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] I. XAmerika.

The Church and Social Questions. —That conservative Lutherans
are not the only ones who are uttering words of warning with respect to
the tendency, now prevailing in many churches, to give their energies over
to the solution of social questions is well cvidenced by the following article
in the Presbyterian Banner, which we consider very timely.

“Christ kept largely aloof from political and sociological affairs that
weroe surging around Him like a boiling sea and fixed His attention and
teaching on the inner life of man more than upon his circumstances. The
Sermon on the Mount was His platform and plan for His kingdom, and
the opening beatitudes embodied its cssentinl elements. Over and over
again He taught that His kingdom was not of this world and was not meat
and drink, work and wages, but is within us, a state of mind and Church.

“The Church should concentrate upon this spiritunl goal and teaching
and preach the gospel of repentance and obedience and righteousness and
peace. As we read the topics of the sermons announced in our churches
and the volumes of sermons issuing from the press and read the deliver-
ances of many church assemblies, we cannot but wonder whether the Church
is not drifting off from its main message and mission into subordinate
fields, where it does not speak with authority and where its voice is lost
in confusion of words. In its own field the Church has a great oppor-
tunity to propagate and emphasize the fundamental spiritual principles
that underlie and promote all human welfare.

“Very suggestive and of wide implication and application was that
incident in the life of Jesus when He refused to decide a lawsuit between
two brothers. On one occasion, when He was preaching, a man spoke up
and asked Him: ‘Teacher, bid my brother divide the inheritance with me.'
Jesus was not speaking on this subject, and the interruption shows what
people may be thinking about when we are preaching. Jesus answered:
‘Man, who made Me a judge or a divider over you?” He refused to interfere
in such a case. It might be thought, and possibly some there present did
think, that He ought to have settled that plain case of injustice. Why
talk so smoothly and beautifully about brotherly justice and love and then
refuse to give justice to n wronged brother?

“There are those to-day who apparently want the Church to step into
the tangled field of industrial economics and straighten out its knots and
snarls. But this proposal raises the question of the competence of the
Church to do this, as it is not trained in this field and quickly shows its
incompetence when it endeavors to do so. As Professor Douglass, professor
of economics in the University of Chieago, showed in a recent article on
this question, the Church usually proposes remedies that result in “frustra-
tion.” Some are telling us that the Church should lay out the general plan
of social betterment and then the economists must fill in the details.
We rather think the economists would smile at this proposal to relegate
them to the subordinate place of filling in details to church proposals and
plans and would say that it is their professional business to propose gen-

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1935



Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 6 [1935], Art. 55

Theological Observer. — Rird)lidy:Seitgefdicitliyes. 455

eral plans as well as the details. Anyway, what Jesus refused to touch
it would be well for the Church to leave alone in so far as presuming to
settle plans and details for such a complicated piece of machinery as the
social order is concerned. But it has much to say about the spirit that
should underlie such plans.

“However, we still ask, What did Jesus do about this request of the
injured brother? Did He toss it aside and do nothing whatever about it?
No; He did do something that was fundamental about it. ‘And He said
unto them, Take heed and keep yourselves from all covetousness; for
& man's life consisteth not in the abundance of the things which he pos-
sesseth” He put His finger right on the root of the trouble between theso
two brothers and intimated that selfishness was at the bottom of the whole
affair. The one brother, if he had wronged the other, and the grieved
brother were both motivated by a spirit of selfishness, which was the soil
out of which this ugly quarrel grew. Change the root, and all the branches
and blossoms and fruit will change with it. All selfishness is sin, and all
sin is selfishness. This is the universal cause of all our forms of individual
and social wrongs; and until we can make this tree good, its fruits will
continue to be evil. .

“Christ came to lay the ax at the root of this tree. ‘Take heed and
keep yourselves from all covetousness; for a man’s life consisteth not in
the abundance of the things which he possesseth.’ Covetousness often has
to do with things, especially the ‘abundance’ of them, and our social strife
is mostly concerned with these possessions. Jesus shifted our seale of
values from things to spirit, from the outer to the inner, from the kingdom
of this world to the kingdom of God. This is the keynote of His Gospel,
the main message to be preached, and it is the message He has committed
unto us. We make o mistake if we transfer the message from the inner
to the outer and lose it in the world. There are tendencies that seem to
show that we are substituting psychology for sin, and sociology for salva-
tion. It is a great time for the Church of Jesus Christ if it will adhere to
His Gospel and preach and apply its spiritual message to a confused world,
which has no hope without it.” A

Against the Lodges.— A clear testimony against the lodge evil
recently appeared in the Lutheran Standard, in an article written by
E. Gerfen, D. D,, who used the caption “The Lodge Question.” After
pointing out that what we have to object to is not the fact that the lodge
bas some secrets, the writer considers the arguments which show that
membership in lodges is contrary to the teachings of the Holy Scriptures.
He first shows that Masonry, “the mother of all other lodges,” “has and
promulgates o certain religion.” Adverting to the chief objection against
the lodge, its antagonism to Christ and His Gospel, the author relates
this interesting incident: “A party well known to the writer was per-
suaded by leading Masons to join their order. They assured him that
there is nothing in their lodge that conflicts with his religion, politics,
or family and that the sole object of the order is fraternity, benevolence,
and sociability. This man was soon made chaplain of the lodge. He once
asked the Grand Orator two questions: 1. When we demand of our mem-
bers the belief in a Higher Being or the great Architect of the Universe,
do we mean that this Higher Being is the Triune God of the Bible that
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lies on our altar? 2. Why is the name of Jesus Christ not mentioned in
our prayera? The answer was: ‘Your first question is not debatable in the
lodge, since every member may have his own idea about it. As to your
second question, we have members who are Jews, Mohammedans, Bud-
dhists, and others who do not believe in Christ; hence we omit His name
in our prayers, so as not to offend such members.” Well, that opened the
oyes of this party, and he at once quit the lodge, because he believed in
the Triune God of the Bible, to whom he could pray only in the name of
Christ. From all this we are justified in declaring that Masonry is anti-
«christinn, and as such we reject any fellowship with it.”

Concerning the method which we are to pursue in dealing with lodge-
members Dr. Gerfen remarks: “Some congregations have a paragraph in
their constitution to the effect that any member who joins a lodge ex-
cludes himself from the congregation. To keep church-members from
uniting with the lodge is indeed a commendable object; but it is wrong
if no sincere effort is made, in the spirit of kindness and love, to deal
with these persons with a view to keeping them fully loyal to Christ. It
may happen, as it did to the writer, that there are lodge-members in the
congregation whose lodge-membership is unknown to the pastor. If such
members hear the pastor preach that Christ’s blood and righteousness
alone, apprehended by true faith, will justify us before God, and not the
work-righteousness of the lodge, they may, by the gracious work of the
Holy Spirit in their hearts, be induced voluntarily to quit the lodge. It is
uscless to argue with lodge-members about their signs, grips, and rites,
because the outsider knows very little about them and because a Mason
of any degree above the Blue Lodge may insist that your argument ap-
plies only to the lower degrees, since there are different signs, rites, and
symbols in the higher degrees. The sainted Dr. Schuette writes in his
Testimonies that whether a lodge-member under instruction is admitted
once or twice to the Holy Supper is a question which must be left to the
final decision of the pastor handling the case. And no synodical rule can
determine the pastor’s action in this respect. It calls for private Secl-
sorge (care of souls), for the pastor alone is responsible. If he truly
realizes his responsibility, he will not be lax or indifferent in his Seel-
sorge concerning the entire lodge question.”

These are good, helpful remarks. We merely add that, while it is
true that “no synodical rule can determine the pastor’s action in this
respect,” one great purpose why we form synods must not be overlooked
in this connection, namely, this, to have an organization where one brother
will strengthen the other in endeavoring to be faithful to the teachings
of God's Holy Word. It is indeed mot synodical rules that can decide
the questions we are here speaking of, but the Word of God, and the
various pastors, congregations, and individual members of the synod should
admonish one another to be loyal to what the great Head of the Church
has laid down as right and true. A.

Concerning the Attendance of Children at Movies. —The fol-
lowing paragraph is taken from the Commoniweal. It represents an in-
teresting development of the attitude concerning motion-picture theaters:
“The bill now before the New York Legislature, bearing upon children's
attendance at motion-picture theaters and sponsored by the State Societies
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for the Prevention of Cruclty to Children, has that combination of in-
telligence and flexibility, apparently, that renders it worthy of study and
support. It is radical, in the sense of reversing the present law, which
bars from these theaters unaccompanied minors under sixteen, and speci-
fying instead the conditions under which children in groups should be
admitted. These conditions have been formulated after careful study,
obviously; one is not surprised to learn that they are based upon a state-
wide survey, supplemented by consultation with mayors, fire and police
officials, and religious and civic leaders. It is generally recognized of course
that the statute now assuming to prevent the unauthorized presence of
children at the movies is very loosely enforced; indeed, by the fact that
very large numbers of children constantly evade it and spend much time:
in theaters in no way prepared for their presence, it may be said actively
to promote the various dangers, physical and moral, which such unlicensed
attendance involves. The nmew measure aims to control their attendance
by admitting it. The hours specified are the non-school hours until six
o'clock in the evening, at which time all children must leave such theaters.
Houses certified as complying with the building codes are to reserve spe-
cial sections for children, to be supervised by a registered nurse or school-
teacher. The department of educatiom, it is provided, is to approve all
pictures shown to children, with whatever help the particular community
elects to give it by means of previewing committees. It is understood
that the law would not be mandatory, and hence the danger of perfune-
tory acceptance, with no real effort at enforcement, would be avoided. It
is not likely of course that the measure will be universally adopted, at
least at once; but those communities which see its value and put it into-
effect will be doing a splendid pioncering service in the solution of one of
the important problems of to-day.” P.E.K.
Lutheran Foreign Missions Conference. — On February 19 and 20
there was held in Milwaukee the Seventeenth Annual Convention of the
Lutheran Foreign Missions Conference, a unionistic organization compris-
ing representatives of the United Lutheran Church, Norwegian Lutheran
Church, Lutheran Augustana Synod, Lutheran Free Church, United Danish
Lutheran Church, American Lutheran Church, National Lutheran Couneil,.
Santal Lutheran Mission (which operates in the Santal region, Northern
India), and the Lutheran Orient Mission Society. According to the News
Bulletin of the National Lutheran Council it was resolved by the con-
ference to declare that it favored the publication of a general periodical
in the intercst of all Lutheran Forcign Missions. A committee of five was.
appointed to study this subject and to bring in a report mnext year. “It
was also decided to refer to tlie cooperating bodies for favorable considera-
tion the question of a fourth year of special instruction in Foreign Mis-
sions for missionaries in seminaries.” Concerning the appeal of Lutherans
in Shanghai, China, for a church, it was decided to “recommend to the
Lutheran Church of China that the Shanghai congregation be made a joint.
enterprise of all the Lutheran churches and missions in China and that
the Lutheran Church of China fix the proportionate financial responsibility
of each cooperating mission and church.” The plan of the National Lu--
theran Council for helping the German missions, which are deprived of
most of their income, was given the endorsement of the conference. “It.
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was decided to ask the National Lutheran Council to investigate the pos-
-8ibility of having foreign missionaries of American citizenship included
in the benefits of the Old-age Assistance of the proposed Economic
Security Act.” 5

The following theses, drawn up by Dr. Drach, secretary of the Mission
Board of the U. L. C., were approved “with some amendment” and will be
submitted to the general bodies concerned. It will be seen that in them
the unionistic spirit of the gathering blossomed forth in fully developed
form. The Necws Bulletin gives them in the following wording: —

“l. In every Foreign Mission field where more than one Lutheran board
-or society, American or European, is at work, the closest possible coopera-
tion should be cultivated in order that there may be in that ficld one
organized, united, indigenous Lutheran Church,

“2. In order that this may come to pass as speedily and effectively
-as possible and the life of the Church in the mission-field may reach its
highest possible level of activity and service, the Lutheran synods and
general bodies in America now organically divided should merge their
foreign missionary interest and effort by a coordination of all Lutherans
in America.

“3. The Lutheran Church in the mission-field is a part of the whole
Lutheran Church in the world and should be made conscious of this world-
‘wide relationship. At present the only world association is the Lutheran
‘World Convention, where Lutheran nationals from churches in Foreign
Mission fields have been welcomed and recognized ns representatives. Lu-
theran boards should encourage this world relationship by helping to
-secure and finance such representatives from Lutheran churches in Foreign
Mission fields.”

These theses scem to take for granted that the only thing separating
the Lutheran bodies of America, and of the world for all that, is nothing
but a little bickering and nagging, which can be removed or squelched by
a few fraternal resolutions. 4.

Ohio Lutherans Oppose Catholic Aid. — With the preservation of
the principle of complete separation of Church and State as the key-note
of their arguments, members of the various Lutheran groups in Ohio
Joined other Protestants in appearing before the Senate Finance Committee
to oppose the Davis Bill, which provides for State aid for Roman Catholic
parochial schools.

Pastor F.W. Loose, Lorain, O., representing the Missouri Synod, de-
clared that the only purpose in maintaining a parochial school is to teach
children religion. “As a Lutheran,” he said, “I object to being taxed to
help support any religion with which I do not agree. We ask ireedom
from the power of the State to force us to contribute to the support of
any religion to the tenets of which we do not subscribe.”

Dr. R. E. Tulloss, president of Wittenberg College, and Dr. W. G. Clip-
pinger, president of Otterbein College, appeared before the committee be-
cause the bill, besides appropriating $3,000,000 for parochial schools, would
appropriate $2,000,000 for denominational colleges not now receiving State
aid. “Have the denominational colleges conspired to violate that principle
of Church and State?” Dr. Tulloss asked. “Dr. Clippinger and I are here,”
he continued, “because without our knowledge and without our will we
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Bave been dragged into a situation. We bave been placed before the people
of this commonwealth as sceking something we did not seck. With all
the strength and force we can muster we oppose the granting of this aid,
and we refuse to accept it.”

The Rev. Edward W. Schramm, editor of the Luthcran Standard, told
the committee: “The Lutherans of Ohio, 250,000 strong, are opposcd to this
bill. If the Btate should give the requested funds, it would have the right
to dictate how those funds should be spent. That would be clearly a tie-up
of Church and State, and that is the thing, far more important than the
money involved, to which we object.” The Rev. Joseph Sittler, D. D., presi-
dent of the Synod of Ohio of the United Lutheran Church, also appeared
at the hearing and declared that “what is asked is not a surrender of
money, but a surrender of the great principle of separation of Church and
State” He predicted that the Church would suffer from the passage of
such a bill because of the opportunity thus offered the State to seek inter-
veation in church affairs. — Lutheran Standard, March 30, 1935.

The Trinl of Dr. Machen. — The first act in what will perhaps be-
come a famous and important bit of church history has now been com-
pleted. Dr.Machen was tried by a court appointed by the Presbytery of
New Brunswick and was found guilty of the charges preferred against him.
He had been ordered by the General Assembly to sever his conneetion with
the so-called Independent Board of Presbyterian Foreign Missions, and
when he refused to do this, his presbytery took action against him, which
resulted in his condemnation. The commission before which he appeared
consisted of three ministers and three ruling clders helonging to the New
Brunswick Presbytery. The newspaper report says that he was convieted
of all six charges that were brought against him. “He was found guilty
of defiance of the church authority, not being zealous in maintaining dis-
cipline of the Church, violation of his ordination vows, refusing sub-
jection to his brethren in the Lord, contempt and rebellion against his
fuperiors in the Church, and breach of his lawful promises.” Briefly, he
was charged with insubordination, and the commission held that the charge
was justified. The sentence says that he is suspended from the ministry
“till such time as he shall give satisfactory evidence of repentance.”

Dr.Machen denounces the trial as altogether unfair. The commission
refused to permit the introduction of evidence pertaining to the Auburn
Affirmation and the teachings of the Princeton faculty, evidence by means
of which Dr. Machen intended to show that the Presbyterian Board of
Foreign Missions is countenancing false teachings, espousing or tolerating
doctrinal errors contained in the Auburn Affirmation. Evidently the chief
question which the commission considered was whether Dr.Machen had
obeyed the order of the General Assembly to cease being identified with
the Independent Board. That this order had not been complied with and
that Dr. Machen had no intention of bowing to it was of course very evi-
dent and distinctly avowed by himself.

One feels very sorry to see that this Presbyterian commission felt it
should condemn a man who perhaps more valiantly and ably than anybody
else at the present time has been defending the great Bible-teachings de-
clared matters of indifference in the Auburn Affirmation, namely, the full
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truthfulness of Scripture, the virgin birth of Christ, His substitutionary
death as a sacrifice to satisfy divine justice, His bodily resurrection, and
His miracles. The works of Dr. Machen, Christianity and Liberalism, The
Origin of Paul’s Recligion, and The Virgin Birth, are considered classics
even outside of Fundamentalist circles. The very commission condemning
him could not avoid acknowledging “the great service he had done the
eause of Christian scholarship and in the fleld of orthodox thought.”

To show that in opposing the Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions
he is merely fulfilling a duty as a Christinn and protesting ngainst un-
belief, which is tolerated by this board, Dr. Machen points to books used
aat Nanking University, a union institution in China, which has been re-
ceiving the nssistance of the Presbyterian Board. One of these books is
Jesus of Nazareth, by George A. Barton. These sentences are found there:
“It is quite unnecessary to suppose that Lazarus was really dead; that
was only the belief of Palestinian peasants.” “The nature of His [Jesus']
resurrection is not so certain. . .. Was His body, which was buried in the
‘tomb, actually reanimated, . .. or was it simply the spirit of Jesus which
made itsclf manifest to the spirits of His disciples?” “The account [con-
cerning the widow of Nain’s son] was written by one who had only the
knowledge of that time and who, in common with all about him, believed
the young man to have been dead. There is nothing in the story, however,
inconsistent with the idea that a state of coma had been mistaken for death
:and that Jesus, with His uncommon psychic or magnetic power, had aroused
him from that state.” (Quoted in the Zmutheran Companion.)

We can well understand the holy wrath of Dr. Machen in sceing that
the official mission board of his Church identifies itself, even though in-
«direetly, with the spreading of views of such a nature.

It seems that a reaction is setting in, in favor of the condemned man.
‘The Literary Digest quotes the editor of the Presbyterian of the South as
saying that “because of Dr. Machen’s high Christinn character and his
outstanding work in the Church his conviction, under the circumstances,
will do the Church more harm than it will do him.” The editor of the
Presbyterian is quoted in the same journal as stating that “steps are being
taken to have rescinded the direction of the last assembly under which
Dr. Machen now suffers this suspension from his ministerial office. All
-over the country pastors and people arc becoming impatient with the
-official leadership in the Church which has allowed this chaotic confusion,
whereby belief finds itself on the defensive and enthusinsm for the historie
‘witness of the Church finds itself thrust out from the Churech, which is
‘orgianized to bear that witness.” Dr. Machen has appealed to the Synod
of New Jersey. If he fails to find justice there, he may take his case
to the General Assembly. The Philadelphia Presbytery has decided to
-ask the Synod of New Jersey to set aside the verdict of the New Brunswick
Presbytery. The moderator of the Presbytery of New York, according to
the Literary Digest, has paid Dr. Machen a remarkable tribute, declaring
that the decision against him “is the more regrettable because Dr. Machen
has steadily upheld those doctrines which historically have stood central
in Reformed theology. In an age of loose thinking, of vague conjecture in
*Christian faith, his position has been clear-cut, definite, the fruit of in-
‘tellectual honesty and passionate conviction.”
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The question seems to be whether the machinery of the Church, which
‘is dominated by Modernists or by lukewarm adherents of the old teachings,
is to win in this struggle or ardent loyalty, at times probably of the
-Tugged sort, to the old confessional positions. A.

Some More Papyrus Fragments.—In the Toronto Daily Star of
April 20, 1035, an article was published by Dr. H. Idris Bell, keeper of
‘manuscripts at the British Museum. Last year the British Museum ac-
‘quired three papyrus fragments which contain material pertaining to Jesus.
The time of writing of these papyri is supposed to have been 150 A.D.
Dr. Bell gives the following translation of what is readable in the three
‘fragments: —

“a) When they have [or ye have, or he has] shut up [the ...] in [...]
place ... it [?] has been secretly placed under . . . [? why is] its weight
unweighed.

“b) Aiid when they were perplexed at [His] strange question, Jesus,
-as He walked, stood still [on the] edge of the [riv]er Jordan and stretched
forth [His] right hand, He . . . and sprinkled it upon the . . .

“e) And then . . . water that had been sp[rinkled?] ..  and it ...
be[fore them] and sent forth fruit. . . .”

According to Dr. Bell the conjectures of several scholars would restore
the text to read as follows: “When they [or ye, etc.] have shut the seed
in a hidden place, when it is laid out of sight in the earth, why does its
-abundance become immeasurable [literally, why does its weight become
unweighed]? And when they were perplexed at His strange question,
Jesus, ns He walked, stood still on the edge of the river Jordan and
stretched forth His right hand, He filled it with [or, He brought] corn
and sprinkled it upon the river. And then, taking water on which the
corn had been sprinkled, He cast it upon the land; and it was quickened
[or, it sprang up] before them and sent forth fruit.”

Dr. Bell admits that a good deal of doubt attaches to this restoration,
and he says that probably it ought to be rejected. It may be that these
fragments, written in Greek, belong to some apocryphnl gospel. We may
class them with the so-called Logia of Jesus, which were found in papyri
in Egypt by Grenfell and Hunt. At any rate, what is stated here does not
feem to have any connection with material in our gospels. A.

Another Stanza for ‘“America.” — Rev. Benjamin Copeland, who
belongs to the Methodist Church in Buffalo, N.Y., has written a new con-
cluding stanza for the so-called “national hymn.” According to the Chris-
tian Century “the revised hymn will probably appear in the new Meth-
odist hymnal.” We here reprint the stanza.

May nll the nations share,
ILord God, Thy graclous care,
Thy name adore.

Praise to the Prince of Peace!

His kingdom still increase,
Till wroug and wars shall cease

Forevermore.
One wonders how Jews and other enemies of Christ will take to the sugges-
tion that this stanza be added. A
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Noted Lutheran Composer Passes On. — The Lutheran Companion
informs its readers that Dr. J. Victor Bergquist of Minneapolis, Minn., who
was well known as organist, composer, conductor, and educator, died on
February 28, being fifty-eight years old. “His ability as a composer doubt-
less found its highest expression in ‘Golgoths,” an oratorio composed in
1904/5 and inspired by his witnessing the famous Passion Play at Ober-
ammergau in 1000.” The hymnal of the Augustana Synod contains five:
tunes which were composed by him. A,

Can It Be TrueP —The News Bulletin of the National Lutheran
Council reports: “For the first time in the history of the Chicago Federa-
tion of Churches the presiding officer will be a Lutheran clergyman, the
Rev. Joshua Oden, pastor of Irving Park Church, having been honored by
election as president at the annual meeting in January.” Can it be true,
not that a Lutheran was singled out for that position, but that a Lutheran
minister was willing to become the head of such a heterogeneous organiza-
tion, where he must fraternize not only with Fundamentalists, but with
outspoken Modernists as well? A.

I1. Ausland.

Luther und bic evangelifdie Miffion. 1linter biefer Nberfdrift bradie
bie .. C.2.8.” in ihren lefsten drei Nummern eine Neihe bon Axtifeln, worin
Luthers Standpuntt der Mifjion gegeniiber cingehend erdrtert rourde. Einige
©djlujnotizen, dic der Sdreiber feinem lepten Auffaty anfiigt, mogen der
Widtigleit dbexr Sadje Halber Hicr weitergeqgeben twerdben. Wir Tefen: nmﬂ!if‘-"
Tei Dlcibt jedenfalld das Verdienft von Luther: Wic finden bei ihm eine
wicllidhe Sdeidung des Ehrijtlidhen von dem Nidftdjriftlichen. Das ift in
ciner Beit, die alle Grengen vertvijden, alle Griben cinebnen midte, bon
grofter Vedentung. Die mijjionierende Stivdge Hat allen Grund, fid in
bicfen Stiiden auf Quiher zu befinnen. Er reidjt und ferner den Ariadnes
faben, ber und fider durd) die Jrrjale und MWirrfale der Religionsgejdidjte
filhet. Gr madt uns endlid) frei von jeder faljdhen Vejorgnis. Die Ves
fddftigung mit der Fremdreligion ift unjhadlich. MWic bediirfen feiner
Berjdjleierung, aber aud) feiner BVerunglimpfung ded Gegners. Lutherd
Berhalten um Storandend ded Biblianbder ijt dafiic inftruttiv. ‘.‘[ﬂetbinﬂ"-
bas Ghrijtentum darf nidit die fiberzeugung berlieren, baf es bdie allein
walre Neligion ift, jonjt ijt dasjelbe fdhuilos gegen den Abfall ,angefidhis
be3 Storan und desd Mnjdjauens jo vieler frommer Tiicken. Man joll aljo
Teine Meligionsvergleidung betreiben, jondbern bie Schrift geltend madjen.
Das ift cine goldbene Mijjionsregel. :

»Benn ir am Sdlufy nod einmal fragen, wwarum Lutfer fein ﬁRil'i'mn_l-
toexrt in Gang gebradjt Hat, dann miifjen wir uns jagen: Weil ec dber Mife
fionar Deutfdhlands ijt. Fiix Luther war jedenfalld die Reformation Deutfdy
Iand3 feine Miffionierung; denn filr ifn war bdie romifde Religion bdie
fpegifildie nidhidjriftliche Seligion. 1nd dicfes grofe Miffiondivert mufte
exit gum Abjdjlufy gebradit iverden, twenn dasd miffionierte Deutjdland feiner=
feitd ein neues Mifjionstver? beginnen follte. Daf fdhon dreizehn Jalre
nad) feinem Tob, alfo 1559, ber ebdle Gujtab Wafa bon Sdmweden m_lltt
ben fappen einen erften Iutherijden Mifjionsverfud) unternalhm, der leider
fdeiterte, tar jedenfalld gang im Sinn bed Neformators.

»Abolf §idberle fagt cinmal: ,Steiner und audy leine THeologic und erjt
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Tedit Ieine Rirdje entaieht fih ungeftraft dbem Miffionsbefefl.* Audy Luther
weify bon bdiefer WerpflidGhung der Sirdhe gur Heidbenmiffion; bdariiber Hat
¢t fid) an brei Stellen mit untwiderfpredilidier Stlarfeit gedufert. So fagt er
bon ber Bergangenfeit: ,E3 ift bas allerbejte Wer?, dafy die Heiden aus
ber Wbgdtterei gu GJotted Grlennimid find gefiifrt worden, und aud) von
ber Megentvart: ,E3 follen die Ghriften aud) bagu biel Frudit burd) das
Bort unter allen Heiden [daffen, viel befehren und felig maden. Das
gilt fiic alle Beit: Oportet semper progredi ad eos, quibus non praedica-
tum, ut plures flant. (Wir miiffen immerfort gu denen bormwirts fdjreiten,
benen nidjt geprebigt tworben ift, bamit fie mehr verden.) UAn biefem
goliliden Muf Yingt der Weftand bder ebangelifhen Miffion. Hitten ivic
ﬂ”l“_bon Luther ald nur bie3 cine Wort, fo twire Hinreidend eciviefen,
bafy bie evangelijhe Miffion aller Jeiten fid) getroft auf Luifher berufen
batf.” Rergefien Iverben barf Hier aber aud) nidt, wvie jehr Luiber der
!lmn ©adje der evangelijfen Weltmifjion gerade aud) dburd) feine Bibels
iiberfefung gedient Gat. Die evangelijde Weltmiffion ift eine direlte Frudt
Der offenen Bibel und ded darin geoffenbarten und allen Siindern frei ers
totbenen und angebotenen offenen Himmels. 3. T. M.

Ronfeffionelle Unbufifertigheit? 1lnter diefer fNberfdrift [dhreibt Prof.
D. Hermann ©affe, Erlangen, ,ein MWort zum Verjtandnid ded Iutherijden
Stonfefjionalidmus”, dem tvic bdie folgenden Sdbe (qud der dritten Serie)
entnehmen: DieNnionift Betenntnidlofigleit [bon ihm feldbit
fervorgefoben]. Das ift die Lehre der Stirdjengefdidhte ded neungehnten
Jahehunberts. Die Einfithrung der Unionen in Deutfchland ift die genamue
Tiedyengejdidhiliche Parallele gu der YuBerlraftfebung der reformatorifden
Belenniniffe in den Stirdjen der Schtveiz und in zahlreidhen anbern Sfirdjen-
gemeinfdaften ehemald reformierten Befenninifjes. Die Forberung bder
Muflofung der deutidhen lnionen ijt nichts anbdered als ber Muf nad) der
Wicderherjtellung bed Velenntnifjes, der Heute durd) die Stirden der Schtveis
und anbere calbinijtijdje Siirdjen Iingt. Qene bon bielen ihrer Berireter
natiiclidy nidt getollte, bon anbdern aber feit Generationen betouft erjtrebie
Belenninislofigleit ift auch der tiefere Grund fiic bie Sraftlojigleit der
Union. . . . Das ift der fdiverfte Vortourf, dben man der lnion bon ifrem
cigenen tandpuntt aus madjen muf, dafs fic ¢5 nie in ihrer cigenen Mitte
gur Cinbeit gebradht Hat. €3 qibt lnierte, die fitr ihre Perjon onfeffionelle
Lutbierancr ober NMeformierte fein twollen und e aud) find und die nur aus
Tiedenorganifatorijdjen Griimden ecine gemeinjame WVerivaltung der externa
ter Slivde wollen. ©3 gibt lniexrte, bie fveder Luifieraner nod) Reformierte
fein wollen, fondern die fidh au ciner Befonderen AusSpriigung ded evbans
gelifdien Chriftentums belennen, robei diefer ,uniecte’ Typus bald als hihere
Cinbeit von Iutferijdy und reformiert verjtanden wird, bald als ein gemeins
fames eiligtum, bor dejfen BVetreten man bdie Fonfejjionellen Schube m_lﬁs
gugichen at. ©3 gibt lnierte, die mit gangem Crnjt die grofen gemeins
drifilidhen Dogmen bon der Heiligen Dreicinigleit und bon der Glottmenjdheit
JCju Chrijti fefthalten. ©3 qibt anbdere nierte, die folde alten ,griedijden”
Dogmen als ungeitgemaf; ablenen. €8 gibt lnierte, teldje die Autoritdt
ber Heiligen Sdrift allen AnfpriiGen der menjdliden Vernunft gegeniiber
beboupten. ©3 gibt andere lnierte, die in der Vibel nur ein Dolfument b.e:
menjdliden Religionsgejdichte jefen. . . . Wicklidh, e3 ift dbie odite Beit,
Dafy Der Uneinigleit ivijden den Ynbingern der Union ein Ende gemadit
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toird, baf bie Anbdnger ber religion in which we all agree und fagen.
worin fie denn ecigentlid) fibereinftimmen. . . . Wasd bleibt und Nonfeffios
nellen nod) iibrig? 38 Dbleibt und Iaum etiwad anbderes iibrig, ald bafy wic
bie Unierten fiir cinige eit fidh felbft iiberlaffen, dbamit fie, ungeftort durdy
tonfeffionelle Jwifdenrufe, fid) nun endlid) unicren, fid bdarilber ecinigem
fonnen, wasd fie dbennt nun Iehren, ob fie cine Lehre, ein Velfenninid Gaben
unb ob bie lnion eine Stonfeffion ift ober nidt. . . . Sdulter an Sdulter
fverben fvir fiic bad Qebendredjt ber alten aud ber Meformation geborenen
evangelifden Stirdjen Deut{d)landd Ximpfen gegen bie Untwalrfaftigleit der
religion in which we all agree bes neungefnten Jahrhunderts, Denn tvir:
wiffen, baf nidht ein agreement iiber religitfe Gefilhle und Frdlide Cins
ridtungen, fonbern allein ber consensus de doctrina evangelii et de ad-
ministratione sacramentorum die Gemeinfdiaft der fidjtbaren Stirde fdafft.”

In begug auf Varth urteilt D. Safje: ,Denn felbft wenn man annimmt,.
bafy e8 in Deutjdhland zu ciner lnion fime, was tvire damit fiir dad BVers
biltni8 der Tutherijfien und der reformicrien Sirdjen der Welt getwonnen?
Wir hitten dann den Fehler der deutfdien lnionen ded neunzehnien Jahes
Bunbert8 nur in groferem Mafftab wicderholt. Das alled Hat Varih nidt
verftehen toollen; er Bat e aud) nidit BGegreifen ¥onnen, daf tweder feine:
Theologic nod) irgendweldje Gedanfen und CErfahrungen des firdyliden
2:[_:::18 der jiingjten Jeit uns cinen Weg gegeigt Haben, tvie denn die SKluft
atifden der Tutherijdien und der reformierten YAbendmahlslehre ofne innere:
Untahrhaftigleit auf beiden Seiten iiberbriidt twerben fonnte. Die Fors
berungen, bic er an und jtellte, waren bie Forderungen eined Mannes, der
fidh gur Reformation unjerer Sivdje berufen glaubt, ciner Sirdje, der er felbjt
gar nidit angehirt, in der er fein Ami befleidet, die er von Hausd ausd nidit
Tennt und um deren Verjtindnis er jidh offenbar aud) nidit crnjthaft bes
miiht hat. Aber jo aufmerfiam twir den ThHeologen Varih gehort Haben,
al8 Neformator bermigen toir ihn nidt anguccfennen. MWir bermdgen an
ibm jedenfalls nidht den gotilidhen ufirag zu ecfenmen, unjere SNicde
3u reformicrenm. Wil er reformicren, glaubt er fid) dagu berufen, dann
rufe er die Stirdjen jeiner Heimat, dann rufe er die von der Reformation
abgefallenen reformierfen und presbyterianijdien Stirdjen der Welt zum
Belenninis der Viter und sum Wort Glottes guriid. Wir Luiberaner wollen,
foroeit e8 in unjerer Madjt fteht, dasjelbe mit den Stirdjen unjers Belennt=
niffed3 tun. Dasd allein ift der Weg lird)lidien Pandems, der Weg ber
unbebingten Wahrhaftigleit, von dem die Sirdge Chrijti fid) niemald abs
briingen Iafjen darf. . . . Denn nod) jteht vijdien der ,evangelijdj-lutbhes
rijden” und dber . nad) Goites Wort reformicrten” Stirdje die ticfe Hluft
in ber Qefre von Redjtfertigung und Préadejtination, von der Heiligen Schrift
unb dem Berhilinis bon Gejels und Evangelium, vom Saframent ded Altars,
bom geiftlidjen Amt und von der Verfajjung der Stirdje. Nod) Gaben fvic 8
nidit gu jenem Stonfenfus gebradit, obne ben e3 nady der Qefre Lutferd
und ber [utferifdien Stirdje bdie volle Firchlidhe Gemeinjdaft nidt geben
fann. . . . ©o toridt follte fein IHeolog fein, zu meinen, daf ettoa deds
egen, teil in ber gegentvdrtigen Gituation unjerer deutiden Stirdjen bdie
Ubendmaflslehre in unfern Auscinamberjepungen feine Molle jpiclt, bie
frage nad) der wirfliden Glegentvart ded Leibed und Bluted Chrifti im
©alrament be8 Ultars nidt mehr cine ganz grofe, Stirdjen und Sonfefjios
nen trennendbe Frage fei: folange aber jeme Stluft awifden den Sirden
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Beftelt, bleibt und nidjts, als ganz chrlich und gugleid in aller Licbe den
Beg Der ftrengften MWahrhaftigleit au gehen.” Die grofe Untoahrhaftigs
kit einer lInion, die im Grund feine Union ift, fpridjt fi in dicjen Worten
Tlax aud. Dad Gier Gefagte foll und in tveiterer Anivenbung bagu dienenm,
baf foir und Bieraulande die Gefabren eincr lnion, bdie bdod) Ieine toalre
linion ijt, efelid) bor Augen Halten, audy wenn bie Differengen anbderer Art
find al8 bie, bie givifhen Lutheranern und Meformierten bejtchen. Dasd
Bort Saffed: ,lnion ift Befenntnislofigleit”, namlid) bann, twenn Fragen
dec Refire unb der gefunben Praris iibergangen tverden, ift cin filr unjere
Beit widitiges MWort, dbad beersigt twerden will. I T M.

. Unfere Profefloren. Unter diefer fiber{drift ridjtet die .. €. 8. §.“
einen [dngeren Aufruf an die Profefloren bder deutjdhen theologifden Hodjs
[dulen, fidh) an dem Befenninisfampf gu beteiligen. €8 ift cin Ruf, der
ung einen tiefen WBlid tun Iaft in die Gedbanlen, bie jebt drijtlide Sreife
in DeutiGland betwegen. Naummangeld wegen Ionuen Iir nur einige
Ben gitieren. Wic lejen: ,An alles ijt der Wedruf der neuen Jeit
Gerangetreten, an Staat und Volf; an Sirdje und Schule, an Arbeiter unbd
Bouern.  Auch an die Hodhjdullehrer der Theologie ijt der Nuf ergangen;
§nbm jie ifn bernommen? Jawobl Haben fie ihn vernommen; fie find aus
ifeer ftillen Gelehrienflanje in die Arena ded Geijtexfampfes, ded Sfirdens
fompfe3, Ginabgeftiegen und Haben der Stivdje unjdjipbare Dienjte geleiftet.
Es_luat lvie eine Auferjtehung der grofjen Jeit von einjt, in der die theos
Iegijdien Falultdten nod) bdie Lehrer und Natgeber ber Stivdje tvarenm, die
bon der Stirdje um iGr Meteil angegangen tourden, tvenn fie von faliden
2‘5',‘“ und Wirren Heimgejudht war. . . .  Cin neued Falultitenbild tritt
bmm-l bor unfere Augen, cin Fafultdtenbild der Stirdje. BVorbei ijt die Jeit,
ba ein Dodyjdullehrer e8 bifentlid vernecinte, zum Dienft an der Sirde
verpiliditet gu fein. Wiffenjdhaft fei Wiffenidaft, die WiffeniHaft jei Fu
P!Ttﬂcn. in die Wiffenjdaft jei der Siudent cingufiifren. Wad geht unsd
bie flirdie, las ihr Velenninis an? So bdadjte nidit blof bder cine, jo
dadten vicle und Haben ofne Riidjicdht auf die Sirde in vielen Jubhdrern
btn_%ibtl’gl’mlbcn untergraben und fie jo gum AYmt im Vefenninisd der fivde
lmhl’(f]ﬁﬂ gemadft. Die Stirdje trauerte bdariiber; fjie mwurde nidi fertig
bamit, dafy die theologifdien Fafultdten nid)t mehr ihre Falultiten fein
follten; denn von bdiefen Falultiten Her mufite jie dodj ihre Pfarrer bes
dieken, unbd fie follte nichts dagu fagen diirfen?”
€8 Ivitd bann tuciter Betont, baf; der Stirdje dod) immer einige glaubige
Beologen erfalten geblichen find, denen fie den Nadroud)s Gibelgliubiger
Pfareer berbantte. Darauf fahrt das Blatt fort: ,Die Sirde ruft in die
Horjale Binein, in die Profefjorenjtuben: Stirdje in Mot! Jhr Profejjoren,
Beraus an die Front, ferauf auf die Wiille! 1nd was ift die Not der Sirde?
3 todte au mennen; eine Haupt= und Grundnot ijt ihr WMangel an
S.:bnlogie, ifre Qilflofigleit und Fafjungslofigleit, ald tvie eine Springflut
die €aularijation in die Slirdje Bereinbrad), den Glauben der Waiter, den
Baugrund bes Befenninifies, iiberjdGoemmend. Sdjon frilfer erlebie die
Stirdie Sturmfluten; man benfe eftva an den Dreifigidfrigen Strieg. Aber
ba Batte fie ifre Theologen, ifre fejigejchulten Pfarrer, die wie Siulen in
Edyrift und Vefenninid ftanden; aus den iiberflutenden Waffjern Hoben fidy
Ranner wie Johann Arnd, Paul Gerhardt, Poilippus RNicolai und Iie
30
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fie alle Geifen, an denen die Sturmflut brad). Das Mirden bon der Jeit
ber ,toten Orthobogie’ wicd ja nur nod) von tHeologifden Sinbern
geglaubt, Die Wiffenjdjaft Hat e8 langjt eriviefen, daf e8 eine Jlebendige’
Beit obnegleidien tvar, eine Jeit bon Felfenminnern, dbie Bliitcgeit ded
Sticdjenlicdes. TWo {ind Beute die Felfenmdanner unter den Herolden ber
neuen fira, wo bie Minner Haren, theologijdien Denlens? 5 Ivdre nie
fo teit in ber Stirdje gefommen, au foldjer Bertirrung, zu joldem Sidjs
nidyt=mefhrsLVerftehen, wenn ihre Pfarrer alle aus dem Stahlbad eciner ges
funden, ftrajfen Theologic Hergefommen Ivdren. Biele ifjen gar nidt
melr, wad Theologic ift. JIns Uferlofe, Sdjivdrnerijde, gehen ifre NReden
und @edanfen, cine Mmodjenlofe SHeologie; alled Empfindung, Enigiiden,
Cdjwimmen in Gefiiflen] Geivif find eingelne, die man ald Theologen
anfpredien darf, bie mit gejdulten GSinnen cine wirlliGe THeologie bers
treten, freilid) nidht die THeologie der Offenbarung. Wielmehr jind fie mefe
ober minber Schiiler und Fortfeper der fogemannten ,liberalen’ THeologie,
die {dheinbar ber Vergangenbeit angehort, in Wahrheit Heute Auferftehungss
fefte feiert, nur mit anbdern Borzeidien. Aber ind allgemeine gefefen, fat
bie Theologie, die den Namen verdient, Heute nur nodj tvenig Heimititten
in ben Pfarchiufern; man Hat andberes gu tun, als Theologie gu ftubieren.
Man merkt gar nidt, bis zu tweldem WMafy man von Luifer und dem Bes
Tenntni8 der Iutherifdjen SNirde abgeglitten ift. Man glaubt nodj, barin
au ftehen, glaubt e3 chelihen Herzens, betont e8 bei jeder Gelegenbeif, und
3 ift bod) nicht biel mehr da ald3 Schall und Raud). Goldmiingen bietet
man aus; beficht man fie ndber, fo ift e8 Meffing. €8 gibt fein Wort
ber Sdirift, Yeinen Artilel des Glaubens, der nid)t irgendivie entleect ober
umgebdentet tviicbe. Wir wollen nidjt im cingelnen nadjveifen, tvie biefe
smodernfte’ Theologic bereitd bis zur direlten BVerleugnung der eivigen Walkrs
Beiten gefommen ijt. SMur das fei feftgeftellt, daf tvir tvieder rechtidfaffene
Theologie braudjen, feine FeuilletontGeologie, fondern bdenfgeilbte, mannlide
Theologie, toie fie Luiher Batte, cine theologin sancta, die mit Harem Auge
bie Geifter priift und die ifr bon Gott zugemwiefenen ufgaben erfennt,
Yufgaben aus der Civigleit fiir dic Beit. 1nd dazu jollen ,unfere” Pros
fefjoren Belfen. Wic da3? Jundadjjt in den Porfilen, diefen Brunnens
ftuben fiix basd fonmende Gefdledit ber Prebiger, diefen Sdimicdetwerttatien,
aud denen ein Hart gejdmicdeies THeologengefdilecht tvieder Hervorgerufen
ferden muf, Denfer und Velenner, die fich nidt von jebem Wind der Jeit
tverfen laffen. eiter durd) bifentlidGe Vortrige, indem fie einfpringen,
tvo bie Gtiivme blajen; bann durd) das fdrifilidhe Wort in Viidhern, Sdirifs
iey und theologifdhen Beitjdriften. Unfere ThHeologen miifjen ind Ioeite
s‘lfﬂit_“fdb hinaus, two die Kirde fie Hirt, Pfarrer und Laien, Vijdjofe und
G_icmembm; fic miljjen ein Satheder Haben, o Taufende zu ibren Fiijen
figen. Diefes Stathebder ijt die Sirdengeitung. . . . St ¢8 zu viel, fvenn ivic
fagen, bafy Beute cin fonbderlidher Ghottesruf an unfere Profefjoren ergehi?
Gie gehsren mit gur ringenden Stirdie. Gott Gat fie an den crften Plap
gejtellt; Gott ruft, bie Sivdhe ruft. @efegnet jeien unfere Profefocen, die
mit ifren Hohen Glaben in die Neifen ireten, Rufer im Streit der Sriege
bed HCrrnl”

. Diefer dringenbe, bie Herzen cridiitternde Wedeuf ftebt in merhviics
b}ntm (Bcce.nfae 3u ber Meinung, die man Hierzulande mandjerorts in luthes
rifden Streifen ausgefprodien Bat, namlidy dbaf man bdie theologifden Pros
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felforen toie audj bie Paftoren, die bad Wereini ent foollen,
Beifeite(djieben unb bafilr Laien die filfrende ete%‘;:%smi‘;:;%e. Bicled,
wab Biec gefdjeicben fteft, gilt geivif aud) bem theologifdjen Srofeliorss
m’fxu too et aud fo mande becderblicje Gtiieme fber Die =
Die Bolisei im Dienfte der beutiden NeichSlivye. Gie forgt Ddafilt
bafy bie Melt menig erfafet iiber bie gegentvictigen Yirdlidhen Bujtinbde
unb Boclonunniffe in Deutidland, Man lieft da 3. B. in ber ,E0.sLuth.
Freificdie* vom 10, Mirg: ,WMitteilung. Numumer 1 bed laufenden Sﬂbf_'
gangs unfer8 Blattes ift tocgen bes Ubjdnittes im Borwort, der fidh mit
Belerminisicdie und Velenntnisfront befafte, poligeilidy bejhlagnahmt wors
ben unb fann baGier nicht geliefert terden.” Sdjon am 16. November borigen
Sahres [a8 man in bt , 9. . 2. §.“: ,Zur Notia. Wegen des neuen Prefies
berbats ded MeichSinnenminifters find in biefer Stummer alle Dolumente
iiber ie filngften Yirchlidhen reigniffe toeggeblicben.” Jn der Sumumer vom
8. Marg 1935 burfte bas Wereinbarungsdotument der Bifsfe von Hans
nover, Vahern und Wiirttemberg (Marahrens, Meifer, Wurm), bas eine
engere Bufammenarbeit ber Tutherijdhen Landestirdjen bei firenger Binbung
an bie Reidjglirdenverfafjung von 1988 in bie Wege Ieiten foll, nur aus-
gugsmeife berdffentlidht twerden, ,Der ganaliche ABdrud bes Aftenitiides
nad) bem Ymisblatt der Ev.-Luip. Sirdje in Bayern bom. 22. Februar toucde
und bon der Jenfur unterfagt. Die Shriftleitung.” Die BVerdffentlidung
tined Crlaffed ded MeichSerzichungdminijters Nujt in ber Nummer bom
22. Mirg ift bon der Jenfur nidt verboten worden. Der Crlaf ridjtet fidh
an bie fheologifhen Fafultiten und unterfagt diefen jede Teilnahme am
Sicdenfteeit. Die evangelijd-1heologifden Fatultiten Haben fidh jeder Sffents
ligen Stellungnalime gum Stirchenitreit au enthalten, und gwar jorooBl bei
ibrer Qefetitigleit ie aud) bei fonftigen mit iHrem Amt berbunbenen
Bligten. Die Teilnahme, bato. Mitarbeit an freigebildeten lirdliden Bers
eiigungen {ft nuc nad) ciner durd) Gejudy cinguholenden Genehmigung bed
Minijters geftattet. Dabei muf der Gefudjteller fidh verpflidhten, dafy er
den ftaatlid) anecfannten Stivdjenbehiorden den fdhuldigen Dienjt Teiftet, und
tine Crlldrung babingefend abgeben, dafy bic betrejfende lirdlie Bers
tinigung fiic den nationalfozialijtijfen Staat eintritt.” — Was fiic poligeis
hidrige Puslafjungen finden fich twohl in jener gefithrlidien Nummer der
«Breilivdie? Mad) Ymerila ift fie gelicfert tvorben. Jjt e diefer Paras
gravh: ,So ijt 8 — Ieiber — aud) in der ,Vefenninisfront!, bie fidh im
Tegien Jabre innerhalb ber ,Deutfdien Evangelijden Stivde’ gebildet Hat.
3n biefe Front tonnen tvir und nidt ftellen, toeil toir die Untwahrhaftigleit
nifit mitmadjen fonnen, bdie darin bejtelt, dag man ,Befenninis, Belennts
S’ ruft und damn bod) belenninidtidrig Handelt und den Feinden bded
Belenniniffes Maum gur BVerbreitung ibrer Jrrlefren gelwibrt“? Ober
biejer Paragraph: ,Es Hat Titralid einer, der nidit gur Freifivde gehirt,
fomdern Qelirer der Stirchengefchidhiie an einer ftaatlicdhen Univerfitit ift,
$rof. D. Hermann Gaffe in Grlangen, gefdirichen: ,Gine Hreifirhe Yann
ficfer im Qerzen des Wolles, in Dem fie Iebt, bertvurgelt fein und mehe
fiix bie innere und Gupere @eididie 'P“!Pdrcffmbcn Wolts bedeuten ald
tin miiffam aufredjterfalienes f{ﬂﬂ'i 1:{?“;‘@55 ®ebilde mit vielen Privis
Iegien, alten Formen und mmrcﬂf‘ﬁ‘mé umf“i_!cn. die niemand mebhr ernft
nimmt, @3 ift quey feinestoes® fo. ¢iner Jogenannten Bollstivdpe
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irgendiveldje miffionarijfjen Wirkungen auf dad Wolf ausgehen miiften.
SMan fann im @egenteil bon toeiten Gegenden Deutfdlands behaupten,
bafy bie BVoltatirdje dort melhr cine narfotifierende (dad Heift, einfdjldfernbde)
al8 eine miffionicrende Wirkung ausdiibt. (Sirdl. Jahrbud), 1934, &. 12.)“¢
€in gelwohnlider Wiittel tviicde Hier nidjtd Staatdgefdhrlidies jehen lonnen.
Der auf die TotalitdtBidee ded Naziftaatd eingeftellte WVilitel Hingegen lann
fo cttvad nidht Hingehen Iafjen.

Qn der jiingjten Beit Hatte die Stirdjenpolizei (identifd mit Staalds
poligei) alle Hiande voll. Die BVelenntnidfynode Hatte die angeftrebte unbd
vielfeitig geiibte Wergditerung de8 Staatd aufd fdjdrfite verurteilt, und
(QVeridjt ded . Stirdjenblaiid” vom 18. April) .die Verurteilung wurde ald
Proflamation am 10. Marz in allen cvangelijden Stirdjen Preufens, deren
Pajtoren die Autoritdt der Synode amerfennen, von den Sangeln Herab
verlefen. Die Haudptitellen der Thefen der Shynode lauten: ,Wic fehen, ivie
unjer BVolf bon eciner iodliden Gefahr bedrobt ift. Diefe Gefalhr befteht
in ciner nenen Neligion, die cine Auflehmumng gegen da3 erjte Gebot bars
ftellt. Sie erriditet den Mythos von Rafje und Blut. Sie madt aus Blut,
Najje, Nation, Chre und Freifeit Jdole an Stelle Gottes. Die neue Nes
ligion verlangt Glauben an ein eiviges Dentjdiland. Nad) diefem unfinnigen
Glauben fann fid) der Menjdh felbjt rechtfertigen und felbjt erlifen. Eine
berartige Auffajjung Hat nidhtd mehe mit dem pofitiven Ehriftentum gu tum,
fonbern ift die Lehre ded Untidyrifts. . . . Der Staat Gat leine Souverinitit
von Gott. Die Stirdhe ancclennt die Muboritiit ded Staates, tie jie durd
Gottcs Wort Degriindet und begrenat ijt; aber fie fann jid) nidt Deugen
bor ber Forberung ded Totalititsftates. . . . Die Stirde ift verpilidtet,
ifre im Namen Goited getaujten Angehdrigen vor ciner philofophifden
und religisfen Grzichung zu Detwalbren, welde die Oeilige Scdyrift verjtiims
melt und ablehnt, um die Geijter fiir den Glauben an den neuen Myihos
au bilden. . . . Die Sfirdhe mufy dariiber wadjen, daf dbad Veten fiir die ges
femipige Autoritdt, das ibr durd) Gottes Wort befohlen ift, nidjt gu einer
Bergottung und Anbetung bon Madjt und Menjdentver? wird. Die Nirde
warnt vor einem Gldgendienft, durd) den tir und den Jorn und die BVers
bammung Giotted uzichen wiirdben.’ . . . Die geheime Staatdpolizei bers
Baftete bie Haupijddlichiten Fiihrer der Belenninistirdje, die Pfarrer Nies
mbller, Jacoby, OHilderbrandt und mehrere andere, im Augenblid, ald jie
fih anfdjidten, dic {don mitgeteilten Thefen gu verlefen. DBis jebt find
rund 100 Pfarrer in BVerlin und in der Proving” (in ganz Deutjdjland
700 ober mehr, nad) den Beridhten der TageSprefie) .feftgenommen toors
den. . . . In ber Pfarrei Niembllers, in Dahlem, verfammelten fidy die
®lidubigen vor der verfdloffenen Stirdje und begannen das Lutfeclied u
fingen: ,Gin’ fefte Burg".” (Bu den IThefen bemerlt dad .Sirdenblatt”:
»Crjtend: Bu betounbdern ijt der Mut und die fraft, mit denen Hier Jeugnid
abgelegt twich gegen bas, tvad nidit redht ijt, und dad Vntidyrijtentum bed
ftaatlihen Totalitdtsanjprudi® ald joldjed gebrandmarlt toird. — Biveis
ten8: Dad Proton-Pfeudos, der erjte und Grumbdfehler, der altpreufijden
1lnion lag bor iiber cinem Jahrhunbdert darin, daf fie fid) damald vor dem
©taat gebeugt und bie lUnion iiberhaupt angenommen Hat. Hier hatte ges
golten: Principiis obsta, wibderftehe den ®nfémgen! — Drittens: Wenn
ber Tolalitdtsanfprud) bes Staatd als antidjriftlidy erfannt tvicd, fo tdre
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bie eingig ridhtige Sonfequens die, dafy Die Shirdje fich von foldh einem ans
llen Staate I5§t und frei madit. Denique tandem, endlidy einmall”)
_ Die im Dienjte ber in dbem Staat aufgegangenen Stirde ftehende Polizei
Ioird nod) mefr gu tun Gaben, wenn bdie Heute (den 26. April) in dber Tagess
prefie verdffentlidjte Nadjridit auf WaGrheit beruht. “Berlin, April 25.—
Nazi Germany moved to-day to eliminate the last vestiges of non-Nazi
influence from the German press. A new law, effective immediately, makes
the entire church press, Catholic and Protestant and all Jewish organs
still existing, directly subject to Nazi control. The law, signed by Max
Amann, president of the Reich Press Chamber, gives the owners and pub-
lishers three to six months’ grace to bring their publications into line
with the new requirements. Salient features of the legislation are: 1. No
mewspaper henceforth may serve interests other than those of the Nazi
?hte. 2. No newspaper may be subsidized by any outside interests.” 1Ind
in der editoricllen ©palte des Blattes, dem Ivir dieje Meldung eninehmen,
Beifit ¢3: “Church publications in Germany have not given all of Hitler’s
policies their unqualified endorsement. So the publications will be sup-
pressed. ‘Church or professional newspapers as well as papers intended
for groups of subscribers with certain interests henceforth are forbidden,’
reads a new decree issued by Max Amann. ... In view of these commands,
the ndvice to publishers that they ‘change fundamentally the attitude and
purport of their newspapers,” seems to be superfluous. For if a church-
paper cannot be published by a church organization for subscribers with
certain religious interests, what remains of it? It loses its identity and
its appeal completely and is crushed out of existence, just as many other
publications have been suppressed by the Nazi Press Chamber.” it wirllich
eine foldje unglaublidie Verordnung erlafien (die allerdingd dem Totalititss
anfprud) nidht uivider twdre) und twird fie burdhgefiihrt, fo tverden bie
.'ﬁtci!ilﬁt' unbd bdie ,Allg. §.-3.“ uns bald bad Genauere beriditen — denn
b!e Berdffentlidung einer ftaatliden Verordnung twicd die Polizei nidi bers
bieten — und mit bdiefer Verbffenilidung au erideinen aufforen. C.
Slogellanten in Siibamerita. Wie der ,Cv.sLuth. Sirdenbote” bed
Hrgentinijhen Diftritts beridjtet, finden fidh) aud) dort latholifhe Chriften,
geta‘t[ageunntm find. Der Beridit jamt den Anmerflungen des Redalteurs
utet:
~3n Santiago del Ejtero Haben cin Mann unbd givei Stinber (zehn und
off Jabre alt) dem Sdufpatron der Gefingnifie, dem Heiligen Stepham,
ein @eliibde exfilllt, indem fie Galbnadt ficben Stilometer tvcit gingen und
fidh wihrend bed Gfehend mit Dornbiifdien jdlugen, fo daf dad BVlut ranm.
Dabei toaven fie umgeben von Neitern, die im Fall der Not ihnen Hilfe
Teiften follten, und Binterdrein gog cine neugicrige Menge von ,GlGubigen’,
bie durd) Gefrei und Maletengefnall den Fanatidmusd immer von neuem
[diicten. Da8 Bicl twar cine alte, ruinenhafte romijde Sapelle. Dort
engelommen, ,beteten” die drei, tvorauf jie jid) die Veine mit einem !Ren'gt
aufriten, um ihrem ,Peiligen® cin ,angenchmes Opfer’ darzubringen. Die
Menjdenmenge, die dabei jtilljdhiveigend Fufdaute, iiberliey fid nad) Ers
fiillung bed ,@elilbdes’ dem Tanj.
«lind bad nennt fidh Chriftentum! Gin Opfer icd dod) bargebradit
dr Berfdhnung Oier muf aljo cin Menfd) verfohnt ferben durd)
ein Opfer! Wir {dlicken daher miit Redht, dafy die romifde Stirde die alten
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®dfen ber argentinifdjen Ureintwohner nur exrfet Hat durdy ihre Heiligen

und dafy nun dicfen gu Ehren bdiefelben Praftilen qgeiibt mwerben, die bon
ben Heiden ihren Gopen gu Efhren beranftaltet wurben. — WBellagensSiverte
Menjden! Aud fiic fie ift Chrijtus am Sfreug geftorben, und aud fie Hat ex
mit feinem cinen Opfer @otte veriohnt. hr Iutherijden Chrijten, diefe
Lcute jollen durd) eud) dbad Evangelium Horen! Aufl”
AbendbmahlSgemeinfdaft swifden [utheriffien Finnlinbern und ben
Anplifanern. DHicriiber Deridjtet die ,UA. E. L. N.”: ,Der Sireid bon BVers
tretern ber Iutherifdjen Stirde Finnlandd und ber anglifanifdien Stirde in
CEngland, der mit ber Unterfudjung der Miglidfeiten eciner Unndferung
ber Dbeidben Stirdjen Beaufiragt war, Hat jochen cinen Beridjt iiber die Crs
gebnifje feiner Arbeit verdffentlidht. Nad) voraufgehender Priifung bder
in ber Auffajjung beidber Stirdjen Bbeftehenden Abtveidhungen bder gegens
feitigen Glaubenslehre tvie aud) ber gemeinfamen Firdlichen Gebraude ift er
gur Feftftellung gefommen, dbaf bdiefe fid) in begug auf die widtigiten Lehrs
fabe cinig find. Yuf Grund diefer Feftjtellung empfehlen munmehr die
anglifanijdjen BVertreter ber Gruppe dic Julajjung der Mitglicber der Sirdje
bon Finnland gur Abendmablsfeier ihrer Stirdje. Freudbig Haben fie babon
Stenninid genommen, bdafy crftere bereit8 Stommunilanten anberer Stirdjen
bic Beteiligung am Abendmalhl gejtatiet Gabe. Sollte fortan etiwa der
finnldindijdhe Crabijdjof von Turfu ober der Crzbijdjof von Eanterbury bie
gegenfeitige Cnifendung cined Vijdjofd ur BVornahme bijdoflider. Weihes
Bandlungen veranlafjen, fo toird cine foldje Witte erfiillt tverden. Bu ben
Stonferengen, dic aud) den Wertretern anderer Stirdjen offenftehen, jollen
bie Vifdisfe gegenfeitig cingeladen mwerben.” Dicfe Bereitivilligleit der
finnifden Iutherijden Stirde zur Abendmahldgemeinfdaft mit Anglifanern
ift cine toeitere bofe Frudit der liberalen Stellung, die man in Finnland
fdon feit Jahren einnimmt, eine Stellung, die Tonfefjionelle Luiheraner
nur beflagen ISmnen. Oier tvdre gewify ein fehr twunder Punkt, auf den
bie Tutherifdien Weltfonvente mwarnend und fjirafend ben Finger legen
bitcfien. 3.3,

Benrteilung ber befannten Ghriftusitelle bei Tacitud im Lide ber
Sdallanalyfe. Die A C. L K.“ fdreibt: ,E38 ift befannt, daf gemiffe
Sicitifer (Yrtur Drews, Smith u. a.), entgegen bden Herlimmliden und
burdjaus gejidherten MAnjdjauungen, die Anfiange ded Chriftentums moglidit
fpit anfefsten und jie bid in dic Beit ded gociten Jahrhundertd hinaufriiden
toollien. Bon den auferdirijtlidhen Quellen find, abgefehen bon bem jilbis
fhen @ejdichtfdhreiber Nofephus, deffen Jeugnid von Ehriftus (Antig. 18,
3, 3), wo nidt bollig, o dodh) gum Teil unedit ijt (vgl. Sdyiicer, Neuteft.
Beitgefd)., S. 286 f.), drei Stellen bedbeutfam: Suctonius, Claudius, cap. 25
(,Chriftud, der Stifter eciner religitfen Selte unter den Jubden’), FTacitus,
Annales 15, 44 (,unter Pontius Pilatus gelreuzigt’) und Plinius, Epistolae
10, 97 (;madymal8 bon jeinen Anbingern gotilicdh vberehri’). BVon der ITats
fade ausgehend, baf [nierpolationen zugunften ded iwerdenden Chriftens
tums zu finden {ind, Haben jene meueren Stritifer alles, was bas Chriftens
tum im erften Jahrhunbert bei auferdjriftlidhen Sdjriftjtellern begeugt, ald
unedit ausgejdjicben, fo aud) die widitige Tacitusjtelle (mwic fiihren fie nur
in ber gegebenen beutfdien fiberfeung an): Mo {dGob Nero, um bad.
@eriidit niedergufdlagen, ScHuldige bor und beftrafte mit audgejuditefien
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Ctrafen diejenigen, die ifrer Lafter wegen verabjdjeut ivaren und bdie das
Bolt Chriften nannte. Der Name leitet {id) bon einem Chriftus Ger, der
ur_llu: ber egierung bded Saifers Tiberius durd) den Statifhalter Pontius
Pilatus Gingerichtet forden twar. Eime Weile unterdriidt, brady der uns
Beilvolle Aberglaube bon neuem twieber Hervor, nidjt allein in Judda, denr
cjprungsland biefes fibel3, fondern audy in ber Weltjtadt Htom, o bom
allen Orten be8 Erdlreifes alled Greulide und Sdiindlidie zujammens
fcdmt and feine Orgien feiert.! &8 ift von grofem Jntereffe, daf bder
Leipgiger Sdallanalytifer Eduard Sievers, iiber die Stelle befragt, die fich
befannilid) auf die erfte Ghriftenverfolgung unter Mero nad) dem Brand
Roms begieht, unter 1.7.20 bie folgende Ynttwort gegeben Hat: ,Bisher
ﬁl_ttie i) bie Tacitusftelle iiber den lriprung des Chrijtennamens Hanglich
“_‘_‘5* gepriift; c8 bebarf aber nur cined einfadjen Augenblids, um bden, der
foren fann, au iiberzeugen, dafy Manglidh nidit der geringjte ¥nlaf au bder
Bermutung gegeben ift, die Stelle Fonnte nadytedglidh interpoliert {ein.
Jm @egenjaly, die AusidGaltung iviicde gugleid) cine Stirung ded matiics
I'uﬁgn Ublaufs ber Mede Hervorgerufen Habem, die fidh Teidht in derfelben
Beife aufbeden liefe, tvic id) e8 filc cine andere belannte Tacitusjtelle (iiber
ben Urjprung de8 Glermanennamens) in den ,Beitrdgen” aur Gejdidyte
bex deutjdien Spradie und Qiteratur 2, 49 (1925), S. 429 {f., verjudit Gabe,
too toicllid) ein Stiid Tegt ausgefallen ift.“

{iber den Wert der Sdallanalyfe fiie dic Fejtjtelung der Authentie cined
Et.;les geent bie Meimungen nod) immer audeinander; dod) Gat jie Prof.
C‘Tltbtrﬁ im QJnicrejje dex Apologetit fiic dbic Vetweijung der Edjtheit naments
lih ber Gvangeliem gegen die mobdermen hiGeren Terifritifer entjdjicden
pofitiv bertoertet. Jjt aud) die Cdhifeit der Tacitusjtelle fiir und glaubige
Chrijten al8 Vetweis bafiic, dafy Chrijtus twicllid) gelebt Habe, bon geringer
Bedeutung, fo interefjiert fidh die Apologetif dod) immerhin dafitr, ob uns
glaubige Stritifer mit ihren Jnterpolationsifeorien innerhald und aufers
bﬂlb ber Schrift redit Haben oder nidit. Daf fie auf der gangen Sdiladyits
linie von tiidtigen Gelehrien durd) geltende BVernunftgriinde Hin gejdlagen
tworben find, Hat aud fiic uns biblijd)-gldubige THheologen Wert. Der Streit
gegen bie Sdyrift ijt eben die Silimay der lnvernunft. ST M.

Wenig [utherifdie Paftoren in Nufiland. Wie Dr. Reu in der ,Kirdys
liden Beitfdrift” mitteilt, nimmt die Jahl der Iutherijfen PRajtoren in
RuBland reifjend jdinell ab. BVor cinem Jahr gab e3 deren nod) giweiunds
fedigig, Beute find €8 nur nod) bicrunddreifjig. €8 find freilidy nod mehr
?a[lntm ba, ,aber jie fonunen nidht amticren; fie figen in Gefdngnifjen,
in Berbanntenlagern, und audj fonjt toird iGuen jede Ausiibung ihred Amies
unmiglich) gemadit”. Tropdem daf Rufland nun Mitglicd des BVilfers
bundes gelvorden ijt, geht bie [erfolgung der Stirdje fort. Die Filhrer
wollen génglid) mit der Meligion aufriumen. Dafj ofne Prebiger und
2;5::: nidit blofy die rujjijde Jugend im allgemeinen, jondern aud) gerabe
bie bon Luiferanern abftammenden Fiinglinge und Jungfrauen verrofen
unb a8 Heiden fidy enttvideln, two nidit dbad Elternfhaus nod) eitvad Sdup
gemidhrt, ift nuc gu flar. ,Wann endet dicje Nadyt?” .

Dr. Barnhouse in the Orient.— A correspondence from Bangkok,
Siam, published in the Christian Century contains the following news item:
“Dr. Donald Barnhouse, Philadelphin Fundamentalist, has arrived on his
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world tour undertaken for the purpose of visiting all the Presbyterian mis-
sion-fields. He reports that more than six thousand persons have con-
tributed to the financing of the trip because they want to know whether
they should continue to give money to the Presbyterian Board of Foreign
Missions. Dr. Barnhouse is accompanied by a secretary, who notes down
whatever may be of interest in the conferences held with missionaries;
but he declares that he will not write a book after the tour is finished.
Perhaps his most striking statement was that he would rather sce the
Presbyterian Church contribute to the support of opium dens than have
the money go to two colleges in China (which here shall be nameless) ;
for, said he, opium destroys only the body, while these colleges are de-
stroying both soul and body.” We are not in a position to pass on the
merits of the cause which Dr. Barnhouse represents. In general every ob-
server will have to admit that Modernism has become a grave menace to
Christian missions. A.

Gandhi on Birth-Control.—The views of Mr. Gandhi on birth-
control were elicited by an Indian lady in a recent interview and, with his
approval, published in the press. Those who know his views on the subject
and the uncompromising position he takes on the subject of self-control
in the life of men and women will notice that there has been no change in
his attitude. The Indian lady asked: “On discussing very freely the ques-
tion of birth-control with many a married woman, I find in many cases,
especially in the case of those with large families, that motherhood is
often thrust upon them. Woman has no freedom in the real sense of the
word if she has no right over her body. So for the sake of the mother,
whose health is drained away by the bringing forth of too many children,
and for the sake of children themselves may not birth-control through
contraceptives be resorted to ns the next-best thing to self-control, which
is too high an ideal for the ordinary man or womant”

In answer to this Mr. Gandhi replied: “Do you think that the free-
dom of the body is obtained by resorting to contraceptives? Women should
learn to resist their husbands. If contraceptives are resorted to, as in the
West, frightful results will follow. Men and women will be living for
sex alone. They will become soft-brained, unhinged, in fact, mental and
moral wrecks, if not also physical. Then, while I believe man to be the
worse sinner, woman is not very far behind him. Woman is not always
the victim. She should realize her majesty and train herself to say no
when she means it.” The interviewer stated that there was already too
much of sex indulgence and asked whether the introduction of contra-
ceptives would make much difference. To this Mr. Gandhi replied: “Un-
doubtedly there is already much of sex indulgence and even sex perversion.
But contraceptives would be putting the cap on them. They will give
a status to intemperate connection which it does not enjoy now.

“Contraceptives which are being tried in the West are leading to
hideous immorality, and I am sure that after a few years the Westerners
themselves will realize their mistake.”

P. Oomman Philip, in the Christian Century.
A,

-
-
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