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I. Amerika.

wBereinigung mit ber U.L.C.? Bon verfdicbenen Seiten ijt an die
Sdriftleitung bed ,Stirdienblattes’ die Aufforberung gelommen, fidh einmal
fiber eine ctivaige Wercinigung mit ber Wereinigten Lutherijdjen Sirde
auSgufprecien. . . . €3 liegt und perfonlid) gang ferm, dicfes Selnen zu
betucteilen. Wir midhten gerne jelber nod) den Tag erleben, an dem basd
futbertum Amerilad geeint dafteht und mit vereinten Siriften feine gotts
gegebene fAufgabe in der Siraft des Peiligen Gleifted erfiillt. Aber diefed
Bufammenarbeiten darf nidht auf Stojten der Walrheit zuftande fommen.
€3 muf auf ber inneren {iberzeugung rufen, baf twicflidy Einbeit vore
Banben ijt. . . . Bivar Hat dic VWereinigte Luiherijde Mirde gute Grunds
fabe der Sirdhens und Amtszucht aufgeftellt, aber die Durdfitjrung bders
felben Tiegt in den Hinden der cingelnen Shnoden, und 8 ijt unvermeidlidy,
bafj {id§ dba betrddjiliche lnterfdicde Gemerfbar madjen. Mir brauden ja
auc baran gu denfen, dafy mandie Shnobden e8 dulden, dafy Paftoren Glicber
ber Freimaurerloge find. . . . Man Iird e3 und nidt al8 Redhthaberei und
Pharifdertum quslegen, twenn toic und nidit imftande fefen, die Frage, 0b
Jvifden der Wereinigten Luiberijden Sirdie und unferer Amerifanifden
Rutberifhen Sirdhe Glaubenscinigleit bejteht, rundiweg zu bejafen. Wi
tittern nidht fiberall und fortiwihrend Modernidmusd; aber ivic Tinnen
Dod nidit ilberfehen, bafy innerhalb der Wercinigten [uiherifden Sirdje
geiffe Unterfdhiede in der Lefre vorhanmden find, die e8 {dHon innerhalb
ber Bereinigten Qutberifdhen Nirdie zu Jujammenitdfen fommen Iafjen und
bie nodj biel unerivdglidicr werden tviirden, tvenn tvic mit ber Vereinigten
Rutberiffen Nirdhe verbunden mwiiren. Gang aiveifellod tun tvic den fons
fervativeren Streifen in ber BWercinigten Luiberifdjen Stirdje einen befferen
Dienft, inbem mir auf diefen Mangel Hintveifen, ald wenn tir ifn iibers
fafen und fo tdten, al8 dre er nidt da.”

Das ift die fefte Muiherijdhe Stellung. Die Stellung aber, die in fol=
genden Sifen gelennzeidinet ijt, ijt nidt Galtbar: ,©Ob tvic aber nidt dodh
fdhon cine getviffe Soordination — tir verftehen darunter eine aielbetvufte
Cinfebung der Sirdfte und Vermeidbung aller Doppelarbeit und Reibung —
auf bejtimmien Gebicten Firchlidjer Axbeit cintreten laffen Ionnen, das ijt
unferd Cradjtens nidht bon bornherein zu verneinen. Wo foldjes Jujammens
fteben bereitd borhanbden ift, 3. V. in mandjen Jtweigen der Jnneren Miffion,
Bat man Bisher nur giinjtige Rejultate gehabt, fotveit toic unterridtet jind.”
(Sirdhenblatt, 25. Auguft 1034.) Der Ebitor bed Lutheran iviitbe Hierau
fogen, ad er fhon am 2. Augujt gefagt Gat: “The phenomenon has at-
tracted the attention of the more thoughtful minority that associations
of editors, educators, mission boards, and so on articulate sub rosa, with
mutual benefits to all concerned. Not illogically such folk inquire why
the bodies stand aloof officially while their official agencies affiliate.” €.

A Notable Testimony against Unionism.— The Luthcran Herald
reports: “A very notable testimony against ‘union meetings’ has recently
come from a group of pastors within the United Lutheran Church of
America (U.L.C.). The New Jersey Conference (70 pastors) of that
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church-body, at a meeting held on April 10, passed the following resolu-
tion: ‘Resolved, That the New Jersey Conference of the United Lutheran
Synod of New York memorialize synod to consider the advisability of in-
structing the Executive Committee to take all necessary steps to prevent
the participation of the pastors and congregations of synod in any re-
ligious service whatsoever (local, union, civie, social, etc.) which is not
positively, openly, definitely, and entirely Christian or which does not
present and testify, through both the worship and the speakers, to the
truth of the Gospel as perfectly revealed by Jesus Christ, recorded in the
canonical Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments, and accepted by the
Evangelical Lutheran Church, ns witnessed in her Confessions, which form
the Book of Concord.’” May we not welcome this as o first necessary step
in a sound Lutheran movement to throw off the impediments which in the
past have obstructed the union of Lutheran church-bodies in our country?
A true union is antiunionistic in every sense of the term; it demands
unity and uniformity both in confession of the truth and in practise of
the truth. More power to the spirit that moved this protest! J.T.M.

Remembering Martin Luther. — Under this heading a reader of
the Sunday-school Times writes the following, proving that our Lutheran
witness, clear, definite, and strong especially in the past decade, has not
been in vain. From Coral Gables, Fla., Elizabeth Williams Sudlow
suggests: —

“More and more Sunday-schools are observing Reformation Sunday.
It is chosen to commemorate the nailing of the Theses on the door of the
church at Wittenberg by Martin Luther, which was the birth of the
Reformation. This occurred on October 31, 1517, and as the birthday of
Luther is celebrated less than two wecks from this date, a Sunday in
between the two might be observed as Reformation Sunday. Martin
Luther was born November 10, 1483. While we usually associate him with
the Reformation of the Church, sometimes we overlook the other things
with which his name is linked. It was Luther who first translated the
Bible into German, completing the work in 1534. He was also & poet and
wrote many hymns. Two of these are frequently used to-day; one in
particular is known to every man, woman, and child who has ever attended
Sunday-school. This is the Christmas hymn ‘Away in a Manger, No Crib
for His Bed." A second one is ‘A Mighty Fortress Is Our God.

“A program built around the life and work of this great man is most
appropriate for a November Sunday. Use the two hymns referred to and
others if you can find them in the church hymnal. Have some one who
is capable of giving a brief sketch of the period in which Luther lived tell
of the influence this man had on the world of his day and what it has
meant to us. Perhaps this subject might be divided into several sub-
topics, each person dwelling on one phase of the Reformation period.

“It seems as though something should be done to keep alive in the
minds of our boys and girls the work of this great man Martin Luther.”

J. T. AL

An Encouraging Word about Parochial Schools. — Speaking of
the agencies that the Church employs in educating its children in the Word
of God, the Lutheran Standard of September 8 writes: “Which are these
agencies? We begin with the parochial school, the day-school. Even
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though we ean find no rubric ‘parochial schools’ in the statistics of our
Church that are published in the 1034 nlmanac, it remnins o fact that
the parochial school is not entirely extinct in our church-body. The latest
statistical report shows 46 parochial schools, with 80 teachers and 2,471
pupils. All honor to this remnant of what was once a large host! Mere
tributes to the Christian day-school do mot solve our problem of Christian
elementary education, but it will do no harm, and it may encourage those
parish-schools that remain, if we call attention to the incaleulable contri-
bution that the parochial school has made to the development of the Lu-
theran Church in America. The Rev. Paul Kocnig of St.Louis, a pastor
of the Missouri Synod, read a comprehensive paper on ‘Elementary Chris-
tian Edueation in the Missouri Synod’ before an Intersynodical Conference
on Christian Elementary Education. From that paper we note that the
parochial-school system is still holding its own in the Missouri Synod;
in fact, there was a gain of 19 schools from 1032 to 1033. This body has
at present 1,377 schools, with about 80,000 pupils. ‘The large majority
of these schools,’ writes Pastor Koenig, ‘have eight grades, fifteen have
nine grades, and one has ten grades” More important than the number
of such schools in the Missouri Synod is the results they have achieved.
‘Graduates from our schools certainly are well-indoctrinated, intercsted
members of their Church, all things being equal; they remain true to
their confirmation promise to a much larger degree, according to statis-
ties, than the members won through other agencies, although the home
is frequently the deciding factor, so far as faithfulness on the part of the
children is concerned.’ A.
Modernism in the Encyclopedia Britannica.—In the Sunday-
achool Times Ernest Gordon, in his religious and missionary news depart-
ment “Survey of Religious Life and Thought,” shows that Modernism has
invaded even the venerable Encyclopedia Britannica. He writes: “Atten-
tion is called in the Bible League Quarterly to a distinct turn to the left
in the theology of the Encyclopedia. The first edition, that of 1771, speaks
of Jesus Christ as the ‘Son of God and Savior of mankind, who descended
from heaven and took upon Himself the human nature in Judea.’ This
statement comes from a time when Modernism, under the name of Deism,
was even more powerful in England than it is to-day. This early writer
adds: ‘The systematic part of the Christian religion has three principles
from which all other dogmas are derived: 1. the existence of God in three
persons; 2. the necessity of o Mediator or Redeemer; 3. the real appear-
ance of the Redeemer, or Messiah, on earth. In edition after edition the
same position was taken, even to a date as late as 1020, when the thirteenth
edition was published. With the fourteenth edition, however, a change
occurred. The author of the article ‘Jesus Christ’ is Dr. C. Anderson Scott,
Professor of the New Testament in Westminster College, Cambridge,
England, a Presbyterian institution. He goes o far as to say: ‘There .
is nothing in these three gospels (the symoptics) to suggest that their
writers thought of Jesus as other than human.’ And again: ‘Jesus never
refers to Himself as the Son of God, and the title, when bestowed upon
Him by others, probably involves no more than the acknowledgment that
He was the Messiah’ Of the miracles of Christ Dr. Scott says: ‘There
can be no doubt that the evangelists believed that those things happened
50
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as they deseribe them. . . . But there is equally no doubt that many of
them would be differently described and differently accounted for by modern
observers, who are as eager to find out sccondary causes as ecarlier ob-
servers were ready to do justice to the primary one’ It is a pity that
the great Encyclopedia, which for one hundred and sixty years has gone
through the successive waves of unbelief, should in our own day, when
the destructive eriticism is cracking at so many points, at last succumb
to the old opinions.” J.T. M.
The Plague of Modernism.— In The Second Coming of Christ Henry
W. Frost draws this appalling picture: “Sccond, the temptations of the
Church. As related to the professing Church of Christ a new thing has
happened to us. In the old days our temptations came from the world
and not the Church. In these present days they come from both the
world and the Church; for now it is not only true that the Church is in
the world, but also that the world is in the Church, and the beguilements
of the Church are more alluring and ensnaring than those of the world.
In former times, for instance, we were assured that the man in the pulpit
would point out to us the way of life and tell us how to walk in it. But
now it is not always so. On the contrary, it is often true that our foes
are those of our ecclesiastical household, and we frequently find that the
most dangerous man in the community is the clergyman who stands be-
hind an authoritative Bible, but occupies himself in denying its most
essentinl truths. Such o man, if listened to, may leave us with clean
lives, but will give us befouled spirits, wherein we have no right thoughts
of God, His holy Word, the way of salvation, and the true meaning of this
life and that which is to come. And the wreckage of such a life is greater
than that which the sordid world can cver produce. Personally I have
come to fear the Church more than the world. The world has to do with
outward things, the Church with inward; the world, largely, is related
to physical matters, the Church to spiritual; the world, generally, can
be recognized in its approach and assault, the Church is deceiving, having
a smiling face, an outstretched hand, and a siren voice, and seemingly is
friendly in all its bearings. It is therefore the gravest possible question
which may confront a man in these modern and modernistic days as to
where he shall worship and to what preacher he shall listen. The result
is with many of us that we are forced to be separatists at the very time
when we yearn most for large and generous fellowships. And the further
result is, being cut off from old-time intimacies, that we find ourselves
alone and lonely, with a heartache which is nlmost beyond enduring. Many
Christians in these times are anticipating the moan of the martyred ones
beneath the altar and erying out, ‘How long, O Lord?’ Rev.6,9—I11. But
many more are not, because they do not understand the danger which
confronts them and the evil which has prevailed against them. Knowing
something of the state existing in the Church at large, I give it as my
deliberate opinion, as related to professing Christians, that where the
world is slaying its thousands, the Church is slaying its tens of thou-
sands. And the end is not yet!” (P.248f.) “A friend of mine had a large
junior class in a prominent church of the city where she lived. She was
a Fundamentalist and was teaching her children to believe in the whole
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Word of God, including the miracles of the Old Testament. As she at-
tended the services of the church and listened to the preaching of her
minister, she discovered that he had taken up with Modernism. For this
reason she felt that she ought to talk with him and offer to retire from
her position. She took this course, and the interview proved a frank one.
She told her pastor that she was teaching the Old Testament as well as
the New as absolutely true, including all of the old-time miracles and
ﬂl.nn offered to withdraw from her class. The minister listencd to her
:rlth' paticnce and was very courtcous. When she had finished, he said,
DOIE'- give up your class and go right on tenching the Old Testament
lt.oml as true; for they will do your children good. Afterwards they
will come into the church, and there I will lighten their darkness by telling
them that these stories are nothing but legends.” This minister is now in
a high and influential position in the denomination to which he belongs. ...
A well-known evangelist was asked by the minister of a large and wealthy
congregation to hold a Sunday evening service in his church. The evan-
gelist attended the morning service and heard the pastor preach on the
subject of divine orderliness, in which he pointed out the fact that God,
in things large and small, was always orderly. At the conclusion he con-
firmed his remarks by citing the fact that Christ, on the morning of His
resurrection, paused before He came forth from the tomb and folded the
grave-clothes whicl had been about His body and the napkin which had
been about His face. After the service the evangelist told the minister
that he was delighted with his sermon and especially delighted with his
using the last illustration, this because he had understood that he did
not believe in Christ's physical resurrcction. The minister answered, “You
are quite right; I don’t believe in Christ’s resurrection.’ The evangelist
was astonished and said, ‘How, then, could you use the illustration about
the grave-clothes and napkins? The minister, without a flicker of his
eyelids, answered, ‘Oh, that illustration is a classical one, and I knew of
nothing better to suit my purpose’ And this minister holds a conspicuous
position in his denomination and is high in the councils of American Chris-
tendom.” (P.196 fI.)

All of this is delightful reading to Jewry. In Chilissm (antichilinstic)
Abraham Kuyper writes, P-33: “Years ago a learned and presumptuous
chief Rabbi wrote to some one who had boasted of the conversion of a few
Jews: ‘These bigoted and short-sighted Christinns trouble themselves to
snatch from us a soul here and there and then rejoice most royally when
they have done so. They are not aware, however, of our missionary en-
deavor, on their own premises, better, more fitting, and more effective, as
far as results are concerned, than theirs. We take from them one salient
after another. The time is not far off when all those among the Chris-
tians who are truly civilized will no longer need the Christ and be able
to get along without Him as well as we can. The time is approaching
very rapidly when the great majority of Christians shall come to our
conception of God and return to our monotheism. The future is ours. We
convert en masse, and that unnoticed.” Does not this statement of that
chief Rabbi contain an appalling truth? We succeed at times in bringing
8 few Jews into our churches; who shall count the thousands and the
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tens of thousands in the various parts of the world who because of the
influence of the Jewish spirit of Liberalism as manifested in the daily
press have heen led back to a life without the Messiah?” “We convert
en masse” — with the help of our faithful allies, the Modernists. E.

Inspiration as Interpreted by Modernists.— When a reader of
the Christian Century recently asked for a definition of inspiration, Prol.
Herbert L. Willett of the Divinity School of Chicago University, writing
in the Question Box of the paper mentioned, replied as follows: “There is
no satisfactory definition for inspiration in the Biblical sense of the term.
Other works have well merited the distinction as marked by some high
degree of beauty or power. But the inspiration of the Bible is just that
unique combination of qualities and effects which is not to be found iden-
tically elsewhere. It is a body of writings, consisting of narrative, preach-
ing, priestly instruction, wise reflection, poetic composition, tradition, myth
and legend, epistles, biographies, and apoealyptic hopes, all of which, of
varying character and value, were the external expression of an inward
spirit which found its most exalted interpretation in the life and teach-
ings of Jesus. Its claim to the term inspired lies chiefly in its power to
inspire those who expose their lives to its influence. Inspiration is that
quality in the Scriptures which causes an elevation and intensification of
human life, enabling it to experience and express something of the nature
of that larger life on which it is dependent. In these basic values one
knows of no body of literature which compares with the Bible, produced
either in ancient or modern days.” This means that, according to the view
of Modernism, the poor sinner who is looking for a message directly from
God on the question “What must I do to be saved?” will be looking in vain
if he goes to the Bible. What he finds there may be beautiful and stirring
and uplifting in a humanistic sense, but is not the very Word of God. A.

I1. XAusland.

Jm Banne ber Union. Man protejtiert innerhalb der Reidjslirde
crnjtlid) gegen dad pipjtifhe Negiment der Stirdjenobrigleit, man Lkt aud
YmtBentieung und allerlei polizeilide Mafregelung iiber fidy ergefen, aber
bas cigentlidge fibel — bic in der Meidyslirdje geltende lnion — eclennt
man nidt, und von Separation ift darum nidt die Rede. TMan protejtiert
gegen bie Befdliiffe der Nationaljynode vom 9. Augujt. .Die Reidss
Yirdjenregicrung Hat die Nationalfynode dem Sinn und Wortlaut der Vers
faffung gutvidber umgebildet und von der fo umgebildeten Nationaljynode
fi bie Crmddtigung geben Iaffen, offenfundige Rechisverlepungen riids
mirtenb file rechtsgiiltig au erfldren.” (Exfldrung von D. Althaus, D. Laible,
Lanbdesbijfof Marahrens, Hannover, Landesdbifhof Wurm, Wiicttemberg,
und andern.) Man proteftiert gegen den bon der Nationaljynode gefors
Derten Dienfteid. Dad Gefels lautet: ,Die Geiftlidgen Haben folgenden
Dienfteid gu leiften: I, N. N., {dHwdre einen Eid gu Gott, dbem Anifjens
Den und Peiligen, daf; i ald ein berufener Diener im Umt der Verhiins
bigung . . . bem Filfhrer ded deutfdjen BVolfed und Staates Abolf Hitler tren
unb geforfam fein twerde . . .; Iveiter, bafy id) die mir anvertrauten Pflids
ten bed geiftlidhen Amid gemaf ben Ordnungen der Deutjdjen Evangelifden
Stirde und ben in biefen Orbnungen an mid) ergefenden Weifungen ges
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wifienGaft wafrmefmen tvecde. . . . So twalr mic Gott Helfel” (. E. L. .,
24. Yugujt) Dagegen proteftiert der Lanbesbifdof Meifer, BVayern: ,Die
Bereidigung auf ben Fiihrer ftellt die Geiftlichen und BVeamten der Deuts
I_Iﬁlll Evangelifhen Stirde unter usnahmeredit gegeniiber ben iibrigen
dffentlien Beamten. . . . Die fehr ernften theologifen Einmande gegen
ben borgefehenen Gid behalten tir uns vor gefonbert geltend gu maden.”
Emt ekuutniﬁhnob:: »Die gefamtlivdhlidhen und gemeindlidhen Pilich-
fen find im Ordinationdgeliibbe ecridjiipfend geregelt. Ein neuer Eid, der
fidh guf biefe GJebicte begicht, tviicde den Grnft ded Orbinationsgeliibbes
attﬁﬂttn._ Jn diefem ftehen twir und bediirfen feined neuen Gides.” Mit
Redjt weigern fich dieje und viele andern, ifr Getviffen eidlich .den Weis
fungen” bder Stirdjenobrigleit au untertverfen. Man ijt nod) nidht jo tweit
gefommen wie jene Medlenburger Pfarrer, bie in einem PAufruf neulidh
::!(_idm: ~Darum begeugen ivir frei und offen aud unferm an Chriftus
nl!tm gebundenen Gfetvifjen, dafy tvir in Dem Fiilhrer unferd Bolfed AdoIf
fitler den uns von Gott gefepten und bHevollmadtigten Hodjten Obereren
auf Crben anerfennen und daf twic iGm darum ofne jeden BVorbehalt gangen
Gehorfam auf allen Giebicten diefeds Grdenlebens — aud) auf dem joges
nnn_ntm firdliden — fchulden. Wir befunben, daf darum im lefsten er
allein Recht und Madit Hat, frajt goitliden Auftragd aud) unferer Sirdje
Redht und Ordbuung gu geben nady feinem Crmefjen.” (A. €. L. ., 27. Juli.)
Man protejtiert gegen die gum Teil getwaltjam Detriebene , Einglieberung”
dec Lanbedlficcie in dic Meidisfirdie. Der MNeidysbijhof Hat am 25. Juli
bgm_ Reidhdfanzler beridtet, bafj .bon den 28 gerfplitterten Lanbdeslirdjen,
die in Deutichland gur Jeit der Madjtiibernahme borhanden waren, bisher
2:.’. in _bie Coangelifdie Reidjstirdie aufgegangen find, bei drei weiteren Sirdhen
die Eingliederung im vollen Gange ijt, wibrend ein Reft bon bdrei Stirden
betﬁl’cibt”. €35 Banbelt jid) bei bicfer Cinglieberung um die ,Unterjtellung
der Bifdfe unter den Neidhabijdof (Crflarung der theologijden Falultdt
HallesWittenberg), um die ,, {tbertragung der tirdjenregimentlidien unbd ges
febgeberifdien Vefugniffe bon den Organen der Landeslivdjen auf bie der
D.C ., (D. Fleijd), Hannover.) Cxfldrung der Hannoverjden Lanbdess
firde: .Jn ber Frage der Einglicderung der Gv.-Luth. Landesfirde Hans
novers in bie befenninidmiifig nidt gebundene Deutfdj-Evangelife Sixdje
Bat unfer Landesbifdjof D. Maralhrend den evangelij-Tutherifjden Belennts
nisjtand unverliirzt vertreten. Dagegen Lat die Mehrheit des Shirdjens
fenate3 den Belenninisméfigen Stanbdbbuntt unferer Lanbestirde nidt ges
toafiet, fondern ein Einglicdexungsgejels befdlofjen, dad den Velenninisjtand
gefdbirdet, meil cine Maxe Abgrengung der iibertragenen Wefugniffe nidt
maglid) ijt.” (UA. C. Q. k., 1. Juni) Cni{dlicfung der bayrijdhen Landes=
il!_nob: bom 28, Yugujt: ,Die bayrifdie Landesjynode bedauert, bafy die
billig unmdglidie Haltung der derzeitigen NReichstirdjenregierung die toirts
lide Cinigung der Deutjdien Cvangelijdien Stirdje berhinbert, weshalb gur
Jeit cine Eingliederung nidht in Frage fommt. . . . Die Lanbdesfynode ftell
feit, bap ihr Landesbifdhof, der unerjdhiitterlidy auf dem BVoden bes Bes
Tenntniffes fteht, von nfang an ehelih und aufredt bemiiht war, an dem
Bau einer wicllidj cinigen Deutjdhen Evangeliffen Stirde auf dem Boben
ber Meidgatirdenverfaffung in aller Treue und Hingabe mitzuarbeiten.” —
»E3 gibt Beute nur nod) drei Qanbdesfirdhen, die nodh nidt eingegliedert
find: Bayern, Wiirttemberg und die reformierte Lanbdestirde Hannover.” —
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€in fummarijder Veridt fiber bie obig gefdilberten Buftdnbe in engs
Ti{der Sprade wire bier wobl am Plajg: “A further step toward the
nazification of the German Church, which seems almost to exhaust the
possibilities in that direction, has been taken by merging into the national
Church the churches of the separate states by conferring on Reichsbishop
Mueller the synod’s power to legislate for the Church and by exacting
from all pastors an oath of alleginnce and obedience to Hitler and to the
laws of the Church, which now means the orders of Mueller as directed
by Hitler. [?] It was not to be anticipated that such a complete destruc-
tion of the liberty of the Church would be accomplished without strong
resistance on the part of those ministers and congregations which have
hitherto consistently resisted the encronchments of the State. The pro-
tests were loud and clear, especially against the assumption of supreme
ecclesinstical authority by Bishop Mueller. That there will be resistance,
subject to whatever penalties may be imposed, but quite certainly in-
cluding loss of pastorates, is imminently probable. Pastors protest that
as citizens they do not object to taking an oath of allegiance to the State,
or even to der Fuchrer; but they object to taking such an oath as pas-
tors, and especially they object to swearing to obey the future as well as
the present laws of the Church when these are now to be decrces of the
Reichsbishop. While non-joining German pastors are reported by the As-
sociated Press to be going to jail in considerable numbers, the government
is said to have rclaxed its repressive measures sufliciently to permit peti-
tions of protest against Reichsbishop Mueller’s autoeratic rule of the Church
to be circulated more freely than would have been allowed a few weeks
ago. The Bavarian Evangelical Lutheran Synod has voted unanimously
against allowing itself to be merged in a national German Church. And
as Paul appealed to Caesar, so the insurgent members of the pastors'
emergency league have appealed to Hitler, professing their willingness
to swear allegiance to him and to the State, but petitioning him to re-
lease them from the requirements of an oath to support a church organi-
zation dominated by Mueller.” (The Christian Century, August 22; Sep-
tember 5.)

Diefe Manner protejticren entjdhicden gegen BVergeivaltigung und ges
tiffensbedriidende Gefepse. Aber e wird faum ecine Stimme laut gegen
bie getviffensbedriidendben Jujtdnde, die die lMnion mit fid) bringt. 1Und
man denft nidt davan, aus der unierten Meidslirdie ausjuireien. Cnis
fdhieden toeift Landesbijdjof Meifer bon Vayern cinen folden Sdritt ab.
Uuf jener Shnode vom 28. Auguijt erflarte er, dafj .eine Cinglieberung
nidt in Frage fomme, toeil fein Buirauen gur bderzeitigen NReidhsficdens
Ieitung mehr ba fei. Wenn alle BVollmad)t auf den NReicdhabijdjof iibers
tragen fei, der gar nidjt in der Qage fei, bie bayrifdhen BVerhiltnijfe au
iiberfdauen, fo fei bad Papalidmus, nidit aber Aufbau der Gemeinden nady
evangelifden Grundidben. Aud) iire diefe Neugeftaltung nur Ctappe auf
bem Weg au neuen Jielen, und wo im Teten Stadium das Tutherijde Bes
fennini8 Dleiben twerde, ¥onne man f§idh audmalen”. Aljo o8 bon der
Reidyslivde, bie bad Wefenninis gefihrbet? O nein! Der nadfte Sap
lautet: ,Ausbrildlidy fei feftgulegen, baf bdie bayrifde Sirdjenleitung aud
Teine Freifire anftrebe. Nedner fei bielmehr der Poffnung, daf die bays
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Tifde Lanbeslirdje mit qutem Gemwifien in der Reidgslirde bleiben Ionne.”
(ULC.2 R, 7. Geptember.) So ift die Mehraahl ber Iutferijdhen Fiihrer
gefangen im Vanne der Union. Sie fonnen nidht fehen, baf eine Reidiss
fivdye, bie Rutferaner und Reformierte und lnierte umfaft, nidht im Cins
flang mit Gottes Wort und dem Velenntnis ift. Sie Wnnen ja aud) mit
gutem Gewifien in den Vefenninisiynoden mit den Reformierten Befennts
nifie ablegen. Y& — und da liegt eigentlich der ©Sdjabe — bie Iutherijdhen
fandesfivdien felbjt find nicits anderes ald unioniftijje Wereinigungen.
Die Pofitiven Haben fich verbriidert mit den Liberalen — und Ionnen den
Bann nidt bredhen. Da follten jie nidjt fo biel bon Belenntnis und Wah-
Tung bed Tutherifdien Befenninified innerhald der Neidystirdje reben. Jhre
Sticdje ift feine Befenninisticdie. . Lutherijde Velenninislicde ijt nidt da,
lll? iiber gelviffe Stimme und Landjdhaften der Name Tuiberifd gefelst
Iird, fonbern nur da, wo Gemeinden mit ihren Predigern das MuiGerijde
Belenninid wirlli) belennen im Gehorfam gegen dad Wort der Schrift,
alfo aud) in Sdeibung von allem, was dem Velenntnid ividerjtreitet.”
(Co.-Quih. Freilicde, 24. Juni.) — Was ivicd der am 25. Auguijt gegriin-
bete . Lutherijdie Nat”, der unter Fiitfrung der Vijdhofe Marahrens, Meijer
und anbderer ,bdie Sadje ded8 Iutherifdjen Stirdjentume im neuen Deutidys
land frafivoll vertreten” toill, in bicfer Sadje tun? E.

Die miffourifden Indbependentiften. Jn dem in der LA E. L. K. vom
20, Juni verdifentlichten Artifel ,,Confessio Barmensis® Bejpridit Prof.
D. Elert aud) ben bierten UArtifel ber ,Theologifdhen Erllirung” diefer fos
!;cllnnlltclt Yelenninidjynode. Der Actifel lautet: ,Die verfdhicdenen imter
in ber Stivdje Degriinden feine Qerrfdiaft der cimen iiber die andern, jons
Dern die Wusiibung ded der gangen Gemeinde anvertrauten und befohlenen
Dienftes. Wir verierfen bdie falide Lebre, ald Fonne und diicfe fidh) die
Stirdge abfeits von bdicfem Dienjt befondere, mit Herrjdafisbefugnifjen auss
gejtattete Fiihrer geben ober geben lafjen.” Dagu bemertt D. Elert: ,Diefer
!'rﬁ!tl geigt bie Fingerabbdriide von minbdeftend drei Nebaltoren: -erjtend
cined reformicrt-firdjlidhen THeologen — von diefem ftammt dber Unfang
(cin Tutherijher Vefenninisiheolog Hatte nidjt von ,veridicdenen fmiern’,
fondern vom firdjlidien mi gefprodien); 3weitens eines mifjourijden In=
bependentiften (ein Muitferijdjer BVelenninistheolog Hatte ,Sirdje’ ftatt ,Ges
meinbe’ gefagt); drittens cined BWertreters einer bifdidflidy verfaften Tuifes
tijen Stivdie. Die BVeteiligung dicfed Dritten bejtand miglidhertveife nuc
barin, bafy man auf iGn Miidjicht nehmen mufte. . . .“  Auf die Veredjti=
gung biefer Siritif twollen mwir Gicr nidht cingehen, audj nidt barauf, ob bie
Bertaufdung bon , Stirdje” mit ,Gemeinde” auf mifjourijen JIndepens
bentiSmus Hinbeutet. Aber dafiir muf man D. Elert dbantbar fein, daf exr
in biefer WVerbindung iiberhaupt den Ausdrud . miffourife Jnbepenben=
tijten” gebraudyt. Dicfelbe Bezeidnung tird aud) in ciner fpateren Rums
mer ber 9. G, Q. f.“ gebraudjt. €8 ijt nitig, dbaf in gegenivictiger Jeit
bie Stirdhe Deutidhland3 immer tvicber auf dad aufmerlfam gemadit twicd,
wad D.Elext al8 mifjourijdjen Jndependentidmud begeidhnet. Hoffentlid
fragen redit biele, tvad er damit meint. Er meint biefe Lefre: . Wud die
gange Stirde auf Grden Hat Ieine Gletwalt, cinem Ehriften ober mefreren
ein biefelben verbindendes Gefeh au geben. . . . Jeber Ehrift und jedbe drijts
Tide Stivdye Hat Madht, fich felbft Ordnungen anfzulegen unb bdiefelben ent=
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toeber frei gu dndern, gu Beffern ober aufsufeben.” (THefen D. Walthers
vom Jahre 1864 iiber ftirdjenordnung und Nivdjenregiment, gegen die Breds
Iauer geridjtet. Qefhre u. Wehre, 55, S.1.) .Die Synode ift ifren Mits
glicdern gegeniiber Feine Stirdjenobrigleit mit gefebgebender, ivingenber
‘@etoalt und in betreff der Selbjtregierung der cingelnen Gemeinben nur
cin beratender Storper. €3 Dat daher Fein Vefdjlufy der Shnobde, twenn ders
felbe ben cingelnen Gemeinden ctivad auferlegt, wad nidgt dem Worte Gotied
gemdfy ober ihr fiic ihre BVerhaliniffe ungecignet erfdjeint, bindende Straft.”
(§ 7 ber Stonjtitution der Ev.-Luth. Synode von Miffouri, Ofio und anbern
Staaten.) ,Jtem, Chriftus gibt das Hidjte und lepte Geridjt ber Sirdye,
ba er fpridit: ,Sag's ber Sirdjel'” (SHmall. Artifel, ,Bon der Getvalt”
uftv., §24.) Dasd ijt der jogenannte mifjourijdie Independentidmus: Die
Gemeinde ift die cigenilidje Jnhaberin aller Stirdjengetvalt. E3 ift guk
bafy D. Elert von mifjourijjem JndepenbdentiSmus redet. Mandjer mag
toeiter nadjforjden und erfennen, daf 3 fo ettvas in der Iutherifden Sirde
und im Iutherijhen BVefenninis gibt. CEr tird dann ecrlennen, daf dies
jenigen theologijdjen Fiihrer, die romanijicrend von der Sirdengemwalt lehs
ren, D. Glert und viele andere, in dem gegenivictigen Stampf gegen ben
Papismus ded Reid)sbijdjofs jdlechte Fiihrer find. (Was den Susdrud
aJndependentismus” betrifit, fo vertveifen i auf die von D. Walther ges
gebene Begriffsbeftinunung: ,Nidht jene reine [utherijde Lehre, daf jede
driftlidie Gemeinde an Jid) felbjtindig und unabfdngig ijt, ijt alfo im
iiblen Biftorifdhen Sinne eine indbependentiftiide, ivie man fie jebt
oft fdjilt, fondern bdie, daf jede driftliche Gemeinde unabfingig fein und
Dleiben follte. Qene toahrt fiix tvidjtige Gewiffensdfille bdie driftlide
&reibeit, dicfe greift dicfelbe an- und verjtoft wider die Liebe.” [Die redte
Gejtalt ujv., S. 22.])

Rad dic Varmer Befenntnisiynode betrifft, fo fteht e3 bon bornferein
fejt, daj ibr Stampf cin verfehlier und ausfidtslofer ift. Jhr entjdicdener
Protejt gegen die papjtijden Umiricbe des MNeidgstirdhenregiments ift freilid
bereditigt. ber jie Hat ecine faljdhe pringipiclle Stellung eingenommen.
Gie jteht nidit auf dem fefjten Boden des Maren Gottedworted. Sie ift Teine
Befenntnisiynode. Sie ijft ja, wie D. Elert ihr mit Redjt vorwicft,
ausd Reformicrten, lnierten und Luiferancen ujammengefept. 1nd in ifc
Haben Pofitive und Liberale fid) die Hand gereidht. Was fiic ein Velenninis
Tann eine joldje Vruderfdhaft ablegen? und zu tweldem lirdliden Belennts
ni8 fid) befennen? Was tvird im erjten Paragraphen befannt? ,JEus
Chriftus, wie er uns in der PHeiligen Sdrift Hegeugt toicd, ift das eine Wort
Gottes, dbasd tvir gu Hioren, dem ivir im Leben und im Sterben gu bertvauen
und gu gehorden Gaben.” Aus diefer Formel (in der, um D. Electd oben
gebraudyien Ausbrud zu bertvenden, deutlidh der Fingerabdrud Prof. D. Barths
u fehen ijt) Yann fid) der Bibelgliubige vielleicht gur Not feinen Glauben
an bie alleinige Autoritdt ded Sdrifttvorts Herauslefen. Der Liberale famn
{id aber viel Ieidter feine Meinung Herauslefen. €.
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