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I. Amerika.

Aud dber Synodbe. Die BVeridgte der bis jept ftattgefunbdenen Diftritids
fonodent find redit cxmutigend. Hat jid) dic Finangloge im grofen und
gangen aud) nod) nidht exheblid) gebeffert, fo redet man dod) im aligemeinen
mit viel grdferemt Mut von cinem freudigeren Vorgehen im Wexl ded
HCrn.  Bejonders erfreulid) ift die Tatjadje, dafj man mit der Miffionss
acbeit energijd) borangeht. Wenn {id) jeder Pajtor ber Shnode fdon jept
an bdic Arbeit mad)t und jeded cingelne Glicd feiner Gemeinde bejudt, um
mit ihm bdie Sadie unjerer NReichgotteSarbeit gu befpredjen, dann ift Iein
Brocifel, daf der BVorfdilag unjers Board of Directors Erfolg Haben iwicd.
(Siche ,.Lutheraner”, No.15.) Ehrijten follten aber nidt nur um Geld
angejprodien tvcrden, jondern e3 jollte ifuen aud) genau exfldrt twerden
(dem cingelnen Ghrijten), twie e8 mit der gangen NArbeit fteht. — Bes
fonders interefjant und wertvoll find die Nadjridjten, die von den berjdjies
denen Sommerfdulen und Jnjtituten cingelaufen find. In St. Louis rourbde
audy dicjes Jahr cine Sommerjdule fiir Fajtoren gehalten. Trofsdem dieje
gerade in eciner der Geifejten MWochen ded Sommers jtatifand, fo bradien
alle Veteiligien der Sadje dodh) cin fehr reged Jnterefje entgegen. Die
olligatorijdien Hidjer waren dic folgenbden: ,Die grofe Erivedung gu Ans
fang ded 19. Jahrhunderts”, Prof. Theo. Hoyer. ,Die Lelhre von der heis
ligen Taufe in ihrer Ymwendung auf die Heutigen BVerhilinifie”, D. J. T,
Miiller. ,Biblijdje THeologie des Stolojferbricfs”, D. P. C. Srepmann. Prof.
Theo. Liit{d) und die PP. W, Wilt, WM. Mafdjoff, L. Stdnig und D. Ridh. Srepjd-
mar Hielten in dicfer Neibenfolge bon 11 bis 12 1Mhr vormittags je cine Bibels
jtunde. Wablfider twaren die folgenden: ,Rraktijde Winke fiir die Aus:
arbeitung der Predigt im Mnjdiluf an neuere Werle iiber Homiletit”, Prof.
€. 3. Friedrid). . YAusgetwdhlie Abfdnitte aus dem Cvangelium St. Marci”,
Dir. O. Siriiger.  ,Das iveite Stapitel ded Propheten Jefains, mit BVeriidjids
tigung diliaftifder Jretiimer”, Prof. Theo. Liijd).. Der Segen jold) intens
jiver theologijdier rbeit ift nad) Den YAusjagen vieler der Veteiligten febr
qrofy und jollte anbdere ermutigen, joldie Siurje oder Jnjtitute einzuridien. —
Sn unjerer ¥mijtalt in Niver Forejt tourden diejes Jahr gwei Sommerjdulen
abgehalten. Mehr als viergig Lehrer und Lehrerinnen Hatten fid) einges
jtellf, um drei Wodjen lang in intenjiver Weife befondere Studien auf dem
Glebict ber djrijtlichen Pidagogit gu maden. Jn der Wodje vom 16, bis
gum 21, Juli (intl.) tourde cin Jnjtitut fite Sonntagsjduilehrer abgehalten,
bas von mehr al8 120 Pajtoren, Lehrern und Sonntagdjdullehrern und
sIchrerinnen Dejucht tourde. Sicben Fadjer ftanden anf dem Programm,
und bdie rbeit, dic von dem meiften bder cingejdhrichenen Studenten ges
Ieijtet tourbde, tvar wicklid) anerfennensivert. ud) von diejer Arbeit gilt:
»E8 ijt cin Segen darinnen!” . C. &t

Norwegian Synod Declares Unequivocally against Unionism.
When our Norwegian brethren during their convention received a copy of
the resolutions adopted by the Lutheran Men’s Association of Chieagoland
urging all Lutheran bodies to unite, they sent the sccretary of the asso-
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ciation the following clear, definite reply, published in the Lutheran
Sentinel of July 4: —

“The Resolutions on Lutheran Church Unity, sent to our annual con-
vention, have been received and read before the synod nssembled. But in
view of the fact that your so-called umity is not the expression of a God-
plensing ‘oneness in Christ,” but rather o man-made union, which permits
and fosters fellowship with those who openly flaunt the doctrines of Chirist
(wo refer in particular to the address delivered by one of your members
at the Century of Progress Hall of Religion when it was dedieated last
year), woe cannot enter into any fraternal relationship with you. But we
would plead with you, on the basis of God’s inviolable Word, that you
give diligent heed to that Word of Truth, which admonishes all who would
be the true disciples of our blessed Savior: ‘Mark them which cause
divisions and offenses contrary to the doctrine which ye have learned, and
avoid them,” Rom.16,17. The union which alone will find favor with
God is that unity which is ‘perfectly joined together in the same mind
and in the same judgment, 1Cor.1,10. Even a casual perusal of the
official organs of the various Lutheran chureh-bodies will afford evidence
sullicient that mo one can truthfully say, as you do in your overture:
‘The different Lutheran bodies in America, in all essentials, are one in
doetrine,

“May God spare us from ever giving the right hand of fellowship to
those who will make the words of Dr. Joshua Oden, in the Hall of
Religion address, referred to nbove, their own! ‘Faithful are the wounds
of a friend; but the kisses of an enemy are deceitful,’ Prov. 27, G.

“Unanimously adopted by the Norwegian Synod of the American
Evangelical Lutheran Chureh, in convention assembled at Mankato, Minn.,
June 6—12, — C. J. QuiLr, Seeretary, Norwegian Synod.” A.

Is Missourinn ‘Aloofness” Justifinble? — In the ZLutheran of
July 19, 1934, an editorial appeared having the caption “Why the Church
Loses Members,” which we feel we must submit.

“Recently, in connection with a wedding at which the bride was a
member of a congregation of the Missouri Synod and the groom a non-
Lutheran, but a regular churehgoer, the young lady was advised by her
pastor concerning future church conneetions. Inquiry revealed that no
parish of the Missouri Synod is located in the place in which the couple
plans to live, but that there are congregations of the United Lutheran
Church. The brides pastor, loyal to the regulations of his Synod, could
not commend her conneeting with one of these.

“As o result, cither they will become ‘church tramps' or go to a con-
gregation of the husband’s denomination. The polity of this latter is
highly legalistic, and its clergymen are reputed to be shot through with
Modernism. The U. L. C. A. pastors, whose parishes are easily accessible,
are not lodge-members nor advocates of unionism. In short, exactly what
the Missouri Synod condemms in a sister Lutheran body is what her
blanket ruling accomplishes. Instead of promoting fidelity to Lutheran
doctrines and loyalty to catechetical teachings, lukewarmness or change
of faith is made the only practical option.

“Dr. L. W. Boe, member of the Norwegian Lutheran Church and presi-
dent of St.Olaf College, is entirely correct when he demands such an
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amendment of the rules of altar- and pulpit-fellowship as will loeats the
application of the principles involved in the parishes and not in the
General Body. The existent attitude among our Lutheran synods rests
on past controversies, suspicions, and overemphasized, fallaciously inter-
preted incidents. Nothing of profit to religion or Church accrues from
such rules.”

We could not read the above without a sigh. How grand if nothing
scparated the various Lutheran synods in our country except the recollec-
tion of past controversies, unfounded suspicions, and “overemphasized and
fallaciously interpreted incidents”! In that case it would not be difficult
to tear down the barriers and to proclaim that fellowship has been nchieved.
The facts are different, however. Thinking now of the U. L. C., which the
Lutheran represents, we have to say that, if it is judged by what we
observe in the attitude of its pastors and congregations, it is tolerant of,
and indifferent toward, error to a degree which makes it impossible for
us to speak here of isolated incidents and merely occasional aberrations.
When we raise this charge, we have in mind both error disseminated
by teaching and practise. If the notorious D.Delk, a member of the
U. L. C., who boldly espoused some of the views of Modernism, was ever
made to recant or was excluded from membership in his synod, it has
escaped our notice; and that pastors and congregations of the U.L.C.
do not refrain from holding union services with Reformed churches is at
least in our part of the United States such common knowledge that the
citing of individual instances can be set down as entirely unnecessary.
Similarly U.L. C. churches in these parts are known for their willingness
to receive Freemasons into their membership. While Missouri has been
insisting on an uncompromising adherence to the truth, members of the
U.L. C.,, without incurring the censure of their church-body, have given
errorists brotherly recognition. This is the main gulf dividing the U.L.C.
and the Synodical Conference, and there can be no union till it is removed.
That conscientious ministers of the Missouri Synod advise their parishioners
not to join U.L.C. churches is a fact; but is it something to be repri-
manded? It simply betokens faithfulness to the teachings of the Serip-
tures, which inculcate whole-hearted loyalty toward the grand doctrines
revenled by God, a loyalty which is incompatible with an easy-going,
laissez-faire attitude toward error. It may happen, it is true, that un-
discerning Lutherans, unable to appreciate such loyalty, will turn their
back on their Church entirely and join some other denomination; but
clearly tho fault in such instances does mot lie with the conscientious
pastor, but with the misguided church-member. To be influenced by
considerations such as the Lutheran here points to we cannot but charac-
terize as indefensible opportunism. A.

“Dominican Conservatives.” — Reviewing in the Lutheran Church
Quarterly a book on Archbishop Soederblom (Hagkomster och Livsintryck:
Till minnet av Nathan Soederblom. Edited by Sven Thulin), Vergilius
Ferm hands Swedish conservative Lutherans a bouquet which cannot but
attract our attention. In speaking of Soederblom, he says: “Theologically
he was both conservative and liberal. His conservatism was never pig-
headed, and his liberalism was always of the mellow kind. He could fit
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into the most diverse situations. (While in America, he appeared accept-
able fo all but Dominican conservatives among Swedish Lutherans; and
yet he could easily reveal the unconstrained freedom of thought among
those who held advanced views.) However, he was far less the theologian
and philosopher to any one acquainted with his public expressions. (His
recent Gifford lectures will bear this out in many places.)” Since we
know the prejudices of Mr. Ferm, we cannot conceive that deep affection
dictated the strange epithet “Dominican conservatives,” whatever it may
be intended to express. But we should like to assure him that, if the
Augustana, Synod is to fulfil its real mission in this country, it had better
listen to these “Dominican conservatives.” And here is wishing them
& tremendous increase in power. A,

Union between the U. L. C. and A. L. C. Proposed. — The Synod
of Ohio, one of the District synods of the U.L.C., at its meeting several
months ago passed resolutions which are intended to bring about & union
of the U.L.C. with the American Lutheran Conference. The resolutions
will be submitted to the approaching convention of the U.L.C. at Savan-
nah, Go. We quote a part of the memorial in which the resolutions men-
tioned are embodied: “Whereas there is wide-spread conviction among
both pastors and laymen of both the United Lutheran Church in Ameriea
and our sister churches of the Ameriean Lutheran Conference that a
merger of these two groups of American Lutherans would make more
effective the testimony of our pulpits, press, and people; now, therefore,
be it resolved by the Synod of Ohio of the United Lutheran Church in
America that we hereby aflirm our belief that the time is ripe for initiating
2 movement to bring about a merger of the churches hereinbefore named
and that definite steps toward that end should be taken by the United
Lutheran Church in America at its next convention; be it further resolved
that we memorialize, and we hereby do memorialize, the United Lutheran
Church in America to take action at its convention to be held in Savannah,
Ga., in October, 1934, to initiate negotiations with each and all of the
churches of the American Lutheran Conferencee with the end in view of
merging the aforesaid churches into one great united American Lutheran
Church and to that end to appoint a commission empowered and in-
structed to confer and negotinte with similar commissions of the various
churches aforesnid, or of any of them, whenever such commissions shall
have been appointed.”

We little doubt that the U.IL.C. will act favorably on this memorial.
If it does, what will be the course of the A.I.C.? In the interest of
conservative Lutheranism we hope that the members of the A.L.C. will
carefully study the character of the wooer before they will say yes. While
in & way they have given their consent to such a union by various joint
ventures mentioned in another section of the memorial (National Lutheran
Council, the Lutheran World Convention, the National Lutheran Inner
Mission Conference and its affilinted agencies, the Lutheran Home Missions
Council, the Lutheran Foreign Missions Council, the Lutheran Students’
Association of America), a merger has not yet taken place. An endorse-
ment of the proposed merger by the A.L.C. would mean for this church-
body another big step forward on the road of unionism. A,
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The Child Labor Amendment.—In the Commonweal of June 8
we find a long communiecation written by Clarence E. Martin dealing with
this amendment. Mr. Martin is defending himself ngainst the strictures
of Monsignor John A. Ryan, who had attacked him for eriticizing this
amendment. We cull o few statements from the long communication: —

“Monsignor Ryan is compelled to admit that under the proposed
amendment Congress would have the power to prohibit or regulate labor
under cighteen and thus prohibit agricultural and domestic service under
that age, cte. But he is willing to trust Congress not to exercise its full
power. When a Federal burcau is created, such, for example, as the
Children’s Bureau and the Bureau on Education, and Congress federalizes
the educational system, it will be too late to object. When the young
man of seventeen is taken from the farm and made to go to a camp for
military or other character of training, the father may object, but what
right will the parent have? . . . Senator Walsh took the view that the
word labor means manual labor only. Mr. Wm. D. Guthrie, a learned and
competent constitutional lawyer, in his brief filed this winter before the
New York Legislature, takes the opposite view and, citing respcetable
authority, asserts that ‘labor may be physical or intellectunl or a com-
bination of the two.’ . . . Under it [the amendment] Congress can pro-
hibit the performance of the slightest task, agricultural, home work, or
otherwise, of a person to the age of eighteen. . .. Monsignor Ryan secms
to assume that the amendment intends to give Congress the power only
to prohibit labor. He should read it again: ‘limit, regulate, and prohibit’
is its language. And as I pointed out, . . . the word regulate gives the
power ‘to foster, protect, control, and restrain’ as well as ‘to enact all
appropriate legislation for the protection and advancement of the sub-
jeet’ . . . Unhesitatingly I repcat that under the amendment, if ratified,
Congress would have power to federalize education. It is an incident to
the power granted. It is appropriate legislation for the advancement of
the subject. If this were not so, . . . why is the National Education Asso-
ciation so strongly in favor of it? . . . To me one of the worst features
of the cffort to get control of the children of the country and direct their
lives from Washington instead of in the home is the fact that Congress
must give a bureau power to execute any statute it may pass in pursuance
to the amendment. Of nccessity, when this is done, the power to make
rules and regulations is generally given. These rules and regulations,
when not inconsistent with the act and in furtherance of the power con-
forred, have the force of law. This fenture is known as administrative
law. The average citizen has little or no conception of the proportions
to which this branch of the law has grown in recent years. It is what
is popularly known as ‘burcaucratic government,’ bad at best. The Chil-
dren’s Bureau would then have all the power essential to earry into effect
the statutes passed.”

Needless to say, we are submitting these quotations, not because of
the great interest this amendment has for us as a social measure, but
because of the religious aspect of it, innsmuch as it, if adopted, apparently
would constitute a threat to the Christian training we are endeavoring
to give our children. A,
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Southern Presbyterians Accumulating Surpluses. — When the
Southern Presbyterians recently held their General Assembly at Montreat,
N.C,, an astounding bit of news was published in the daily papers, to wit:
“Presbyterian boards, with one exception, able to accumulate surpluses.”
This subject was enlarged on as follows: “All of the Southern Presby-
terian boards except one not only paid in full for last year’s work, but
were able also to accumulate surpluses against their indebtedness incurred
during years of prosperity.” Is not this food for thought for us, who
are not accumulating surpluses, but debts? A.

Latest Statistics. — Dr. George Linn Kiecffer, president of the Asso-
ciation of American Religious Statisticians, published the statisties on
the churches in America in the June issue of the Christian Herald. As
shown in the Luthcran Herald, the religious bodies showed a total net
guin of 655,482 in 1033. The grand total of all denomination membership
is 60,812,874, about 48.37 per cent. of the total population. So almost
every other American belongs to some kind of a church.

The Methodists had the highest increase, with a’ total gain of 213,662.
Next were the Baptists, with a gain of 103,571. Lutherans gained only
65,782 in the course of the year, and the Roman Catholics gained even
less, only 53,420. Presbyterians lost ground, as did the Congregationalist-
Christians.

It might interest our readers to sce the figures of some of the main
church-bodies.

Membership
Denominations Ministers Churches Total

Adventists, 5 bodies .............. 1,690 2,055 176,859
Baptists, 18 bodies ............... 02,634 42,801 9,866,209
Catholics, 3 bodies ................ 20,838 18,241 20,324,144
Chureh of Christ, Scientist ........ 4,108 2,090 202,098
Congregational-Christian .......... 0,321 0,233 1,024,887
Disciples of Christ ............... 7,100 8,193 1,560,772
UL s o e e oo = = s as o steae & sale's 1,751 3,118 4,081,242
Lutheran, 17 bodies .............. 11,788 15,469 4,381,004
Methodist, 19 bodies .............. 45,905 61,136 8,766,017
Presbyterian, 9 bodies ............ 14,404 15,720 2,674,875
Protestant Episcopal .............. 5,865 7,424 1,876,390
Reformed, 4 bodies ............... 2471 2,721 755,881
United Brethren, 3 bodies ......... 2072 3,238 421,597

Northwestern Lutheran.
II. Ausland.

Stontinentale Miffionsfonferens. Die im Jahre 1866 gegrimbete Sons
finentale Miffionslonfereng tagte bom 8. bid gum 7. Mai gum 17. Male in
Bremen. Die 70 Teilnehmer, Abgeordnete von 85 Mifjionsgefelljdiafien
und Mifjionsfadjlcute, veriraten 7 Staaten ded curopidifden Stontinentd mit
2,600 Miffionaren. Die BVeridite aud den cingelnen Lanbern gaben einen
Cinblid in bic Gefamilage der Mijjion der Gegenwvart. Eine allgemeine
finamgielle Notlage tourbe fejtgejtellt; aber aud) der unbeugjame Wille, dasd
Rer! allen Hemnumngen durd) den vorbringenden Fslam und bie gunehmenbde
romifdje Propaganbda und dic aufdringlidy voriwirtdilofjende welilide fultuc
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gum Trop unbeirrt forizufiihren, wurde jidhtbar. Denn immer nodj find
bic Tiiren tocithin gedffnet. Nur fordert der zunchmende Drang nadg
CSelbjtdnbdigleit nidht allein bei den ajiatijden BVilfern gebieteriid, ben jungen
Stichen mebr und mehr die volle Verantortlidleit fiic den Aufbau ifrec
Gemeinden guzujdicben. Die cigentlidhe Mijfionsarbeit an den nod) uns
crreidhten Bolldmaffen twird dann nod) mehr ald bisher die bejondere Aufs
gabe der fremden Mifjionare fein. Damit ift die Mifjion aber nidt bec
Notiwendigleit enthoben, Gefahren und Aufgaben der im Entjtehen begriffes
nen mifjionarifden Voltsfivdie ind Muge su faffen. uf Grund reidfter
Lebenserfahrung gaben in diefer Vegichung D. Warned und D. Stnal Ridjts
Tinjen fiic die mijffionarijdhe Praxis. D. Sinal, der die aftuelle Frage, ivie
weit bie Mifjionstivdie LOIElid) fein milfje, behanbelte, unterjtridy mit Redt,
dafy gerade dic deutfde Mifjion von jeher auf den volfijden Charalier der
jungen Gemeinde ftickjten Nadjdrud gelegt Habe. CEine innerlid) bertiefte
fiberpriifung bder finanzicllen NMotlage tourde durd) Dr. Hartenjtein durdys
gefilbrt. Man darf {id) nicht damit begniigen, fie ausd der mirtidaftliden
Weltlage allein abzulciten. ud) die BVedringnid durd) die dem Cbanges
Tium widerjtrebenden Geijtesftronmungen der Gegentvart wird an biefem an
fid dufjeren Punkt jidGtbar. Darum find nidht nur groftmoglide Spars
fambeit, Vejdranfung auf dad Nottwendige und forgfialtige fiberprilfung der
Arbeitdmethoden, bor allen Dingen aber unermiidlide Verjudie, das ebans
gelifdie Miffiondleben fefter ufammengujdlicfen, am Plage, fondern aud
eine Deftindige Meubefinnung iiber Grunbdlage und Verfahrungsiveife et
Miffion. Hieriiber fprad) Prof. Dr. Wejtmann<lipjala. Denn bdie Mifjionds
praxis muf, tvie iibrigens alle fixdliche Vetidtiqung, fortivdGrend bon der
theologifdhen Neubefinnung iiber ihre MNormen und ihre Jiele und bor allem
iiber ben Jubalt ihrer Werkindigung Degleitet fein. OAudh die jebt ents
jtandene Spanmung awijdien der OShumenizitdt der Mijjion und bder Ves
fonung der voltijden Cigenart ijt im Mifjionsleben der Glegenivart als bes
Iebender Faftor gu tverien. Gie lehet nur, Undriftlides und nbiblijdes
jorgfiltig bon bder Werkiindigung fernzubalten, aber audy die volflide und
rajjijdhe Cigenart in die werdenbde Stirde einzubauen.
(Alg. Mifjionsnadridten.)
Nufiland. Nun ijt aud) BVijdhof Meyer, der Oberfirte der Iuiferijden
Stivdje in Nufland, geftorben. Der teure Mann, der um 1920 gum Bijdof
gewdhlt worden tvar, Hat Sdjlveres durdigemadit. Dasd Scjiverjte tvar, daf
er, obiwohl er felber unangetajtet Glich, feine Stirdje gegen die Geivaltafte
bed Staated nidht {Diiben fonnte, fondern zujehen mufte, tvie fie immer
mehr gerjtdre tourde. it wicllid) unfererjeitd alled gejdjehen, wad ges
{dehen fonnte, um-bad Lo3 unjerer Glaubensbriider in Ruiland gu milbern?
Daben tvir und BHier nidt cine SHuld aufgelaben, die und nody jdiver
briiden und und dben Segen Gotted rauben muf?
(M. N. in ,Nicdl. Jeitfdrift”.)
Dean Inge Retires.— On account of the prominence which attaches
to Dean Inge of St.Paul’s, London, known as the “gloomy Dean,” it is
proper that we chronicle his retirement, which will take place in October,
and that we mention the name of his successor, Dr. W. R. Matthews, who
at present is the Dean of Exeter. Both of these men belong to the liberal
wing of the Anglican Church. A.
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