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Theological Observer. — Rird)lidj-Beitge[dhidtlicjes.

I. Amerika.

The American Lutheran Conference and Lutheran Union. —
November 14—16, 1034, the American Lutheran Conference held its second
biennial convention in an Augustana Synod church in Des Moines, Towa.
The five participating synods were represented by 150 pastors and lay
delegates. The report in the Lutheran, on which we draw, says that the
preliminary committee of the convention submitted for adoption the fol-

lowing resolutions as the declaration of the American Lutheran Conference
on Fellowship: —

“1, The American Lutheran Conference voices its joy over agreement
with the United Lutheran Church in America and the Synodical Con-
ference so far as officinl confessions of faith arc concerned.

“2. We rejoice that in officinl declarations cach body concerned op-
poses unionism.

“3. We rejoice that the respective bodies recognize the evil of socicties
holding antichristian doctrines and warn against them.

“4. The American Lutheran Conference is earnestly desirous of pulpit-
and altar-fellowship with the United Lutheran Church in America.

“5. The American Lutheran Conference is equally desirous of pulpit-
and altar-fellowship with the Synodieal Conference,

“6. The American Lutheran Conference respectfully recommends and
urges the selection of committees on fellowship by the respective con-
stituent bodies in order to initiate confercnees with other Lutheran bodies
relative to fellowship and to deal with similar commissions elected by other
Lutheran bodies. It shall be within the province of each church-body, if
it g0 decides, to act jointly with other commissions of A. L. C. so appointed.
In any case final approval or disapproval of commission or committee
Tecommendations in regard to altar- and pulpit-fellowship rests with each
individual church-body as far as they are concerned.

“T. The American Lutheran Conference hereby establishes a Commis-
sion on Lutheran Cooperative Endeavor, to ascertain in what matters and
to what extent other Lutheran groups would be willing to cooperate even
before complete fellowship is established.

“8. In clarification of the meaning of unionism the following state-
ments are submitted: —

*a. Unionism is well defined in the Minneapolis Theses. Unionism
exists ‘where the establishment and maintenance of church-fellowship
ignores present doctrinal differences or declares them a matter of in-
difference.’

“b. Unionism is mot necessarily implied in every type of joint en-
deavor within a community where pastor and congregation may participate.

“c. While the character and extent of such community cooperation
must in large measure be determined by the local congregation and its
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pastor, this guiding principle should be kept in mind, that under no cir-
cumstances shall the clear purpose of the Lutheran Church be obseured
or compromised. In the words of the Washington Declaration, that Church
‘is bound in duty and in conscience to maintain its separate idenity as
a witness to the truth which it knows; and its members, its ministers, its
pulpits, its fonts, and its altars must testify only to that truth.’”

After printing these resolutions, the report in the Zutheran continues:
“After considerable discussion the Conference went on record as urging
the sclection of committees on fellowship to study the possibility of further
unification in the Lutheran Church. A resolution adopted asserted that
these committees, selected by the respective constituent bodies of the Con-
ference, should ‘initiate conferences with other Lutheran bodies relative to
fellowship, and deal with similar commissions clected by other Lutheran
bodies. It shall be within the province of each church-body, if it so de-
cided, to act jointly with other commissions of the American Lutheran
Conference so appointed. In any case, final approval or disapproval of
commission or committee recommendations in regard to altar- and pulpit-
fellowship rests with each individual church-body as far as it is con-
cerned.’” From this it is not elear whether or not the resolutions quoted
above were adopted. Here there is further evidence that the question of
Lutheran union is bulking very large to-day and that the Scripture decla-
rations on unity, union, and unionism must again be carefully studied.

The Lutheran Laymen and Lutheran Unijon.—An oditorill_in
a Lutheran periodical (we choose not to mention names) dealing with
the present movement towards establishing a Lutheran union bears the
caption “Lutheran Laymen are Becoming Impatient” and makes the fol-
lowing statements: “The Lutheran laymen are demanding to be heard. . . .
The moment church-leaders take up the question of fellowship, they are
apt to dig up old controversies, get into heated debates, and throw & wet
blanket on the fine spirit of friendliness which is blossoming forth. . . .
How can professors and editors draw up rules and regulations for pastors
on the firing-line?” These statements with their implications call for
a few remarks.

1. If it is true that in certain Lutheran bodies the laymen are de-
manding to be heard and are becoming impatient with their leaders, these
bodies are in a state of most pronounced disunion. The situation described
by the statements under discussion is that of a state of inner strife. These
bodies should, then, establish harmony in their own midst before attempting
to establish harmony within the entire body of Lutherans. 2. If these
dissatisfied laymen of the various Lutheran bodies form a confederacy
for the purpose of putting over the union despite the opposition of the
“pastors, professors, editors, church-leaders,” and succeed, they will not
have brought about a union, but will have imposed the state of strife upon
the whole body. 3. These impatient laymen are ecither right or wrong.
If they are right, the pastors and professors, etc., are wrong. The laymen
are right, we shall assume. They know that there is no real difference
between the Lutheran synods. They know that, while formerly the synods
disagreed on the doctrines of inspiration, of conversion, of election, ete,
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these differences now have been removed. Only the pastors, professors, etc.,
<hoose to create strife. The laymen are fighting the Lord’s battle. The
pastors are fighting against the Lord. What then? It is the sacred duty
of the laymen to discipline their pastors. They will not have time to
work towards a general union. Their first duty is to set their pastors
right. 4. Let us assume that these impatient laymen are wrong. They
do not know the true situation. They have not been informed of certain
weighty matters of doctrine and practise. Or if they are informed on
these mattors, they brush them aside as unimportant. What then? It is
the sacred duty of the respective pastors to meet their laymen in a course
of indoctrination. And if the laymen refuse to bother with matters of
«doctrine, they must be dealt with as the case requires. And if a pastor
takes this same attitude, if he insists that there may be a God-pleasing
union in spite of weighty doctrinal differences, or if he is unable to see
the differences, he must also be taken to task by his brother pastors, by
his visitor, and last, but not least, by his lay brethren. That is the
Lutheran way of dealing with these matters. The Lutheran Church is
a doctrinal Church. She stresses the doctrine. And she indoctrinates the
laymen. She wants her lay members indoctrinated to such a degree as to
enable them to correct, if need be, the pastor. 5. As to the intimated state
of opposition between the professors and the pastors, remarks 1—4 apply
also here. Besides, we are rather unacquainted with the state of affairs
existing in those bodies —if there are any such— where “the professors
and editors draw up rules and regulations for pastors on the firing-line.”
Down here in Missouriland such a state of affairs does not exist. Nor
do our professors and editors have a different outlook and spiritual con-
stitution from that of the pastors. They are taken from the ranks of
the pastors. Actually, they think alike. Our professors and editors are
mot, when inducted into their new offlices, subjected to some process which
changes their outlook and constitution. 6. “The moment church-leaders
take up the question of fellowship, they are apt to dig up old controversies,
get into heated debates, and throw a wet blanket on the fine spirit of
friendliness which is blossoming forth.” That statement is not true. The
utterer of it will be held accountable for filling the minds of some laymen
with suspicion and distrust of the pastors and other church-leaders. The
well-informed laymen should take him in hand. 7. The movement towards
Lutheran union now in progress is going to try men’s souls. It calls, on
the one hand, for the stalwart, uncompromising adherence to the truth
of God's Word and the Lutheran Confessions and, on the other hand, for
the exercise of much Christian forbearance, infinite patience, and dis-
criminating wisdom. All ecarnal motives and passions must be suppressed.
Casting doubt upon the honesty of the motives of the men engaged in this
business will wreck the movement. And if the movement should eventuate
in a union which is not based upon the unity of doctrine, but is accom-
plished through clamor and tumult, the blessing of God cannot rest
upon it. E.
Scientists Oppose Materialism. — A new book has appeared which
should be of some value in combating the materialism which is now flood-
ing our country. The title is The Great Design. It is written “by fourteen
eminent scientists,” “edited by Frances Mason,” and published by the
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Macemillan Company. Its price is $2.50. Reviewing this book in the Chris-
tian Century, N. M. Grier says: “Is there a living intelligence beyond
nature, or does the great cosmos run itself, driven by blind forces?. ..
To the mechanist reality was unknowable, yet was conceived to take the
form of a purely mechanical system in which only simple particles were
at work in an aimless fashion. Hence no guidance, plan, or design.
Everything was contingent, or happened by chance; in the last analysis
there was only the survival of the fittest. While we owe to the stimulus
of mechanism many scientific discoveries of surpassing importance as re-
gards the welfare of humanity, Mind, on the other hand, was not regarded
as an entity in itsclf, for conscious life was conceived mercly as the
mechanics of the brain ‘as seen from the other side’ Thus science had
asked and answered its own questions, Whither? and How? but beyond
was the inevitable test of Why? before which mechanism has seemed in-
adequate to many. Now come fourteen eminent men of science with their
evidence as to the purposeful and directing Mind at the back of the great
drama of creation and in further testimony that the discoveries of science
strengthen, not weaken, a belief in an infinite Creator.” Mr.Grier then
describes the position of the physicist who made a contribution o the
volume and according to whose researches protons and clectrons are trans-
formed into photons, that is, radiations of the smallest wave length, which
are considered the “fundamental stuff of which the universe is made.
They are something more than simple particles; indeed, they can be fully
described in the symbolic language of mathematies, and hence behind them
and in them are reason and order.” The contributing chemist shows that
in the “infinite permutations and combinations” of the atoms with which
he deals, simple rules and not mere chance, or contingency, are observable.
In the same way the astronomer and the geologist set forth the reign of
law in their respective spheres. The biologist, too, has to admit that life
cannot be explained by any mechanistic theory. The psychologist dwelling
on the experiments of Driesch, “a noted German experimental embryol-
ogist,” likewise holds that every theory which looks upon life as due to
machinelike development fails to do justice to patent facts. The con-
clusion of all these men is that there is “order, plan, and design in evolu-
tion which can never be the result of mere chance.” Mr. Grier mnufll'
says: “May we not say that, wherever we meet plan and design, in reality
we are faced by a spiritual agent?” — This position of course is still
many miles away from the Christian faith, but it constitutes one of the
foundation stones on which all religion must rest. A
The Religious Situation in Mexico.— In an illuminating article
the Lutheran Standard, in its issue of December 15, 1034, discusses the
struggle which the idea of religious liberty is experiencing in our neighbor
country to the south. It is there pointed out that already in 1857 there
was a sharp clash between the interests of the Roman Catholic hierarchy
and those of the patriotic Mexicans who wished to see their country freed
from the usurpations of Roman ecclesiasticism. While Mexico is 85 per
cent. Catholic, it has many citizens who feel that the hierarchy has abused
its powers and is in a high degree responsible for the intellectual and
economic impotence which characterizes a large part of the population.
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In 1017, when the constitution was revised, some stern mensures were
resolved on against the Catholic Church; it was forbidden “to own real
estate, church-buildings or any other buildings, to possess invested funds-
or other productive property, to maintain convents or nunnerics, to con-
duct primary schools, to direct or administer charitable institutions, or to
hold religious ceremonies outside of church-buildings.” When in 1920 the
Mexican Congress passed an enforcement nct, many priests of foreign birth
had to leave the country, and much church property was confiscated.
The Standard states that at this time twenty-five thousand priests left
their churches in protest—a course which provoked the opposing party
to be unrclenting in exceuting its stern decrees. According to the
Standard’s informant one must not forget that Mexico at present has
& one-party government, similar to that of Russin, Italy, and Germany,
and that whoever opposes its action is considered an enemy of the state.
This authority holds that, if the Church withdraws entirely from polities
and devotes itself entirely to spiritual activities, the violent outbreaks
of hostility against it will cease. The Standard concludes quite well:
“Whether a government with atheistic tendencies and a Church with
political aspirations can walk together remains to be seen.” A,

A Word from the United Presbyterian Camp.—In the Lutheran
recently a few paragraphs were printed that had appeared in the United
Presbyterian, issued by the church-body bearing that name, and we think it
proper that our readers should see with what venom this Presbyterian jour-
nal speaks of the antiunionistic element in the Lutheran Church.

“To an outsider it would seem that the difficulties in the way of union
among Lutherans are greater than those which exist in the other large
Protestant families. While doctrinally the Lutheran branches may be close
together, in their attitude, outlook, and practises they differ sharply. Some
of them are evangelical and socially minded, while others are reactionary
and sacramentarian. At least one of the conservative branches maintains
& hautewr and exclusiveness equal to that of the Roman Catholic Church.
It would look as if a good deal of adjustment would be required before
this branch could become one with those branches which hold an inclusive
rather than an exclusive attitude.

“It is significant that, the farther one gets down the scale, the less
pronounced is the sentiment for union. The average of all the little
branches is but 55 per cent. Two factors cnter into this. One is that
a narrow and intense loyalty is apt to exist in a little group, which has
a bitter struggle to exist, a loyalty mot to the Kingdom, but to the or-
ganization as such. The other factor is the cramping effect of a narrow
horizon. One can confine his thinking and energies within the limits of
his little group so completely as to remain in ignorance of the big prob-
lems and issues of the day and civilization in which he lives.”

This sounds strange, does it not, especially since it comes from a church-
body which for many years refused to aflilinte with other Presbyterian
bodies because it insisted that in the church services not our lovely church
hymns, but merely psalms should be used as songs of praise and that in-
strumental music must be barred from church services. A.

10
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John Dewey’s “God.” —In the Christian Oentury Prof. H.N.Wie-
man makes the rather startling announcement that Prof. Dewey, the well-
known New York philosopher and humanist, believes in “God.” Professor
Dewey recently published a book entitled A Common Faith, and it is in an
appraisal of this book that Professor Wieman makes the statement re-
ferred to. “He pronounces non-theistic humanism as futile and mistaken
and thus clearly separates himself from that movement with which many
have identified him (pp.53.54). Above all he declares his knowledge of
God and devotion to God.” A person might be inclined to use this as
the text of a discourse setting forth that in the last analysis atheism is
found to be not workable. When one reads, however, how Professor Dewey
defines or deseribes the God he believes in, one cannot wax enthusiastic
over his declaration. Who is the God that he does homage to? Is it
the God who has revealed Himself in the Scriptures, the Father of our
Lord Jesus Christ? No. This is what Professor Wieman says: “We can
put Dewey’s idea of God into a single summarizing sentence: God is the
activity which connects the ideal with the actual.” God not a person,
but merely an activity! Can we turn to an activity and say “Abba,
Father”? Professor Dewey's book may prove that he is groping for the
truth, but it likewise furnishes mournful testimony that he is still encom-
passed by abysmal darkness. A

Cnlendar Reform. — This world movement reccived a strong im-
petus on August 29 during a meeting of the Universal Christian Council
for Life and Work at Farnoe, Denmark, when the council, under the
leadership of Dr. S. Parkes Cadman of America and the Bishop of Chiches-
ter of England, adopted a resolution pledging the churches of the world
to cooperation for calendar reform and for the stabilization of the date
of Enster. The Government and the League of Nations will be urged to
proceed with the necessary legislation. The report of a questionnaire sheet
to the American clergy of many denominations lists only 1,178 replies.
Only 39 replies are credited to Lutheran ministers. There are about 12,000
clergymen listed in the various bodies of our Lutheran Church. The per-
centage of those interested appears so small that it would be folly to base
any conclusion upon the figures. That the question of endorsement will
come up before the two national conventions in October — United Lu-
theran Church and American Lutheran Church — seems certain.

News Bulletin, N. L. C.

General Evangeline Booth.—1In the clection which was held to
provide a new head for the Salvation Army, Miss Evangeline Booth was
chosen. She will soon be sixty-nine years old and, according to the rules
of her organization, will have to retire from the position of general after
four years. That the Salvation Army leaders elected n woman to be their
general and representative is evidence that this body is not faithful to
Biblical teachings. Its plea that in this case it merely follows the preach-
ing of St.Paul, who has told us that in Christ “there is neither male nor
female,” is one of the many instances in which the Secriptures are mis-
interpreted and misapplied. Miss Evangeline Booth is a daughter of the
founder of the Salvation Army, General William Booth. A
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I1. Ausland.

Bie lange werben bic gewiffenhaften Ghriften Deutidlandd in der
Reiddfivdhe verbleiben? ,Die lepte Velenninisjynode, die vom 18. bid
gum 20. Ottober 1084 in Verlin-Dallem tagte, tirft ftarte Wellen. Sie
Bat den Brudh mit dem deutdriftlichen SKirdjenregiment offen bollzogen,
und bon allen Eeiten im Neid) fommen Jujtimmungen. Am bedeutjamiten
it Die offene Bujtimmung ded babrijden Mutherijden Stivdhenrats. Scon
beginnt ber ilfrer der Befenntnisfynode, Priifes D. Stod), mit jelbjtindiger
Ginfiifrung bon $farcern; bie erfte gefdial am 12. Oftober mit ber Gins
fiibrung bed Pfarrers in dbem Dirfdien Schale.” Dad deutjddriftliche Sons
fijtorium in Milnfter tweigecte jich, dicfen von der Gemeinde rechtmiiig
ﬂtlnc!)_[lcn Pfarrer gu bejtitigen, weil ex es ablehnte, dem Stivchenregiment
unbedingten @ehorfam gu geloben. (3. G. . §i., 2. November 1934.) —
«Yotfdaft ber Velenninisfynode der Deutfden Gvans
gelifdien ticvdhe. Mit Polizeigewalt Hat dic Meidstivdenregicrung
Ilq@ ber lut:ﬁ_ti[il‘dnn aud) bie toiicttembergijdie und die bayrijde Sirdhens
leitung bejeitigt. Damit Gat die jdon langft in der cvangelijden Stirde
b_ﬁf'kﬂ!c und feit dbem Sommer 1933 offenbar getvordene Jerriittung
cmen Hobepuntt erceicht, angefichts defjen wir 1nd gu folgender Erildrung
gegioungen feen: I . ., 2. Die unter der Parole ,ein Staat, ein Volf,
cine ﬁ.mﬁc' bom Neidhsbijdof crjtrebie Nationalfivdje bedeutet, dafy dasd
(E.Mnnchum file bie Deutidhe Cvangelife Stirdje aufjer Straft gefebt und
die Botidaft Der Slivdje an die Midjte dicjer Welt ausgelicfert twird.
3. Dic angemafte AlleinGerrjdinft des NReidhsbijdhofd und jeines NRedhis-
lml.ierB Dat ein in ber evangelifdien Stivdge unmigliches Papjttum aufe
ll““ﬁ*ft « o« 1L 1, Alle unfere von Sdrift und BVefenninis Her crhobenen
s_l‘l’ltfl‘t. Warnungen und Mahnungen find umjonjt geblichen. Jm Glegens=
teil, die Meidhslirdiencegicrung bat unter WVernjung auf bdie Fithrer und
“_'““ DHerangichung und Mitwirhung politijdier Getvalten riidjidtslos ihe
hWﬁtircnua Werl fortgefefst. . . . 8. Damit tritt dad Frdlidhe Not-
tedit ein, gu defien Berliindbung tvir Geute gegtoungen jind. IIL 1, Wic
fiellen fejt: Die Verfaffung der D. E. §t. ijt geridilagen. Jhre redimifigen
Ctgnne bejteben nicht mehr. Die Manner, die fidh der Sirdenleitung im
Reidh u_nb in den Qandern bemddjtigten, Haben fid) durdy ihr Handeln von
der driftlidien Stivdje gefdhieden. . . . 8. Wir fordern die drijtlidhen Ges
nm.nbcn. ibre Pfarrer und liejten auf, von der bisherigen Neidjstirden=
regierung und ihren BVehorden feine Weijungen entgegenzunchmen und {id
ven ber Bujammenarbeit mit bemen uriidzuzichen, bie dicjem Slirdjens
regiment tociterhin geforfam fein twollen. Wic fordern fie auf, fid) an die
Unordnungen der Velenninidfhynode der D. E. §. und der von ihr anerfanns
ten Organe gu Balten. . . .“ Diefe Entjdlicfung tourde nod) am 20. Oftober
1"_‘“ ~mitfhrer” iibergeben. (Y. €. L. §i., 26. Oftober.) Damit ift .der Brud
m.l! bem deutfdcrijtliden Sirdhencregiment offen vollgogen”, aber
nidt der Vrud) mit der MNeidyslirde. Die Protejtierenden bdenfen nidit
daran, eine Freifivde gu grinmden — aud der Reidyslirdie auszuireten.
Cie begeidmen fid) emphatijdy als .die Vefenninisjynode bder Deutidjen
Evangelijden Siivdge”, appellicren an den ,Filhrer” und, i Punit IV
lautet, ,iibergeben biefe unfere Grifdrung der MeichSregicrung, bitten fie,
bon der in der . €. §b. vollzogenen Entfdeidbung Stenntnid zu nehmen, und
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fordern bon ifr die Ynerfennung, dafy in Sadjen ber Stirdje, ifrer Lefre
und Ordnung bdie Sivdje unbejdhadet ded ftaatliden Aufjidtdredits su urteis
fen 1md au cnifdjeiden Berufen ijt“. lUnbejdadet ded ftaatlidhen Yuffidtss
ved)is! Diefe Manner rwollen, obroohl fie BHeftig gegen die Snivenbung
von Polizeigelvalt, gegen die Herangichung und Mitwickung politijder Ges
talten in Stivdienfachen protefticren, von einer reinem und bioligen Trens
nung von Stirdie und Staat nidts mwifjen. MWie viele Bijdyfe muiifjen nod
abgefebt und in Pausarvejt gefeist twerden, bid bem Gtaat dad ﬁuﬁiﬁfl-
redit geliindigt toicd? 1lnd wenn aud) Bijdhvfe einftiveilen foieber eine
aefelst terden, mwasd fdiibt jic vor baldiger Wiederabfepung? Hier Bilft
nidyté ald die Freifirdje.

The Christian Century vom 81. Oltober fagt au den oben mitgeteilten
Vejdliifjen ber Velenninisjynode: “The effort of the protesting synod to
free itself from the trammels of state control will not have the success
which its spiritual energy and Christian heroism deserve unless it has
the courage to take one more step, which, so far as the reports indicate,
it has not yet contemplated. The way to be free from the burden and
bondage of control by the state is to surrender the real or fancied ad-
vantages of support by the state. . . . No Church can be effectively and
satisfactorily free which is the recipient of specinl favors and privileges
from the sccular order. . . . The government has, to be sure, gone beyond
the reasonable limits to which the state may go in the control of ﬂu
Church, and the protesters have dome well to stand against this invasion
of their rights as Christians. But there is no complete and permanent
escape from the dilemma short of a radical, root-and-branch separation
of the Church from the State at whatever cost in buildings and income
and status.” arum Ionnen die getvifjenbaften Ghriften jich nidt ents
fdlicen, aud der NeidSlivdie audzugehen? Jjt ed bie @elbfrage? el
mandjen, biclleidit bei vielen, fillt dicfe Sade fdwer ind Gewidt. The
Christian Century vom 14. Rovember jagt bariiber: “Already Mueller has
been subjected to the indignity of . . . being forced to reinstate in office
the intractable bishops of Bavaria and Wuerttemberg, who had, even when
arrested, refused to acknowledge his authority. . . . Impressive as is the
victory which the evangelical pastors have won, however, it remains to be
seen whether they will know how to use it. At the moment there are
indications that the pastors are almost as much dismayed at the prospect
that Hitler's announcement of a hands-off policy on religious matters may
logically involve an end to tax-supported churches ns they are elated over
the defeat of Mueller.” Das mag bei mandjen, bei bielen vielleidt, gue
trefjen. Diefe Crivigung fann ja bor dem Forum bded Getvifjens m@l
Beftchen. Aber aud) die Crfahrung verivirft fie ald cine nidjtige. _SDIG
Stirdie, aud) die Stirdhe in Deutfchland, fann fehr gut ohne die ﬁnﬂgaleut
1interftilpung bes Staates fertig werden, und die VerlegenBeiten und nitigen
Ginfdranfungen ber fibergangsperiode twerden fidh ertragen lafjen. “The
Baptist and Methodist churches in Germany are free churches. They owe
nothing to the state because they get nothing from it. They are on their
own. They stand or fall by the appeal which they make to the people
and by the degree of support which their members voluntarily give to
them. . .. In times like these and under such a government such liberties
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are worth all they cost.” (The Christian Century) Die [utherijden Freis
Ticdien in Deut{dland fonnen ifre Acbeit aud) gang gut ofne jtaatlidhe
Beibilfe verridjten. Sonnen die Ghriften in ber Reichslirdhe Ebnliches
Ieijten?  Der europiifche Beridyterjtatter des , Sirdenblatts jdhreibi: ,.Bahls
teidie ,belennenbde’ Gemeinden, die gu ifren gemafregelten Pfarrern jtehen,
Gemeinden, die bielfad) fogar aus bden Stivdjengebdubden exmittiert tourden
unb die bagu nod) bie wirtidaftlide Exijteng ihrer Geiftlidhen und Stirdjens
beamten fragen muften, Baben fid) meijtens fihig geaeigt, die grofen Lajten
au tragen. Die Opfermilligleit und Hingabe der Ynbinger der Velenniniss
tivdie Bat bisher [24. Stovember] alle Crivartungen iibertrofjen.”

El_ Bandelt fid) Hier aber bei manden nidht um die Geldfrage, twenigs
ftend nidht aus{dlieklich oder Hauptiadhlich. SIndere Erivigungen geben den
!Euli_d)[ug. Die althergebraditen Werfiltnifje und die darauf beruBhenden,
tiefeingelourgelten nfdhamungen madien e mandiem fo fdiver, jidh zu
tr_mnm. Man Yann fid nidt von dem Gedbanlen lodmadien, daf bie Vers
bindung von Stirdle und Staat das von Gott Gleivollte, das Normale ijt.
€o ift jedenfalls das Wort vom ,Lirhlichen N ot redht” in der Crildrung
der Belenninidfonode gu verjtehen. Anbdere wieder meinen, daf ihr Jeugs
nis fiic bie Wahrheit Fraftiger wicken fonne, twenn jie die alten Verbins
bungen nidjt gerceifen; fie meinen, um des Gerviffens willen in der Reidhss
Tirdge Bleiben au miifien. 1infere Frage: Wie lange tverden bdie gemwifjens
Boften Ghrijten Deutidilands in der Meichstivdhe verbleiben? Hat dafer den
Emn_: Wie Tange Iird dad durd) Goited Wort qebildete und gefddrite
Gemifien ben Ghriften erfauben, in ber unierten Neidhslivde gu vers
b!_tiben? Man tritt jo niht von Heute anf morgen aud ciner verderbten
Slirdie au8; man bdarf aber aud nidt cinhundert Jahre lang gufehen, vie
ba3 Beugnis gegen dic Lilge ungehirt verhalt.

reten aber die Deutidien Chrijten, reformicrte und Iutherijhe Ehris
ften, um de3 Getvifjensd willen aus der unierten Reidyslivde ausd, jo diicfen
fie fid nun audy nicht in ciner unierten BVelenninisfynobe verbriibern. Die
Reformierten, denen e8 um ihr Vefenntnis ein Ernjt ijt, Wnnen e8 nidt
tun. Biel weniger ¥onnen 3 die ernjten Luiheraner tun, die fid) deStvegen
gu ifrem Tuterifen Wefenninis befennen, teil fidy gottlich getif jind,
baf ba8 reformierte Velenninid jdriftwidrig ijt. Viele Luiferaner mweigern
fi barum, fih mit der Belenninisfynode au identifizicren. Was follen
dieje gufammen mit denen, die um ded Gewijjens twillen fdliellich aus der
ﬂielmninili\)nnbc austreten, tun? €8 bleibt nidhtd ilbrig al3 bdie BVildung
tiner feft auf Gottes Wort und dem [utherijhen Vefenntnid ftehenden Freis
lirdle. Gie mdgen ihre cigene Freitivdhe bildem. Die treuen Lutheraner
terden fid dann {djon zufammenfinden. —

Die LA E L K. vom 9. November beridhtet, daf der Fiihrer und
Reiddlangler bie drei Lanbdesbijdife D. Meifer (Vayern), D. Marafrens
(Hannover) und D. Wurm (Wiirttemberg) am 80, Oftober in 3tveiftindiger
Hudieng empfing (. Der Reichsbijchof war nidgt dabei, RedjtSwalter Dr. Jdger
aud) nidjt“), bafy die beiden abgefeisten Landesbifdyofe, Meifer und Wurm,
Iieder in ifr Amt cingefest mwurden und dafj .die Neiddregierung Ddie
Reditdungiiltigleit der Nationaljynode vom Auguft mit ihren Glefehen, auf
benen der Ginbrudy in Wiicttemberg beruht, anerfannt Hat* (Rundjdjreiben
ber bom fandesbijdhof Wurm BVeaufiragten), und verdffentlicht fieben Jus
fdciften an ben Meidjsbijchof, feinen Miidtritt betreffend. Die Lanbeds
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bifhofe Meifer, Wurm, Marahrend und Jiinler (BVreslau) Halten ifm bor:
»Jun miifjen Sie e8 erleben, daf die Hidjjten Organe ded Staates die bon
Qbnen vollzogene Gefeiygebung ald redjtSunivickjam erfldren” und erflaren:
#BWir fehen 1nd gendtigt, Sie auf bdad dringendjte gu bitten, dem ;Glnd
und ber Stirdje wenigjtens den Dienft gu tun, baf Sie die Moglidleit filr
cinen Meuanfang und cine Vefriedbung der Stirdje durd) Jhren Riidtritt
idaffen.” Der Bruderrat (Befenntnisfynode; Prifes D. Stod) .forderts
daf; ber gegenmvirtige Jnbaber ded Neidysbijdhofsamts unveriiglidy feinen
Plap rdumt’. Der Luiherifdje Nat (Meifer, Vorjiender) exflirt: _.‘Bﬂ-'
LQuiberijde Nat, ju dem Jwed gebildet, dem Mutherifdhen BVelenninis inners
Balb dex D. €. §. die ihm gebithrende Gleltung zu verjdaifen, fieht ducd) bie
von Jhnen geduldete Velenminisgefahedung cine tobdlide Gefabhr fﬁf_b‘“
Yejtand der D, € . Das Schreiben der lniverfititen an den Reidss
bijchof ift von 118 theologijhen HodjiGullehrern unterzeidnet (von Althaus,
Clext, Safje, Dibelins, Gogarten, Vrunner, Heim, Nittel, Wehrung ujiw).
Die Leipgiger Univerfititstheologen gingen gefondert vor. Sie berdfjents
liditen am Sdjiwargen Breit folgenden Mnfdlag: Wi Unterzeidneten Wml
folgended Telegramm an den Herrn Reidysbijdiof geriditet: ,Wir theologis
jben Dodifdullehrer bitten injtdndig, dajj Sie bder gerriitteten und nad
Fricden verlangenbden Stivdje den Dienjt tun, fofort guriidguireten. Hud
toir fampfen um cine wabrhaft innerlidh geeinte, im Vol ftehende Evans
gelijde Meidhstivdhe.* — Man fieht, dafy viele deutjdje Stirdjenminner frof
allem und allem den status quo beibehalten twollen. (1) Sie denlen mﬁ:!
bdaran, ben Gtaat von ber Stirdje gu trennen, jondern freuen fid), N_IB die
» 0N e id8 regicrung”, ,dic Hidjten Organe ded3 Staated”, dic !_lt(ﬁ'
lidie ,®ecfebgebung” ciner Mevifion unterzogen Gaben. (2.) Die in _b“
D. G, . bejtchende lnion joll fortbejtchen. Sie fehen nod) inm}tt l_ulﬂ-
daf cine .tabrhaft innerlid gecinte” Coangelijde ﬂitlt_ﬁﬂlr#-
die Lutheraner und Reformicerte, Pofitive und Liberale umfaft, eine Uns
miglidhleit ift. 1nd twir fHnnen und abjolut nidt in ben Gedanlengang
be8 Luiberijhen Maid Bincinfinden: er will dem Iuiherijden ﬂdﬂ}ntn&i
innexhald der Coangelijfien Meidhslivdie Geltung berjdaffen, damit die
Coangelifde Stivdje Bejtand Habe! Wi jtellen und die Sadye jo vor: twenn
die Luiheraner ihr Vefenninis gur Geltung bringen, fo fliegt die MReidyds
firdhe in taujend Stiide andeinanbder. €.
Convention of the Episcopalians. — When the Episcopalians l.lll
October met in Atlantic City for their triennial convention, the opening
service was more of n pageant than of an occasion for worship. “More
than twenty-five thousand massed in the great Atlantic City Auditorium
to watch the procession of bishops and clergy, followed by lay delegates,
march to their places, confronting an altar under an enormous canopy,—
the press was informed that it was an Byzantine baldachino, —much like
that which provided the focus for the Eucharistic Congress of the Roman
Catholics held in Chicago a few years ago,” so writes the correspondent
of the Christian Century. One main thought in the opening sermon of
Bishop Perry strikes one as very sensible, namely, the admonition ad-
dressed to his Church to let the composing of their own differences be
their chief contribution to church unity. The convention consists of two
houses, that of Bishops and that of Deputies. The convention was con-
fronted by financial troubles, and it reduced the budget of the National
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Council by almost four hundred thousand dollars. Of the resolutions
adopted, one that deserves special mention is that which permits deacon-
esses to marry and which was carried in spite of the opposition of the
High-churchmen. What disgusts the Bible Christian, however, is the
provision that deaconesses, if their bishop approves, may now preach, too.
As to the question whether bishops might be called from one diocese to
another, it was voted that bishops should remain in the see to which
they first were clected. When o young clergyman had the daring to state
that the Russian Church in its collapse merely reaped what it had sown,
two bishops on the following day voiced apologies on behalf of the Church
for the eriticism of the Russian Orthodox Church. Two cvents that were
given much publicity were the refusal of the convention to drop the name
“Protestant” from the denomination’s official title and the refusal of the
House of Bishops to recognize the election of the Rev. John Torok, who
had been ordained in an Orthodox Church as suffragan bishop of the
Anglo-Catholic diocese of Enu Claire, Wis. The attempt to make the
presiding bishop an archbishop and to clect him for life was not suc-
cessful.  What is surprising in a conservative body like that of the Epis-
copalians is that birth control was approved. A resolution was adopted
which reads: “We endorse the efforts now being made to secure for
licensed physicians, hospitals, and medical clinies freedom to convey such
information ns is in accord with the highest principles of eugenies and
& more wholesome family life, wherein parenthood may be undertaken
with due respect for the health of mothers and the welfare of their
children.”

The great sensation of the convention came near the close. A Com-
mittee of Ten on National and International Questions presented a report
which is described as ultraconservative. When it was presented to the
convention, it created so much angry opposition that most of it was
rejected and through the insertion of amendments an altogether new
document produced. Endeavoring to keep the pendulum at the extreme
right, these gentlemen, we are told, had to see it swing to the opposite
extreme. The resolutions that finally were adopted declare opposition
to all war; they furthermore request our Government to grant con-
scientious objectors of any Christinn denomination the same status which
the Quakers have enjoyed in the past; they sound a trumpet-blast against
the munitions traffic and place the Church on record as favoring social
insurance, the right of collective bargaining, and the partnership relation
between employer and employees. Thus in the end the advocates of the
“soeial gospel” won another triumph. A.

Victories of the Bible.— The November issue of the Foreign Alis-
sionary (United Lutheran Church) has a timely interest because of its
series of articles telling of the Bible in the Telugu, Japanese, Chinese,
and Spanish languages, in which the Board is doing its work. One reads
with new interest in the Liberian Missions that the English Bible is used
there. The Gospel of St.Mark, translated into Kpelle and published by
the American Bible Society, is not in common use, we are told, although
translations of the Common Service both in Kpelle and Buzi, of Luther’s
Small Catechism, and of hymns are in use.— News Bulletin of N.L.C.

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1935 11



https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol6/iss1/17

Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 6 [1935], Art. 17

152 Theological Observer. — Ricd)lich=Zeitge[chichtliches.

Rome and the Scandinavian Countries.—The Luthcran Com-
panion places before its readers some statements taken from the Universe,
a Roman Catholic journal published in London, England, which are of
more than ordinary interest. Speaking of the influence of the’ Reforma-
tion in the Scandinavian countries, this Roman Catholic journal expresses
itself as follows: “In an important lecture to the Pius XI Institute in
Paris, Pere Bechaux, O. P., who is head of the Dominicans in Norway and
Sweden, gave an interesting survey of the Catholic position in Scandinavia.
There is probably no part of Europe in which the Reformation was 80
overwhelming and has prevented any wide-spread Catholic revival for so
long. Even in Norway, where the Reformation was enforced less ruth-
lessly than in Sweden, conversions to Catholicism were not recognized by
law until 1873. At present there are only four thousand Catholies in
a population of six millions in Sweden. There are only ten parishes, with
twenty-one priests, of whom only two are Swedes. In Norway religious
freedom was conceded in 1843, but even there the Church has only three
thousand Catholics, with five Norwegians among its forty-two priests.
In Finland a Vicariate Apostolic was established in 1020, after the Revo-
lution; but there are not yet 1,800 Catholies, with only four parishes
and cight priests, of whom two are Finns. Denmark has very much the
largest Catholic population, with twenty-five thousand Catholics (among
3,500,000) and forty missions, with ninety priests, of whom twenty are
Danes. But there is an awakening in all these countries that may make
the history of the near future very different.” That these countries, Jjust
as well as ours, need an awakening may be true cnough. But we de-
voutly hope that, when it comes, it will not mean a return to Rome. A.

Some Statistics on Iceland. — Dr. G. L. Kicffer has compiled some
interesting facts on famous Iceland, known as a Lutheran country. Its
population at the end of 1932 was 111,555, Its capital, Reykjavik, in 1032
had 30,566 inhabitants. As to education Dr. Kieffer writes: “The elemen-
tary instruction is compulsory for a period of five years, the school age
being from ten to fourtcen years. Before the age of ten children are
usually privately educated, at any rate, in the country. In 1028/20 there
were 238 clementary schools, with 400 teachers and 8,700 pupils. There
are also several continuation schools for young people. The population
is almost entirely Icelandic. llliteracy is negligible.” This is the status
of religion: “The National Church, and the only one endowed by the
state, is the Evangelical Lutheran. There is complete religious liberty,
and no civil disability is attached to those mot of the national religion.
The affairs of the National Church are under the superintendence of one
bishop. In the census of 1930, 1,503, or 1.4 per cent., were returned as
Dissenters. The Adventists in 1020 had 167, the other Protestant churches
125, the Catholics 67 members, and 204 did not give any church con-
nection. The total of Evangelical Lutherans in 1020 was 04,227; in 1930,
107,358.” It seems law and order are observed on that island. “In 1928
there were 34 men and 3 women convicted of crime; in 1029, 30 men and
one woman; in 1030, 37 men and one woman.” Reading these figures,
one must endorse the statement of Dr. Kieffer: “Crime in Iceland is almost
negligible as compared with the population.” A
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