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cubits, Num. 85,5. Putting these two Bible-passages together, they
resolved that 2,000 cubits would not carry a man beyond the camp and
hence constitute a legitimate Sabbath-day’s journey. This law came
to be as binding as the divine law which called for rest on the
Sabbath-day.

We ask ourselves, What was fundamentally wrong with this
seribal procedure? Surely it was not out of order for a pious Jew
to want information concerning the practical problem of taking
a walk on the Sabbath-day. Surely it was not out of order for earnest
scribes to try and to answer this question. Well, then, what was
wrong? Viewing the matter more carefully, we discover that the
scribes erred in this, that they ascribed to their human opinion,
deduced by processes of reasoning from general Bible statements,
a validity and authoritativeness equal to that of the clear and specific
Word of God itself.

This was typical of their manner of teaching, and what the
results of such a procedure were we know only too well. They estab-
lished a large number of human traditions, which in their accumu-
lated form were superimposed on the Word of God, with the con-
sequence that the great truths and the true spirit of the Word were
lost, that true religion and genuine spirituality died out, and that
a dead formalism and a cold religiosity took their place. Yes, more
than that; endless ingenious devices were invented for the purpose
of escaping the requirements of the traditions of the elders and of
God’s Law itself.

We have in later history, as counterparts of scribism, Romanism,
scholasticism, and Puritanism.

III. Do these facts of the Church’s history teach us anything for
our own day and our own problems?

Our fathers came to these United States in order to escape the
circles of rationalism which were dominating the religious life of
their native land and also for the purpose of finding a greater mea-
sure of religious freedom, so that they might profess the full truth
of God and worship the Lord according to the requirements of His
holy Word and the dictates of their consciences.

The price which they paid for liberty of conscience and freedom
of religion made them very careful, and rightly so, to preserve the
pure doctrine of the inspired Seriptures in its entirety. They sternly
refused to acquiesce in the looseness of teaching and practise char-
acteristic of some of the Lutheran groups already operating in the
United States when they arrived.

Hence the founders of our Church organized their own Synod of
Missouri, Ohio, and Other States. They established colleges and
seminaries, published church-papers, held conferences and synodical
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gatherings, and thus preserved a rather unique solidarity of orgami-
zation and uniformity of both doctrine and practise.

A well-nigh perfect unanimity and common agreement of judg-
ment in questions of casuistry was quite natural for them because of
the great similarity of conditions under which their work was done.
It must not be overlooked that they were isolated from the larger
environment by their foreign tongue.

Wherever conditions are such, the danger is that the tendency
may develop to enthrone matters of human judgment as found in
the words of eminent men, conference resolutions, the opinions of
authors, and so forth, and to give them something of binding force
upon the consciences of men. We believe we are justified in saying
that citations from our own literature for the purpose of supporting
expressed doctrines or principles of conduct are sometimes accepted
without asking whether the case under advisement is covered by the
Scripture-texts on which such prineciples originally were founded

To-day, when we are facing a world subject to rapid and frequent
changes, when the emphasis of our work has definitely shifted from
the farm to the city, and when the unchurched masses of America
have by common consent become our new and challenging mission-
field, any attempt to meet our new task aggressively soon enough
teaches the necessity of new methods, new approaches, and the need
of utilizing new opportunities. Since we have nothing in past prece-
dents that can provide us with a ready-made answer for all the new
situations which may arise, it is but reasonable that the dissimilarity
of conditions and circumstances in various places should preclude the
reasonable expectation of the same common agreement in judgment
which was characteristic of an earlier and a simpler day. It is im-
portant to remember that differences in judgment in matters of
casuistry need not be considered an indication of the existence of
fundamental differences in principle. If this is overlooked, the inner
unity of our Church is threatened.

It must be clear to every one that we must find a definite guid-
ing principle lest some of us become guilty of superimposing human
opinions on the divine Word and others among us by way of violent
reaction abandon supernaturally revealed truths.

Let us thank God that we have such a principle. It is simple,
Scripturally sound, and enjoys Lutheran recognition. The principle
is this: Whenever you have a specific word of God, clearly applicable
to a given situation, then the Lord has spoken. The opinions of men
count for naught in such an instance. Whenever a situation arises,
however, in the complexities of modern life for which we have no
specific word, thus making us dependent upon deductions made by
our processes of reasoning from what we believe to be the implica-
tions of Bible-teachings, then no one dare thrust his opinions and
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deductions upon the conscience of another as though they possessed
equality with the Word and divine authority. It is as wrong and
sinful to add unto Holy Writ as it is to subtract therefrom, Deut.
4,2; 12, 32; Rev. 22,18 f.

May it please God in His mercy to let us ever remain one in heart
and mind and in our unanimous acceptance of all doctrines and
principles of conduct clearly laid down in God’s inspired Word!l
May the love of Christ also fill our hearts with the necessary atti-
tudes of charity and kindness toward one another, so that we may
in a spirit of Christian forbearance and proper humility ever grant
to our brethren in faith the right of private judgment in matters of
casuistry. Thus, and thus alone, can we by God’s grace escape both
the Scylla of a dead traditionalism and the Charybdis of a devi-
talized liberalism. O. A. GEISEMAN.

Der Sdriftgrund fiir dic Lehre von der satisfactio vicaria.
(Fortfefung.)

Gph. 2, 183: Nun aber in CHhrifto FEfu [feid ihr], die
ifr cinjt ferne waret, nahe gefommen in bem Blut
Chrifti.

Diefer Sap enthilt cine gewaltige und felige Wahrheit filc alle
Ghrijten, die, tie einft dic meijten Glicder der epBefinifdhen Gemeinde,
aus dem Heidenvolf fitr Ehrijtum und jein Reidh gewonnen worden find.
Und ber Apoijtel jtellt Hiex tvicdberum bdie ftellbertretende Genugtuung
Ghrijti in den Mittelpuntt feiner Darjtellung. Sdjon die Partifel am
Unfang des Safses ijt Degeidhnend; bdenn, vovi, dad im Maffifden Gries
difd nur im temporalen Sinn gebraudjt twird, Hat in der xowvi, bejons
derd im Neuen FTejtament, aud) eine Stonjefutivbedeutung getvonnen,
fo baf e eine Folge bezeidinet, cin Fazit angibt, dhnlid) tvic dasd deutjde
»nun” und dasd englijfe “now”. Wir ¥onnen daher umjdreiben: Da
bdie Sadje fidh fo verhilt; oder: infolge ded Verhiltnijjes, dbas durd) bie
Stellvertretung Ehrijti Hergejtellt worden ijt, wobei aber die temporale
Bedeutung nod) immer durdifhimmert: Jn der jebigen Beit, infolge ber
burd) eure Befehrung Dbetwirfien Mmivilgung, ijt die Sadlage gan3
anbers al8 vorher. Sodann ift der Ausbrud év Xoord 'Incod fo ems
phatijd) borangejtellt, daf wir wobl mit Wohlenberg (in Strad-Jidler)
unb mit Salmond (Ezpositor's Greek Testament) annehmen bdiicfen,
baf e8 felbjtindige Geltung Bat, o daf man iiberjepen biicfte: Num
aber feid ihr in Chrijto YEu. Das ift die Stellung der Ehrijten, bad
ijt ber Stopus ifred Dajeind: fie find in Ehrijto, fic Haben ifr Leben,
Weben und Sein in dem Heiland, den fic im Glauben ergriffen Haben.
Frilber getrennt bon Chrijto, ftefen fie jept in der innigjten, feligiten
@emeinfdaft mit ifm.

Werjtirit wird die gange Ausfage durd) den Partizipialjoh iHr,
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