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Kretzmann: Miscellanea

5630 Miscellanea.

Miscellanea.

Die liturgijdie Bewegung nad) dentidlandifder Beurteilung.

Die liturgifde Betwegung der lepten Jahre, bie ja aud) Hier in Amerila
toeite Streife in Mitleidenjdaft gegogen Hat, jtanumt belanntlidy urfpriinglid
aud Deutidland, two fie befonderd unter dem Cinflufy Heilexs in ber Hodys
Yirdhlidhen Bewcgung emporblithte. So tertvoll nad) mandjen Seiten Hin
bie ¥nrequng tvar, dic man bdurdy ein Vejinnen auf dad liturgifde Erbteil
ber Reformation geben twollte, fo berhingnisvoll toar e8 anberereits, bafh
Peiler und feine Genoffen nur zu bald ecine ent{djiebene Neigung roms
wictd fundgaben. Diefe Tatjadje wurde aud) bald erfannt, namentlid) bon
gelvifien Veriretern der Ridhtung, die in der ,Monatdfdrift fiic Gottesdienft
und Firdlide Sunjt” mit deren Beibeften .Dad Heilige und bie Form*®
gum Ausdrud Fommt.

Bejondersd twertvoll fiir dbas Studium der gangen Betwegung find aber
aud) eine gange Anzahl von Monographien, die in den lepten Jahren ers
fdjienen find. Lor uns liegen 3ivei dicfer Hefte, ndmlid) ,Gottesdienjt und
Redtfertigungdglaube, Qutherds Grundlegung evangelijdjer Liturgif bid gum
Jabre 1528, von Adolf Aliwohn, und ,Die liturgijde Betwegung der Gegens
wart im Lidhte ber THeologic Luthers”, bon Otto Diek. "

Die erftgenannte Sdirift geht auf die cingelnen Momente ein, die in
Quifers liturgiffjen Sdiriften in den crften Jabhren feimer iGeologifdien
Cntwidlung Hervorireten, namenilid) feine almdhlide Erlenninis der ben
romifdien Stultformen anbingenden iibel, Sdjon vor dem Jahre 1516
mertte Quilier deutlidy dic Gefahrlidyleit der lecren Berenmonien, und damals
jdhon rwagte ex ¢8, gu fagen, dajy die Wurzel alles iibels darin bejtehi, dah
bas Gvangelium nidt in rediter Weife gepredigt wird. Diefe Crlenninis
tritt nod) deutlider Hervor in feiner Momerbricfvorlefung, fvo er auss
driidlid) fagt, daf Ddie bielen Stirdjengebriudie vor dem Cvangelium nidt
bejtehen Tonnen. Gin weiterer Grundjab, der fidh bei Luther um biefe Jeit
Bahn brad), ijt dicfer, dafy 5 nidt gleidgiiltig ift, welde’ Jeremonien bes
folgt twerden, jondern ifre Art Hat dem Grundgefels der Gottess und Nadjjtens
licbe u entfpredien. Jur BVejeitigung einesd faljdjen Verirauens auf dufers
liche Handlungen empfahl Luiber fdion damald deren BVerminberung und
bie Cinfilhrung einer rediten Velchrung iiber den Glauben. Aloobn jdjreibt:
#2u3 denfelben Grinbden §ilt ex aud) cine Revifion der gejamien Fird s
lidenSapungen, cine Vefeitigung bed rein Guferliden Pruns
fe8 und cine Verminberung dber G ebetdgercemonien unbd ber fuls
tifden Gewanbder fiic angegeigt.” Jn den Worten Luihers: ,Quia
hace crescunt in dies et ita erescunt, ut sub illis decrescat fides et charitas
et nutriatur avaritia, superbia, vana gloria, immo quod peius est, quod

“illi homines sperant salvari, nihil solliciti de interno homine. Jn ben

nidjjten Jabhren war Luiher vor allem darauf bedadjt, das BVolf gu belehren,
bafs cin [iturgifder A ¥t nod) lange fein gottesbienftlider
ijt. fiberhaupt legie der Meformator ein fehr grofes Getvidit auf die falras
mentale Seite ded Gotteddicnjted, um dad Tun Glotted den Juhrem redit
boraubilden und das Wefen des Gottesdienjtes als cin Schenlen und Wirlen
Gotted au betonen. )
JIn der Schrift bon Diels, die durdy eine THhefenreile cingeleitet Ivicd,
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ift fonberlidy Thefis 5 von grofer Widjtigleit: ,.Der Gotteddienjtgedante
Lutfers it ber tonfequente YAusdrud feiner Medjtfertigungslehre. BVon ihr
aus Gat bie Predigt gentrale Wedbeutung im Gotteddienft und fann und bdarf
niemal8 burd) Qiturgie berbringt ober erfefst werben.” Nadjdem der Wexs
faffer mandjerlei Werirrungen in ber liturgijden Beivegung nadgetvicjen
pﬂi. nidgt nur in allgemeinen MReformbejtrebungen, fonbern audy jonderlich
in Jdeen der ,Hodlivdlichen Wereinigung” (Durdfitfrung der bifddfliden
Berfaffung, mafuolles Juriidtreten der Predigt), bringt er Lutfers Titurs
gife Grundfiige gur Geltung. 1tm und furz au faffen, gitieren mwir einige
der [dvertviegenditen Ausjagen:

_#Die Titurgijdhe Vetwegung Hat in allen ifren gefdjilbecten Thpen bie
DBegiehung gum grundlegenden evangelifden Pringip verloren. Das, wasd
dieReformation al8 bas Wefen bed evangelifden Gots
teddienjted exarbeitet Hhat, ift nidht mehr normierend.
-« fiber ifrec Synithefentheologie [wonad jede neue Jeitperiode
"fu eigene gottesbdienijtlidhe Sujammenitellung zu madien Hat] ift die liturs
gijdhe Beregung — fo wie fie gejdhildert wurde — ald Ganged und in ifren
Teilen an den Punkt gefommen, o jie von ber Stirche Luibers fajt midht
mehr ernft genommen twerben fann. Denn bie Stirdje Luthers tweif, dak
%8 Jentrum alles evangelijien Lebens, aud) ded evangelifien Gottess
dienjtes, der rtifel von der Rechtfertigung ift. . . . Aus diefem
Grunde ,joll bie driftlidge Gemeinde nimmer gujammentommen, es ierbe
t'm_n bafelbjt Gottes Wort gepredigt, ¢8 fei aud) aufsd Titrzejte’. 3 ijt und
blnb't alled Gotteddienfted das grifte und filnehmite Stitd, Gottes Wort
brebigen und Gdren. . . . So Haben twir bex Heutigen liturgijden Veivegung
gegenilber al8 Fundbamentalfab auszufpredien, bap bie Predigt auf jeden
Sall ber Mittelpuntt des evangelifhen Gottesdienjtes bleiben muf. . . . Die
R.lrﬁe Rutbhers Hat alfo pringipiell allen liturgijden Vemiijungen gegeniiber
bl_g Warnung vor ciner Abjolution der Liturgie audzujpreden.
iturgie fann und darf niemals die Predigt verdringen ober erfeben mwollen.
-« « Wer alfo um die Nedjtfertigung des Siinders aus Gotied3 Gnabe mweif,
hgr Tann nidjt vergefien, daf der Menjd) allegeit, aud) in feinem @ottess
dienjt, immer nur der Vittende, der gang undb gar Empfangende
bleibt, Won dax ausd tvird ¢3 un moglidy, im @otteddienjt felbjt Ges
bender und Spendenbder fein zu twollen; es verbietet fid) bon diefem Jentrum
lutberifdien Glaubend aus, im GotteSdienjt irgendiie ein ,creligidfes
_L‘t[ebnis' bom Menfden her exzeungen u wollen, Damit
l[t iiber alle bie Werjudje, die und bei ber Darftellung ber Heutigen liturs
“'!‘5‘“ Bewegung ald mehr ober minder piydjologijde, pidagogifde, biels
leidit fogar piydjagogijdje Beranjtaltungen enigegengetreten jind, dad Wort
gefprodien. . . . €3 ijt nad) Quifer vollig Har: Wer im Gottesbienjt vers
fudt, mit piydjologijdhen Mitteln und methobijher Tednil im Menfden
religidle Qebensbervegungen Bervorgurnfen, mifbraudit den evangelifden
Gottesdienit; denn dburdy dieje Miglichleiten tvird nur der yuypxdg Evlownos
gendbet. . . . Darum Hat qud) Luiher mit allen unnitigen Jeremonien ded
tomifdien Mefgottesdienjtes (Raudern ujiw.) aufgerdumt. Warum glaubt
man, fie Deute tvieder in feiner Stirde cinfiibren gu miiffen? . . . Cine Sivdje
fx!! iiber ifr Velenninid zu toadien und, aljo wadjend, ifr Belenninis immer
wicber neu gu entdeden. MWo jie dad nidt tut, Hat jie aufgehirt, Sirde
3u fein.” P. C. 5.
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Der Name ,cvangelifd-Tutferifd”.

.Su ber Urtilelreife ,Dad Mutherijdje BVefenninid in den Velenninis=
jdjriften” fdjreibt Prof. Uimer in der .. E. L. §&. vom 10, April: ,Jebens
ft.:lIB bedeutet Heute nod) das Augsburgifdje BVelenninis — aljo nidt etwa
bic Stonfordie — in vielen Stirdjen auferfhalb des Deutjdhen Reidges bdad
m_tnmcnt. bad ihnen geradegu in ,Evangelifdie Stirde . €. ihren Namen
gibt. Hiefen die ,Meuen’ urfpriinglidy Luiheraner, Mactianer, utherijd,
fo ax e8 Quther felbjt, der dic Sadje dbes Evangeliums und feinen Ramen
unberivorren haben tvollte. So fam im Streife wm ihn die Bezeidnung
»Evangelifdie’ oder aud) Meformierte’ auf. Durd) die religionsgejelidafts
liem Denfen und Wollen entfprungene lnion ivurde bdie Vezeidnung
sevangelijd)’, bie u. a. fdjon ber Grofe Sturfiicft al8 ein Luiberaner und
Reformicrte umfajjended linionswort anjtrebte, nunmehr bon diejer neuen,
erjit 1817 gebildeten Union in ¥nfprud) genommen. 1lnd die Luiberaner
Ticgen {id) diefen RNaub gefallen, ftatt daf fie der Meubildung Fugemutet
hiitten, fid) cinen neuen NMamen zu widhlen. So muften fie fidh fortan
Coangelijd)-Tutherijdie nennen, cine Vegeidinung, die ja twohl friifer jdon
bann und twann gebraudit worden tar, die aber nivgends jo gan3 ald eine
Firdjlidhie empfunden tvird ober im lnterfdiied von den ,Evangelijden’ Hels
vetifdier Stonfefjion Cvangelijde Augsburgijder Stonfefjion. Aber bas fdjien
ja wofl den Witern der Union gut fo. Hingegen war ed den Reformicrten
miglid) — bod) unter Veibehaltung der Wegeidnung ,reformiert’ —, fid)
fortan mit gleidjem Redit aud) als ,Evangelifdje’ gu Degeidhnen. Nod) im
Stontorbienbud) qilt ber Name ,MNeformierte’ iibrigens filx bie Lutheramer.
Crit feit dbem 17. Jahrhundert urde die Vezeidnung Reformicrte’ fons
feffion8begeidhnung der Jiwinglianer und Calviniften und erjdeint fo im
Wejtfalifdhen Fricden. Dic BVegeidimung (nad) Gotted Wort) ,reformiert’
fourde dann damals bon den Reformicrten bor allem im Gegenjal gu den
nod) im Alten Halb jtedengeblicbenen — tvie fie jagten — Eoangelijden
(Sutheranern) gebraudit.” (G

The Need of Doctrinal Preaching.

“This is an age of quacks in religion as well as in medicine. Every
nostrum imaginable is offered to cure the Church of its real and supposed
ills. They tell us that we must have finer machinery, beautiful buildings,
more musie, up-to-date programs. There is truth here. These, however,
will not make an impotent church mighty in the presence of aggressive
evils. Efficiency is their magic word, and the Church has efficiency ex-
perts galore. It has built up the most efficient machinery ever made for
its missionary cnterprise; yet it is recalling its ambassadors, reducing
its forces, retreating along all fromtiers of activity. Efficiency is not
synonymous with life. It is not efficiency, it is effectiveness that is needed.

“The doctors say the Church wants bigger budgets and better pro-
grams; but Christ needs bigger and better men. The Church does not
need more push, it needs more power; not more doctoring, but more doc-
trine. ...

“Doctrinal preaching is difficult. It takes preparation and perspira-
tion to present these cardinal truths in a new, forceful, and persuasive
manner. The demands of the present-day pastorate are so great that pas-
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tors often cannot take the time to prepare stirring doctrinal messages.
Nevertheless it is worth while to pay the price. Great preaching comes
from great convietion. Great conviction grows out of great truths. Con-
viction generates spiritual power.

“The need for doctrinal preaching, Secriptural preaching, is tragic.
During our vacations we have heard many sermons with never a Scripture
reference. Many preachers did not cven take a text. Hungry souls were
given sermons made up of funny stories, politicnl discussions, and book
reviews. We have been tempted to give what people want. The world
wants to be entertained, pleased, applauded, flattered. Like children they
want what is not always good for them.”

Watchman-Examiner, April 10, 1030.

Blowing Out Lights.

A well-known preacher, who is known to be vitriolic and hypereritiecal,
was shaking hands with members of his congregation after the service.
A woman who had been a parishoner of the church in years gone by and
who was now engaged in full-time Christian work was in the company
that was greeted by the pastor.

“Well, Laura, are you still letting your light shine?” asked the
preacher.

“Yes, Doctor,” she replied, “just like you are, and I am blowing
out everybody else’s light, just like you are.”

There is no record of the results of this rebuke. One of the greatest
tragedies in Christian work to-day is the jealousy that prevails among
Christian workers and the destructive, sinful criticism of fellow-workers.
Satan must gloat over this phenomenon and the havoc it has wrought.
We must be uncompromising in our loyalty to Christ and the Word and
in our hatred of sin, but this obligation does not mean that we should
be harsh and bitter and hypercritical toward our fellows. Let us remember
the wise advice “We should not add to the offense of the Cross our own
offensiveness.”

Why should a Christian worker magnify and broadcast the faults
and failures of a fellow-worker? Some believers seem to specialize in
criticism, and they become past masters in their specialty. The critic
sometimes goes so far as to peddle lies. Lying is an appalling thing
in the sight of God. “All liars shall have their part in the lake which
burneth with fire and brimstone,” Rev.21,8. Somectimes a criticism
is an interpretation of an act or an attitude that is a false interpretation
because the eritic did not have accurate or adequate information. Great
barm may result from such criticism. Some one has said that all
comments should go through three sieves: First, Is it true? Second,
Is it kind? And third, Is it necessary?

Criticism sometimes is necessary; but it should be given to the
person involved, and it should be brought in the right spirit. God says:
“Brethren, if a man be overtaken in a fault, ye which are spiritual,
Testore such & one in the spirit of meekness, considering thyself lest thou
also be tempted,” Gal.6,1. The work of restoration is the work of the
spiritual Christian. Too many unspiritual people are undertaking this
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work, and it is not being done in the spirit of meekness, but in the spirit
of pride.

Christian workers are not faultless, and many have their idiosyn-
crasies; but if they are faithful in life and testimony to the Lord and
His Word, let us refrain from minimizing their influence by criticism.
Let us rather rejoice in their successes, speak well of them, and pray
for them.

How would it be to declare a moratorium on negative, destructive
criticism of fellow-Christians and to go out of the business of “blowing
out lights”? Let us echo the wish of the one who said: “Die when
I may, I want it said of me by those who knew me best that I always
plucked a briar and planted a flower where I thought a flower would grow.”

(From The King’s Business, April, 1930.)
P.E.K.

Anniversary of the Death of Erasmus.

It is four hundred years ago that Erasmus, the famous humanist,
left this world. Borm Oectober 27, 1464, in Rotterdam, he died in Basel,
July 12, 1536. Thinking of him in his relations to Luther and the Refor-
mation, we must say that here we are furnished a striking illustration of
the truth that the kingdom of God is built not by human wisdom and
power, but by the Holy Spirit operating in the Word. The greatest
classical scholar of his age, a writer of rarest grace, a satirist who pos-
scssed wit and wisdom in happy combination, a critic who was keenly
alive to the many abuses that were aflicting the Church, o man admired
and looked up to in all Europe, he nevertheless did not bring about the
Reformation of the Church because the great central truth of the Serip-
tures, that of justification by grace through faith, did not become the
all-governing principle of faith and life with him and because he kept on
sweeping away the filth that accumulated on the outside of the church
instead of plying the broom where cleansing was most needed, in the
chief room of the building. Erasmus scems to have been one of those
tragic figures that are drawn hither and thither by conflicting motives,
without reaching that inner peace and harmony for which the human heart
yearns. Luther essentially was right, that appears to have been his con-
vietion; but he deplored Luther’s vehemence and uncompromising course,
and he felt that, after all, not everything in the Church was wrong.
And so he drifted, now maintaining this, now that position, unwilling
to become an adherent of Luther and yet unable to remain an ardent son
of the Roman Church. How little he understood Luther became evident
especinlly when in 1524 he published his diatribe The Freedom of the Will,
in which ho assailed Luther’s position, only to be answered in the Intter’s
annihilating work On the Servitude of the Will. We Lutherans may well
remind ourselves of the great services which Erasmus, enemy of Luther
though he was after the Reformer in his De Servo Arbitrio had com-
pletely unhorsed him, indirectly rendered the cause of the Reformation.
He in 1516 printed the text of the Greek New Testament; together with
the Greek text he issued a Latin translation of his own, which in a number
of instances was more faithful to the original than the Vulgate; he added
notes in this edition which often criticized current views and existing
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conditions; he published paraphrases on the books of the New Testament,

i
|
l making them better understood; he edited and printed the writings of

Church Fathers, and some of their Greck works he translated into Latin

. and thus made accurate historical research easier; in numerous phil-
ological writings he furnished theologians some of the equipment they

needed to penetrate to the heart of Scripturc-passages and to defend the

true menning against adversaries; in many works (especially in his
Colloquia and his famous Laus Stultitiac) he castigated the sins and the

ignorance of the priests and monks and even of their superiors and helped
to destroy the halo with which superstition had invested them. In looking
i over this list, one can understand the taunt of the enemies of Erasmus

in his own camp, “Erasmus laid the egg which Luther hatched.”
[ What Others Think of Kagawa.

The following paragraphs appeared in the Evangelical Student, as

reported in the Episcopal Recorder of January, 1036.

“A Christian student and member of the League of Evangelical
Students has written a sharp letter challenging a cursory remark made
in a previous editorial which classed Toyohiko Kagawa as a Modernist.
T challenge you to prove one statement or eclse retract it. Prove that
Toyohiko Kagawn is n Modernist or the H—— Chapter of the League
will be smaller by at least two members” This defense of Kagawa was
made in the interest of the Student Volunteer Movement, which engaged
Kagawa as one of its main speakers at its recent quadrennial convention
in Indiuunpollu.l) The reaction of this student indicates the wide-spread
delusion that prevails in Ameriea concerning Kagawa and, incidentally,
concerning the Student Volunteer Movement. When we consider the
large number of speaking engagements before American student bodies
that have been arranged for Dr. Kagawa, it becomes important for students

fo be informed whether Kagawa is an evangelical or a Modernist.

“The philosophy of Toyohike Kagawa has been set forth in two of
his popular books: 7he Religion of Jesus and Love the Law of Life. The
.I'llole approach of these books is a thoroughly naturalistic one. Jesus
is treated as a mere human creature. Man is not felt to be in need
of a supernatural salvation either objectively in the death of Christ or
subjectively in the regencration of his sinful heart. The teaching of
Kagawa on certain cardinal points of the Christian faith bears this out
clearly. What is Kagawa’s conception of the person of Christ? ‘Jesus
experienced God ns the forgiver of sins.2) Speaking of redemption, Kagawa
says: ‘Jesus Christ actually experienced it.3) This makes Christ a sinner.
Historie Christinnity says Christ ‘knew no sin.' What is Kagawa’s view
of the atonement? ‘Some people think that the death of Jesus was a bribe
= « « for reconciliation with God. But I take the meaning of Jesus’' death
humanistically and personally. The true, deep meaning of redemption
is that Jesus apologized to God for all the failures and sins of mankind,
taking responsibility for them upon Himself.’d) Christ said He was to

B —

1) The student has since become convinced of his error.
2) Toyohiko Kagawa, The Religion of Jesus, p. 35.
3) Ibid, p. 56, 4) Ibid, p. 57%.
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die * for the remission (pardon) of sins’ Paul taught: ‘We were recon-
ciled to God by the death of His Son’ Xagawa discredits the bodily
resurrection of Jesus. ‘We do not know in what form the resurrection
did come. Whether it was in the flesh, as the gospels teach, or in the
spiritual body, as Paul tells us, it makes no difference’5) After His
resurrection Christ said: ‘A spirit hath not flesh and bones as ye see
Me have’ Kungawa’s teaching on the nature of man is just as anti-
Christian as his teachings on the person and work of Christ. Man is
not at all in need of regeneration. He is inhcrently good and simply
needs to believe in the evolutionary development of himself into divinity.
“‘Belief in evolution is a bolder faith than Abraham’s belief in the Promised
Land. His land was the lean country of Palestine; the Promised Land
of evolution is growth from electron to divinity.’6) God’s Word says:
‘All have sinned and come far short of the glory of God. Christ said:
‘Ye must be born again.’ It is the privilege of Dr. Kagawa to prefer his
naturalistic philosophy to that of supernatural Christianity. But Dr.
Kagawa does not have any rightful claim to the name ‘evangelical.” And
the fact of his being invited to speak to the one-time-evangelical Student
Volunteer Movement, far from assuring us of the orthodoxy of Dr. Kagawa,
convinces us of the unorthodoxy of any oragnization that welcomes
his message.”

Strange to say, the Luthcran Companion of April 18, 1036, has the
following short article, signed by C.A.Wendell: —

“This Man Kagawa.—It looks as if Pietists, orthodoxists, Funda-
mentalists, and profiteers had entered into an agreement to squash every
effort of this Kagawa of Japan. As for me, if I may venture to add
a word to the tumult, I have only this to say: When I have suffered
half as much for my Savior as Kagawa has; when I have surrendered
every worldly preferment rather than deny Christ; when I have become
humble enough to be ‘Christ’s fool, a public laughing-stock’ (see Axling’s
Kagawa, p.70); when I have ‘ticked off, in tears, day after day, half
my life’ out of sympathy for suffering humanity; when I can call myself
‘Christ’s captive, a slave of the Cross,’ determined to abandon everything
that bears the mark of this world; when I have given up every luxury
and every comfort and gone down into the slums, not merely to visit
their inhabitants now and then, but to live among them that so I may
tell them the more effectively of the love of Christ; when I have been
beaten and bruised and kicked and imprisoned because of my determina-
tion to follow in the footsteps of Christ and have come out of it with
my heart still full of love and compassion; when I have done all this,
us Kagawa has, then maybe I shall feel justified in joining the pack and
helping to hound him,— if that be the Christian thing to do,—but till
then I shall let others do the judging.” (C.A.WeNpeLr, Lutheran Com-
panionm, April 18, 1936.)

G) Ivid, p.103.
0) Toyhiko Kagawa, Love the Law of Life, p.299.

-
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