjtellung ber neuen Gtaatdfiihrung um Freimaurertum u
witerriditen.” Die ,Freificdhe” Demerlt Hierau: ,PHicrnad) diicfen 3hoaxr
greimaurer im dffentlidgen Dienjt ded8 Landed Sadifen nidit mehr ans
gejtellt erden; find fic aber angejtellt, jo ijt ihnen der Cintritt in eine
Sreimaurerloge nidht verivehrt. Aud) alle Beamten, Lehrer ufiv., bie bereits
einer Freimaurerloge angehiren, fonnen im dffentlidhen Dienjt ded Lanbdesd
bleiben. Die Megierung Iwarnt jebod) mit obiger Berordnung bor den
Sreimaurerlogen und laft durdibliden, dafy in Jufunft bieleidit nod) jdhars
fere Mafnahmen gegen die Freimaurer ergriffen werden. Die Neuorbnung
begieht {id) auf alle Sicrperidafien des offentlichen Medits, alfo aud) auf
bie fadifijhe Qandeslirdie. Dieje Hat Hisher dad Freimaurerivejen geduldet.
Sogar mandie lanbesfirdilidie Pajtoren jollen Logenmitglieder fein. Ve
Dem 150. Jubildum der Freimaurerloge ,Jum Goldenen Apfel’ in DreSden
urde die Jafobifirdje fiir cine Undadyt zur Werfiigung gejtellt, obgleid
ba8 Freimaurertum in jdharfem Gegenfais gegen bas twahre Chriftentum
ftebt. . . . Der Staat Hat cin Redit, gegen geheime Glefellfdaften toie die
Freimaurerlogen, die iGre Mitglieder durd) bejonbdere Eide verpflidhten, bor-
gugehen. Denn wad die Logenglieber cinanber geloben und jdhiwdren, ges
fdicht auf Stojten ded Staates und aller Viivger, die nidjt Logenglicer
find.” Wiirbe Hiergulanbe eine dhnlihe BVerordnung durdjgefiihrt tverden,
foer blicbe bann nod) in AYmt und Wiirdben? Ja, a3 viicde dann aus
den freimaurerijhen Pafjioren in den liberalen [utherifdien Streifen unfers
fanbes? N T M.

Die Affyrier in ihrem neuen Heim. Die TageSprefje beridjtete bor
turgem von Niebermehelungen flitdtiger Afjyrier feitend mohammebdanijder
Uraber. Diefe Mitteilung forvie die Tatjade, daf aud unfere Shnobe
unter ben Ivenigen Ajjyriern unjers Lanbded Mifjion freibt, madyt einen
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lingeren Veridyt iiber dies Vol im . Luth. Herold”, gefdjricben bon €. Strider,
fiic un8 um jo intereffanter. Piernad) find die Qeute, bie fidh felbft affyriid
nennen, irllid) fiberrefte de8 grofien afihrifdien Wolles, dad einft Herr
bon Borberafien twar. I8 fpiter bie Perfer Ninive und Babylon eroberten,
gingen MRefte ded beficgten Volts in die BVerge Sturdiftans, two fie im exften
nadydriftliden Jahrhundert das Ehriftentum annahmen und ald erfte orgas
nifierte driftlidde SNirdje in BVorberafien ifre Senbdboten bid nady China
fanbten. Nad) dem Mind) NMeftoriud nannten fie {idh Neftorianer, und die
Sicdje umfafte fdliellid) adizig Millionen Seclen. Bon bdiefen exiftierte,
al8 ber Meltfrieg begann, cin Heiner NReft von 150,000 WMenjdjen, und
gloat amter ber autonomen Herridiaft ihrer Patriarden im tictijden Surs
biftan. Ym Weltlrieg jchlojfen iy bie Afjyrier den dyriftliden Heeren an
und fdmpften gegen ifre Hictijden lnterdriider. Sdjon damalé mwanberten
biele nad) den perfifdien Urmia, in defjen Umgegend fdon lange eine Tutfes
rijde Mifjion Deiricben ivorden iwar. Der Weltlrieg lie etiva 60,000
guriid, die fid) unter ftdndigen Sdmpfen bi8 nad) Mejopotamien burdys
{dlugen, two ihnen die Englander bei der Stabt Mojul provijorijd Siders
Beit getvdhrien. A8 aber England {pdter dad Mandat iiber Mefopotamien
nidjt behalten tvollte, Iniipften bdie Afjyrier mit Perfien Verbindbungen an,
die vor einiger Jeit zum Abjhluf gefommen find. Nad) dem Verirag twers
den fidy bie Afjyrier in ihrer alten Heimat, dem perjifden Sfucbiftan, niedecs
Iajfen, um bdort, allerdingd aud) in feindlidjer Glegend — benn aud) die
Sturben find Mohammedbaner —, nad) fajt unzihligen Miihjalen von neuem
Den Lebendfampf aufzunchmen. 1Und Chriften mufy dbasd Wohl bicjes Bolles,
Das o biel filr die Ausbreitung und Wahrung des Chriftentums im fernen
Often getan Hat, gelvil am Herzen liegen. Filc dasd BVolt jelbit ijt widstig,
bafy e8 in einer pipftliden Bulle vom Jahre 1445 al8 Chalbder begeidmet
irdb. Der Name identifigiert ¢3 mit den Babyloniern, twas dedhalb fehr
gut pafit, weil fie nod) Heute ald Umgangsipradie dad Aramaijde b;;ubm.
J. T

Modern Views Invading Turkey. — That the old order is vanishing
in Turkey is very evident, among other things, from the new status accorded
women. A reporter in the Christian Century writes: —

“What is probably the last vestige of the separation of sexes in
Turkey will disappear when the Istanbul municipality has given definite
expression to the wish recently moved that the two rows of seats reserved
to woman in tram-cars should be abolished. Originally the assignment
of specinl seats to Turkish women on ships as well as in railways aimed
at the seclusion of Mussulman women from the other sex. In tram-cars,
for instance, the first two rows were separated from the rest by means
of heavy curtains, through which furtive glances would dart both ways.
After the reform this separation lost its raison d’étre and was suppressed
both on ships and railways, but has been allowed to go on in tram-cars,
the curtains only being removed. Thus it has become a sort of privilege,
which is felt to be inconsistent with the situation as it is now, when
feminine competition asserts itself in all branches of profitable activity
and Turkish women occupy high positions even in professions usually
reserved to men, like the police.” A,
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