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Theological Obaerver - aitdjlidj•,8dtacfdjidjtli4d 

I • .2lmrrika 
Tile Lutheran World Convention and \Vorld-Wldo Lutlleraa Coopera• 

tlon. - Something of the unique and important functlon of the Lutheran 
World ConvenUon ls indicated in the following excerpts from the olldal 
report of the latest meeting of the execuUve committee, prepared bJ 
Dr. Hans Llljc, general secretory: 

"Among the topics for discussion three had partlcu1ar prominence 
thla year. The first question la related to the reorganization of the World 
Convention. It has become apparent in tho c:oune of the now nearly 
twenty years' history of the World ConvenUon that a more 1011d can
sUtutional buls is needed for the fulfilment of its extensive tuk than 
has hitherto been the case. But for a union of such varied church atruc
tures, lrom all ports of the world, to build up a common comtltutlon Is 
no light task. • • • Two dlfficulUes in particular have come to the fore In 
the course of negotiations. The first is of an exterior and legal nature. 
The proceedings which could bring about a union of the Lutheran 
churches are extraordinarily varied. Some involve a parliamentary de
cree, while others may only require the declslon of the directing aroup 
and others again merely the consent of the leading pastoral authorities. 
Still more important is the difference in tho conc:epUon of the fellowlblp 
of the churches, which presents a much greater cllfficulty than an outsider 
would think. For over against the large-mindednea and breadth of the 
Swedish and of some other Nordic churches, which have official inter
communion with the Church of England, there la at the other extreme 
the determinaUon to refuse lntercommunion with thoae Lutheran churches 
which admit non-Lutherans to Communion. And flnally there Is yet 
another exterior difliculty. Informal union has been fully adequate for 
relief work hitherto and has avoided a number of fundamental dillicultia 
But It has become very clear that the Lutheran World Convention needs 
a more solid constitutional foundation if it is to do Its future work with 
the broad-mindedness and authority that is required. The realization 
of this fact led to the discussion of a new-draft constitution, whk:h Is to 
be submitted to the next meeting of the World ConvenUon in 19t0. 

"This fourth convention will be the greatest and most Important 
Ulelllbly in the history of Lutheranism. 

"The second main topic for disc:uaslon was the relief work of the 
World'■ ConvenUon on behalf of those Lutheran churches which are 
In need of it, such as those in the Ukra1no or on the mlslon-&eld. flie 
third topic was the preparation of the coming World Convention, which 
is to meet in Philadelphia in May, 1940. (The first was held at Ei■eMch 
In 1923, the IICCOnd in Copenhagen in 1929, and the third in Paris in 1935.) 
The agenda include, under the general theme of "l'he Lutheran Church 
Today,' the dlscualon of the following subjects: "l'be Church uid the 
Churche■,' 'Church, Word, and Sacrament,' 'The Church in the World.' 
The Pl'OIP'UD ■I■o provides for spedaJ meetlnp for Lutheran youth, on 
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tu work of fondp mJalons, cm the dlacaaatll, cm home mlwlms, iu-, 
atatlatb, churda lmtruc:tlon of the people'• mlllkm" 

The above la tabn from the N-,. lh&llecla of the Natlanal Lutberan 
Ccnmdl. God arant that, when th1s Lutheran World Convention will 
be bald ln Phllaclelpbla ln lNO, the aim of thme who attend will not be 
tbe «:nation of a large Lutheran body of world-wide dlmenslom but 
the flllterlng of loyalty to the old truths revealed ln the Scrlptura and 
confeaed ln the Lutheran aymbola and the promulptlon of theae truths 
to a distracted and bewildered world. A. 

'l'llo Trapdy of New Swedea.-Speoklng of the defection of the 
Lutheran Church on the Delaware founded by the Swedes ln the colony 
whlch wu established three hundred yean ago, President Benell of the 
A\IIUlfana Synod la quoted in the Luthenzn Compcz71icm of June 30 to 
bave lpOlr:en aa follows: 

"'1'be tragedy of the Delaware chun:hea, from a Lutheran point of 
view, wu caused by a spirit of unlonlsm and a weakening of confes
sional loyalty, which led to a 'foreign entanglement' with Angllcanlwm, 
that eventwilly swallowed these churches. When the Delaware churches 
PIIRd under Episcopal jurisdiction, the MlnJsterlum of Pennsylvania 
had been ln existence for many years. U the Swedish Lutherans had 
made common cauae with their German Lutheran brethren, ••• the story 
of these Lutheran churches would have been gloriously dilferent. 

"The important thing today, however, ls that we may have learned 
the lesson. Neither Isolation as a synod nor unionism with other groups 
will help us. Either will destroy us eventually. The best way for the 
Lutheran and Reformed church-bodlell to promote true ec:wnenlcity ls 
for the church groups who poaea a common faith to get together and 
rettle whatever differences they may have. Denomlnatlonal, not aec
tarian, loyalty must be a living reality, a foundation for the larger 
eontac:ta." A. 

Wartbaq 'l'heolc,slcal Seminary Molll'IIL -This aeminary of the 
American Lutheran Church suffered the Joa of lta president, the Rev. 
Dr. Emil H. &usch, who departed this life August 19, sixty-three years 
old. He wu a graduate of Wartburg Seminary and had later studied at 
the University of Michigan. He had served aa putor ln Peoria, m., 
Marine City, Mich., and Waverly, Iowa. From 1909 to 1910 he waa the 
oaoclate editor of the Lutheni" Hf!Ttlld and from 1910 to 1928 its edltor-
ln-chief. A. 

Rev. J, E. Thoen Resigns the Edltonhlp or the ''Sentinel" and 
"Tldende." In Vol. 21, No. 15 (Aug. 12, 1938) of the Lutheran Snffnel 
the announcement ls made that Rev. J.E. Thoen, after almoat eight years 
of laithful aervlce, feela obliged to resign from the editorship of the two 
oftlclal organs of the Nonoer,ian Su,aod. In commendation of his work 
the periodical saya among other things: "The effects of his editorial pen 
have been far-reaching. Law and Gospel have been presented plainly 
and clearly to the encouragement of sound Lutheranism and to the dls
c:ourqement of all such u would depart from pure teachlng and holy 
lMng. As a fearless warrior J. E. Thoen bu held ~ to an editorial 
po1icy which claimed respect for Sentinel and Ttdnde far beyond the 
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boundaries of our own Synod. As a kindly aeeker of 10W1 be bu not 
only written and selected articles which told about the general lltate of 
the Church, but he has seen to It that there has been a c:omlltent 
presentaUon of salvation by grac:e throush faith in Christ Jaus." 

Aged Pastor J.E. Thoen fully deserves this praise, and we an sJacl 
that he has promised his cheerful cooperation with the new editor, Rev. 
A. M. Harstad, in the department of Christian doctrine and polemlcL In 
No. 16 of the Lut1um,n. Sentinel (Aug. 27) we find a splendid artlcle from 
his facile pen on Wonu,n.'• Sv.flraae and the Lutheran. .Chv.TCh, lhowiDI 
that the Lutheran Church in Norway la now being urged to p-ant per
mlaslon to women to study theology and enter the ministry. '1'Ul now the 
Stoning (Norwegian Congress) as well as the College of Bishops, the 
CongregaUonal Council, and the Bishopric Councils have stood firm, and 
Dr. 0. Hallesby, known in wide circles also In this country, bu threat
ened to resign his position if the seminary will be forced to admit 
women as students of theology to be prepared to enter the m1nlatr7 of 
the Church. Pastor Thoen adds to this the warning that such American 
Lutheran bodies as the United Lutheran Church and the Norweslan 
Lutheran Church, which permit women to vote and hold important oJlice, 
may be up against the same question as the State Church in Norway. 
He writes In conclusion: "Let us not imagine that we shall be spared 
the need of defending ourselves against pressure from without regard
Ing this question." 

In Vol. 15 of the Lut1teTan. Sentinel Rev. H. M. Tjemagel offel'II a 
limely and important article on "Our Pioneer Church Fathel'II," who, 
as he points out, were H. A. Preus, Jakob Aal Ottesen and, -above all, 
Ulrik Vllhelm Koren. Of the latter he writes: "In the student-body at 
the University of ChrisUania he was known as 'loeven' - the 'lion.' To 
bis intimates he was the gifted earnest seeker after ChrisUan faith and 
knowledge. His slogan became 'Grace alone!' As those words are en
graved on the obelisk which marks his resting-place in the Washing
ton Prairie Cemetery, so was the truth expressed by these words the 
background to every sermon he preached, every article he wrote, - and 
there were many, - and every battle he waged against false cloctrlne 
through a long militant life. Lutheranism has had few spokesmen ln tbll 
or any other land that have excelled Koren In wielding the award of 
the Spirit, which is the Word of God. Though in form, features, and 
bearing he was the very incarnation of the Viking chieftain and wu 
often misjudged because of his commanding presence, yet he wu in 
reality a mellowed, humble Christian, a mendicant at the cross of Jesu1 
Chriat." 

Dr. Koren, by the way, was pastor at Washington Prairie, Iowa, from 
1853 to 1910, fifty-seven years. He waa the first Norwegian pastor to 
settle west of the Mississippi River. He procured the campus for Decorah 
Luther College, was President of the Norwegian Synod, professor at Lu
ther College in 1874 and 1875, the author of poems, articles, and boob, 
and throughout the predestination controversy, as long u he lived, the 
chief champion among the Norwegians of the Lutheran doctrine of con
version and election. Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, conferred upcm him 
the title of Doctor of Divinity in 1903. It is well also for u to remember 
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mch men u Koren and Herman Ambers Prem and many otben wbo 
built up true Lutheranism in our country. By the way, B.A.Preua wa 
aae of the orpnlzera of the Norwqlan Synod and lt1 aeccmd Praldent, 

coeclltor of Maa11edatfdende, 1859-1888, author of maay artlc1el and 
PIJDphleta, and Praldent of the Synodlcal Conference, In wbJch he pro
PGRd the eatablllbment of our Nqro MJnJom in lffl. J.T.11. 

I'eyetuna,. -The Luehcnm of A\ll1,llt 3 nprlnta from the Lu,. 
tlaeraa Hen&ld of the Norwegian Lutheran Church of America the ecll
torlal contributed by the editor, Dr. G. T. Lee, at the twenty-fifth an
Dlvuary of hia aaumption of the edltol'lhlp. Tbla editorial wu the 

l1ltroclw:corv printed July 10, 1913. Here It ii: "ImrocluetorJ,. It ii 
CUltomary for a new editor to outline hia propam. But in our cue we 
c:omlder the program a1reacly outlined In all eaentlall. 'l'be aynod 
meettn, at Minneapolil decided that the Lutheran Herald lhould be the 
lnallsh organ of the aynod. Accordlagly it will be our duty to voice 
the sentlmenta and proclahn the principlea for wb1ch the aynod ltlDdL 
The motto of the aynod ii the Greek word yiyoa=m, which meam 'It 
Is written.' 'l'be Word of God ii the only infallible aoun:e and norm of 
doctrine and rule of life. The Lutheran Hen,,ld ii not to be our personal 
orpn for voicing our views or opiniom, but In all matten of faith and 
Christian life the Herald must apeak u the Word of God. On all mat
ten neceaary to aalvatlon the Word of God apeab with a penpleulty 
and directness which no man can improve upon. The Word of God 
lhall bo our only light, guide, and aoun:e of authority, not u lnterpreter 
but u It reads. Our interpretation of a plain Bible 1tatement wW be 
a repetition of the Bible words. Furthermore, the Scriptures furullh 
their own interpretation. In our daya we are asked to aeek the truth 
in the &0-called Sacred Books of the Eut, to abide by the 'resultl of 
science,' to accept 'new revelations,' and to be guided by 'Christian 
consciousnea.' But we llhall not suhltitute the slow-worm of human 
sagacity and wisdom for the light lhining from heaven. ID the Word of 
God. The aword of the spirit, the Word of God, llhall be the weapon 
used to combat error and meet the temptations of Satan. 

"A paper bearing the title 'Lutheran' must also nec:eaarily give 
prominence to the second great truth which the Lutheran Church bu 
always proclaimed: Salvation by grace alone, through faith in Jesus 
Christ. Persistently and comlstently we lhall emphasize these two fun

clsmental principles of Lutheranism and apply them to present-day prob-
lems in our political, social, moral, and rellalous life." E. 

Intersynodlcal Negotiations In Australia.-The Auacndic&n Luthercnt, 
the paper of our brethren in Australia (the Evangelical Lutheran Synod 
in Australia), in ill number of July 22, 1938, carried the following artlc:le: 

"Intersynodical negotiations, which have the purpCIIIC of removing 
doctrinal differences and establishing unity, have again become posdble 
linc:e the chief obstacle, which for years prevented such negotiations, 
hu been removed by the United Evangellcal Lutheran Church of Aus
tralia. When, prior to bu departure for the Brilbane General Ccm'ft!ll
tlon of the U. E. LC. A. in September, 1937, I peraonally approached the 
President of the U. E. L. C. A. with the request to work towards the re-
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moval 0£ the Walla Walla resolution of the U. E. L. C. A., whkb, IIIIIMI 
eight or nine years ago, stopped intersynoclic:al dlac:ualom, I found him 
very willing to do his best in this matter. After his return fram tut 
convention he informed me that hla ll)'DOd bad declared the Walla Walla 
resolution 'inoperative' and had thus cleared the way for the resumptllm 
of intersynodlcal negotiations. In a letter dated February S. 1938, Presi
dent Stolz confirmed this information, supplying me with a copy of the 
official report of the U. E. L. C. A. Aecordlng to this information their 
Committee £or Interaynodlcal Negotiations had received free hand u to 
the time and the manner of the reopening of the dlacualons. He aJao 
stated that such dJscwsslom could only take place after the printed reply 
to our pamphlet, Tile Diflerences, had been placed on the market and 
that, when the time came, discussions by correspondence would most 
likely be preferred. 

"Hence we may look forward with anticipation to the resumption 
of these negotiations which we on our part have never c:eued to desire 
and to urge. We also believe, and always have advocated, that dlleul
slons of this nature would be most profitable lf they were held in public, 
in the presence of lay member11 of our respective chun:bea. 

"In this connection we feel in duty bound to make reference to a 
laymen's movement which was inaugurated ln February last by a cir
cular issued by one of our South Australian laymen, in which be en
deavored to interest laymen of both synods in favor of such intersynodlcal 
dfscuulons. Subsequently a notice calllng a laymen's meeting, to be 
held at a convenient time, for the purpose of furthering intersyncxlbl 
negotiations nnd bringing about a union of the churches of the Luthel'lln 
persuasion ln our lnnd, wns published and broadcast. We have studfed 
the circular and notice nnd have also interviewed the writer. The result 
of our investigation is as follows: 

".Much as we welcome the keen interest of our laymen in this im
portant matte1· and recognize their, no doubt, good intentions, we cannot 
countenance, endorse, or support this movement. We are guided In our 
decision by the following considerations: 

"1. In view of the information supplied in the first portion of this 
article the laymen's meeting to urge the resumption of intersynodical 
negotiations in the manner contemplated is not necessary. 

"2. The clreular sent ouL in February contains many statements 
which are directly contrary to fact and also passes judgments which are 
manifestly unjust. The blessings of God cannot rest on a foundation 
of that nature. 

"3. The aims and objects of this laymen's movement are not clearly 
defined and, judging from our discualons, may be contrary to our doe
trlnal position and therefore fraught with danger to our Church and its 
indfvfdual members. 

"4. The organization contemplated ls to consist of laymen only and 
makes no provision for full cooperation with, and supervision by, the 
divinely called teacher11 of the Word and servanta of the Church, and 
that ln mattel'II of the gravest Import to the Church. This procedure we 
nprd u being in disharmony with the universal practise of our Church, 

5

Mueller: Theological Observer. - Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1938



'l'beolop:a1 o-rver-a1r11t11t•8tltlfMl4tffltd 81ST 

1 Car. H: 10; but, what la more, ,.. fear that the plan underlylq tho 
mavement 1a 1n c:onftlc:t with the iplrlt of the Goapel, wh1ch dacrlba 
tbe puton u oveneen, watchmen, atewucu, eta., and mabs It their 
duty to teach the truth and wam aplmt error, etc. (Compare 1 Cor. 
4:1; H:10; Acta20:28; Tltual:9; Beb.18:17; Ju.3:1; Kal.2:7.) 

"We have always urged the participation of the laymen of both 
churc:b-bodln In the lntenynodlcal dllcualona; but we cannot _. our 
way clear to give our support or endonement to thb movement, nor can 
we aclv.lae our congregations and church-memben to do ao. 

"W-. JAJffOW, General Preadent" 
When the Reformation Wu In Flower. - Under thb beadint tbe 

<&man Catholic) Eztenafcm Magazine (May, 1938) publlahed an Wua
trated article on Luther's work, altogether unfair and derogatory to the 
sreat Reformer's glo rious task. The article of couna aaya no more than 
what Romanlstic traducers long ago have aid about Luther'■ reformation 
of the Church. The writer clo■ea bis remarks by saying: "My present 
purpose la more modest, namely, to show L that the Reformation failed of 
ita chief aim, to destroy the Catholic rellgion and abollah the Church 
and Papacy; 2. that the Reformation divided Chrlatendom and retarded 
the religious progress of mankind by setting the people not only of 
Germany but also the nations of the earth warring among themalve■ 
on account of relig ion; 3. that the Reformation fomented quarrels and 
engendered hatreds and bitteme11, which an, rampant throughout the 
world th1■ very hour; 4. that the Reformation aet In motion far-reachinl 
fon:n of evil, which ore today threatening to destroy what la ■till left 
of our so-called ChristJan civilization. When the Peaanta' War wu 
raging, Enismus sai d to Luther, 'We are now reaping the fruits of the 
seed yo~ have sown.' And so it may be said that the world la reaping 
the fruits of the seed which Luther sowed four hundred year■ ago. He 
sowed the wind ; we reap the whirlwind." 

What the writer here says, is of coune downright ■lander and, 
historically co nsidered, utterly ridiculous. Yet it la no more than what 
other and more notorious Romanistic historians have aid of Luther and 
his work. Two things perhaps may be important enough to note In thb 
connection, nam ely, 1. that we cannot afford to ignore what the Romaniata 
even today publiah about Luther and his great work In their papers and 
pamphlets; 2. that we ourselves may aalat our Catholic neighbors in 
finding out the truth by passing on to them some of our own church
papers after we are through with them. Luther'■ Reformation ia still 
the focal point In modem church history and de■ervea the moat careful 
study by all who cnll themselves Protestants. It la here where confea
lional Proteatanti■m nnd blind Roman1am diverge, and no one dare re
main neutral; for here truth 1tands in oppo■ltlon to falsehood. 

J.T.M. 

Charl
es C. Marshall. - The press reports the death of Charle■ C. 

llarsball, recognized a■ an authority in eccles1ast1cal aa well u dvll 
law, who in 1928 challenged Alfred E. Smith when he wu the presidential 
c:andldate of the Democratic party to ■how how he could be a faithful 
Roman Catholic and at the ■ame time loyal to bis oath of office if be 
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should be elected. He quoted from papal eneycllcala and Boman church 
authorities to ahow that the two are Incompatible. He perpetuated hill 
concluslona in a book on the relation of the Roman Church to the Prell
denc:y under the title 7'he Roman CaehoUe Church tn che .IIOUffl Star.. 

IL 
Friendly Advice to the J'ews. - Under thls headfq the Baptllt 

Watchman-Ezaminer writes: "It ls of little uae for Jnn in this country 
to cry out for tolerance and then for them to practise Intolerance amoDI 
themselves. No Jew ought to be penecuted by fellow-Jews becaUle 
God has come into his life through faith in Jesus Chrlat." H. 

A Slpalllcaat Item. -The Catholic America reports, July 30, lS38: 
"A recent Congressional amendment, signed by President Boosevelt, per
mits the American consulate in Rome to act as the authentleating -,mt 
for documents of record in Vatican City in order that the documentl 
may be used as evidence in United States courts. The amendment com
mences with the words: 'Until the United States aball have a consular 
representative resident in the State of Vatican City.' The last American 
Minister to the Vatican was Rufus King of Wilconsln, appointed by 
Abraham Lincoln in 1863.'' IL 

One Way or Cleanlnc Rouse. -A correspondent of the Open Forum 
in the Baptist Watchman-Ezaminer calls on the laymen of the Church 
to emulate the example of the Thessalonian Christian.I, who cbec:ked up 
on Paul's preaching to see if what he aald was the truth. He says: "It 11 
quite the thing to blame the colleges and seminaries for unsound preachen 
and teachers; but I maintain that three fourths of the blame should be 
placed on the members of the churches. Suppose at the claae of a •rviee 
a dozen of my members should come to me with their Bibles open and 
lhould say, 'Pastor, we have checked on what you said, and we &nd thst 
you are wrong. The Word of God says thus and so.' One of two thinp 
would result: I would either get straightened out in my theolOIY, or elR 
I would resign and go where nobody would search the Scripture to see 
if what I said was the truth." It ls often said when the heterodox views 
of certain preachers (including some Lutherana) become eYident: Tbeir 
people do not hold those views; they are more orthodox. - Well, this 
points the way which they should go and dent with their pastors. Only 
this In addition: If their pastor is not honest enough to adopt one of the 
two things proposed by the writer, his parilhloners lhould give him an 
energetic push or leave his company. And others who hold the same 
conviction might help the process along; thus the writer might start 
a movement by which the Baptists could rid their Church of preachen 
like Harry Emerson Fosdick. H. 

Stronc Protest apiast Membership in tbe Federal Coaadl fll. 
Claan:bes.-We are glad to reprint what Dr. Mark A. Jllattbe,n of 
Seattle, Wash., one of the prominent Presbyterian minlsters of today, 
writes under the caption ''The Fire Hazard Is Too Great." Unfortunately 
we cannot insert his article in its entirety. His vigorous statements 
fumisb evidence that not all knees have bowed to Baal In thole denam
inationa that are connected with the Federal Council. His article ap
peared in the Pn•bvterian of August 4, 1938. 
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"Much of the world ls now burnlq. 'l'be Church cannot afford to 
play with the 8ra of heresy, Modernism, ndorwJlwn, Cammunlwn, atbe
bm, l'udwn, Nazllsm, or anarcb,y. 'l'heJr 8ra are far more amlnoull and 
far more forebodfnc than the p1c:ture above dac:rtbecl of the bumlq 
foratL We ought not to be connected with anytblq that ba In lt the 
danaen, the ftre hazards, the combustible matter, contained In the false 
rellilona and heresies of today. One of the greatest hentsles ls the 
clenJaJ of the lnfalllbWty of the Scrlpturn. 

"We have no right to be connected with the 10-called. Feclenl 
Council of Churches in America. The ezpoN of the Council hu been 
very carefully and cautiously made, and unrefutable fac:ta have been 
Pl'INnted. Read The Red NettDOTlc. Read Kr. Sanctuary■ marvelou■ and 
canvlnc:ing ezpoai of the fact■• Head the article■ and boob convlctlns the 
Federal Council of Churches in America and expodng the Communl■t■ 
In the Orpnjzation and the communl■tlc trend■ of the organization. We 
cannot afford to be connected with ■uch an ln■tltution or an Institution 
that hu men in it of ■uch radical, rationall■tlc view■• The fire hazards 
are too great. 

"There is not any value in playing with fire. Too much property u 
being destroyed; too many lives are being jeopardized; too many ln
tereat■ are being injured, and too many principles are being singed. 

"Up to the present minute the Presbyterian Church bu stood aloof 
from these nefarious, hellish religions - Socialism, Communlmn, Fascism, 
athei.vn, Nazilsrn, and anarchy. Some of the great denominations have 
been wrecked, and other■ are being wrecked, by contact with ■uch. Our 
denomination has stood aloof from the1e evil lnftuenc:u, and that aloof
nea bu in the past gained us respect and con&dence. But .:very time 
our name is connected with the socialutlc or communutic trends of the 
Federal Council, we suffer. The fire hazard■ are too great. The Presby
terian Church stands on the great fundamental principle■ of God'• in
fallible Word and the matchless Con■titutlon and principles of our Amer
foan representative govcrnme.nt. Such views, doctrine■, and creeds are 

eaenUal to America; therefore we cannot afford to make any com-
prmniaes." A. 

Important Factors in Denominational Union. - Speaking of the 
latter subject, of growing importance allO to the various Baptut group■, 
the Watchm11n-Ezamine1" (Sept. 8, 1938) say■ among other thlnp: "At tho 
recent meeting of the Southern Baptist Conveqtlon, Dr. J. B. Rushbrooke 
of London declared that the Edinburgh Conference had done positive 
harm, the pressure for mechanical union having widened the cleavages 
which divide Christians. By such pressure the origin of Prote■ta:ntlsrn 
was hastened ln Europe and many of the numerous denomination■ ln 
America are the result of the 11111De pressure In Puritan New England 
Careful reffectlon will disclose other effec:ta of the penlstent campaip 
apinst religious denominations. A■ these bodin were originated to give 
expreaion to deep convictions which would not down and to wbich their 
adherent■ vowed their loyalty at any coat, the effect of this campaip 
bu been to another ■uch conviction■ and tamper with the ■upreme 
loyalties of the 10ul. Colleges founded by denominational sifts com
promise themaelves by announcing thmmelves undenomlnational, and 
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their religious responsibility and Jnftuenc:e have became a dec:re••• 
variable, approaching hTelfgion u Its llmlt. In an ■ge when fundamental 
loyalties to duty, to right, to family and ■oclety, are lflhtly held, encour
agement to further dJsloyalty aerves to weaken all moral and re1.lpNI 
obligations, thn?atens IIOclety with disruption, and I■ a po■itive blfabt 
upon the character of the inclivldual. Preachers of undenomlnation■llpn 
reduce the Gospel-message to a neutral tone and offer an evanacmt 
religion like the patriotism of the man without a eountry. The truth la 
&alt-pedaled or ■ubmerged. Their appeal may eontaln an element of 
truth but for that rc1110n is more aubtle and deceptive. "1'helr po■ition 
is so plausible that they who resist Its deductions are open to the c:b■rae 
of being antiqunted or eonservative. A. a result the namlnal, lnact1ve 
membership of a church is lnc:reued at the expense of it■ vital atrength. 
Members loee Interest in a particular church, with the explanation that 
they attend all the churches. At length they divest tbemaelves of all 
church responsibility. The denomin■tional paper becomes too n■rrow 
and is displaced with some semireligioua publication. The rniaion■ry 
nerve is aevercd, the denominational outpost la called In, and a rninfon■ry 
church surrenders its great eommlssion. How much of the recent de
cline in aupport of the local chun:h and missionary giving la due to the 
prolonged attack upon denominational loyalty may never be known, ■nc1 
because it is known, the dcc:line continues in apite of orpnlzed re
aiatance." 

Thia certainly most juat and objective declaration of vital truthl wu 
■uggested to Rev. C. T. Brownell, D. D., the author of the article, by • 
number of fact■, which in an Introductory paragraph he atate■ u fol
low■: ''The advantages of denominational and lnterdenomination■l union 
In varying degrees have been demonstrated ao often by well-meanlnl 
advocate■ that the public has accepted its desirability u an establllbed 
fact and look■ askance upon those who are not completely sold to the 
magical formula of its promoters. The word■ denomtndcm. and NCtaria11 
are anathemathed by such persons aa sign■ of archaic prejudice, wbkh 
should be ellmin■ted from the mental furnishinp of modem thinken 
and dropped from Christian vocabularies." 

Sometimes, ■tending solitarily in the turbulent maelatrom of modem 
unionistic Inundation, we, who endeavor to maintain c:onfenfonal Cbrta
tianity, me made to feel as if we were voiCC!S In the wilderness c:rymg 
out In vain to a hardened and indifferent generation that ■imply cannot 
understand the vital Issues for which we as loyal Bible Christiana ■re 
eontending. But article■ like Dr. Brownell's eonvlnce ua that also In 
outside circles the beauty and glory of honest, fearlea eonfeaionallam 
are atill being reeognized, and thia eneouragea ua to go on in the ancient 
fight of faith which the Lord has made both our duty and our privllep. 

J.T.M. 
On the F11lh Petition. -The following paragraphs from an article 

by Muriel Lester In the Chriaffa11. Centu711 fumishes food for fhoulbt. 
Kingsley Hall, menUoned by her, la a London social aettlement. Recently 
the author toured Japan and China. While we cannot mare her po■ition, 
her word■ may enpnder 1101De .elf-examination. 

"I am afraid of the Lord'• Prayer. For a number of ye■n we 
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made a point of omitting it fram OID' Nl'Ylce at KlnpJey BalL '1118 
tremendous bnpllcation of each pbrue may mab lt a meam of daDpr 
u well u of blealng. To aay, 'l'orgi'Vlt ua our ....,_ a ,.. farpve 
tbca who trespea aga1nat ua,' ls to make our own b1-d releue from 
lldlt dependent upon our own ablllty to forgive. It ls to IQ, 'Grant 
me that degree of forgivenea that I am wUllns to extend to my per
lllllal ~.' 

"A aupeneapectable neighbor In Bow refuaed to let me bring Into 
her houae a wretched woman who the previous week bad been clraaed 
out of a canal Into which she had jumped u a refuge from anxiety 
and shame. I stared, amazed, at the hoUleholder. I knew ahe wu 

oae who aid the Lord'• Prayer regularly, yet here aha wu, hardenlnc 
hart. mouth, and voice u she dogedly permtecl In her refual. 

"'Don't you really fear the prospect of loa1ng God'• forgiVl!IM!D 
yourself?' I Inquired with real concern. 'Honeatly, doesn't the thought 
perturb you at all?' She looked at me wonderlnlly, u though the 
Ida was a new one." A. 

"'1'be Revolt Aplnst Religion." -This wu the topic of the apeech 
delivered by Roger Babeon when he retired from the poaitlon of moder
ator of the Council of Congregational and Christian Chun:ha. AJJ :re
ported In the Chriaffa,i Centurt1, lllr. Babson d-It on a number of 
revolt. which can be perceived In the ranb of church people and 
enumerated the following: 

"1. A revolt against the present method of recordlnl church
membership by the theory 'Once a member, alwaya a member.' There 
ii a demand for an annual reaffinnatlon. 

"2. A revolt against hypocriay among church-memben. There ls 
• demand that the standards for church-membership sball be raised, 
in order that it may mean more to be a church-member. 

''3. A revolt against present lnef&cient Sunday-schoolL There is 
• demand that the leaching be more serious and more appllcable to 
the daily need■ of the ICholara. 

•4. A revolt aga1nat m1n1stc!rs 'hogging' the middle of the week-end 
by aying, 'Go to church between 11 and 12 on Sunday morning or 
not at all.' There ls a demand for multiple Nl'Ylcel-more Rrvices 
and shorter services. 

"5. A revolt aga1nat 'inlellectual religion.' There ls a growing belief 
that one cannot save his soul without being 'born again.' There is 
demand for more aanc return of evangeliat revlvala. 

"6. A revolt against the prevalent custom of church committees' 
calling on their neighbors only when the church ls ral:slng money. There 
ii a demand for the aplrit of real atewardshlp within the church. 

'1. A revolt against a few sociallstic or capitallstic delep.t.ea at 
national church conclaves passing :resolutions pretending to bind the 
entire membership. 

''8. A revolt aga1nat the Church's being In buainea-throuab, oper
ating investment truata, publlshing concerm, and other ftnanrf.al activities. 

"9. A revolt against the present wuteful competition between dif
ferent Protestant denominations. Youth is demanding more ratlonal 
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creeda and church consolfdatlom. Youth II aplmt denorninetfon•Jfn 
which II the support of peld olBcla1I and eec:retariea. 

"10. A revolt •gainat the Church'• apperent lack of Interest In tbe 
people'• welfare. There is a demand that the Church at Jeut do more 
to eee that their own church famWee obtain employment." 

Some of the revolts which Mr. Babeon reports dearly are not j111-
tlfted; others, however, pertain to Nrioue weelmean and erron end 
ehould be given the most aerioue attention. A. 

Tho Question Repnllng the "Sc:bwqerebe. "-The Sc:ripture-p■IIIIII 
Lev.18:16: "Thou shalt not uncover the nakeclnea of thy brother'• wife; 
It is thy brother's nakedness," and Lev.20:21: "U a man sball telre bis 
brother's wife, it is an unclean thing; he beth uncovered bis brother'• 
nakedness: they shall be chlldleu," heve commonly been interpreted u 
prohibiting the so-called Sch1.0ageTehe; for since they do not lmpoa tbe 
penalty of death, the prescribed penalty for adultery, the preaumptian 
ii that the brother in the two cases is dead, so thet the peaepa clal 
with what theological parlance has called SchVHJgffl!he. Now, It bu 
been contended that Jewish tradition dld not so interpret the two pu
ages; yet a pamphlet entitled Judalffll. and MaTriage by Rabbi Felix 
A. Levy, Ph.D., Emanuel Congregation, Chicago (The Tract Commiulon, 
:Merchants Building, Cincinnati), shows that Jewish interpretation In tbll 
case is in agreement with the old Lutheran exposition. The •uthor 
writes: "The general practise of Reform Jews (following their Inter
pretation of on old rabbinic adage that 'the law of the land is law') Is to 
observe the prohibited degrees of the state. Where, however, the atste 
permits and the Jewish law prohlbita, 111 hi the c:an of II womAn toanting 
to maTry hC?T deceased husband'• bTOtheT (ezcept In. c:a1e1 of lnlnate 
maniage), Reform joins with Orthodoxy tn. condemning nch unlo111 a,ul 
In. fn1troc:ting Rabbis 'llot to solemnize them on. the ,con of loJ,lllct, to tM 
J eaabh gTOUp and tTC1dition. (Y eaT-Boo1c, C. C. A. R. XXXV, pp. 36' ff.)" • 

Another paragraph in this pamphlet may be of interest to our puton. 
We quote: "Mixed marriages, or unions between Jews and non-Jews, 
are discouraged by Judaism, the chief reasons being that cWferinR re
ligious views in the household are not conducive to the peace and ber
mony, love and understanding, that an intiniate relationship such u 
marriage must foster. It has been the experience of the Jewish people 
that, when partners are of different faiths, the home will not be con
ducted Jewlshly, and, in addition to other disadvantages, the chllclnn will 
not be reared as Jews. Judaism is the religion of a small minority, which 
can ill afford to weaken itaelf by lou of any of ita members. Rellglo111, 
like naUons, have a natural anxiety to guard their hearths against loss 
by defection or desertion. U, however, the stranger embraces Judaism 
whole-heartedly and willingly joins the Jewish people, he or she is made 
welcome, and intermarriage may take place." (Pp. 11, 12.) Here we have 
the same problem facing our own denomination and the same motives 
thet prompt ue to warn against mixed maniagea. To the writer it seems 
u ff the cue has been preaented very convincingly. Only there must 
be added the question of salvation. J. T. K. 

• Italia our own. 
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'l'wo-b~-Twas.-Reporta from Canada and from Dllnoll Indicate 
that a new aect, known u Servants of Goel, FoDowen of J'esm, and 
'l'n-'by-Twoa, la causing disturbance 1n our coqreptlom. 'l'be poup 
bu no o!ic:lal publication nor an oftlc:lal name. One of our puton, 
Rev. '1h. Dautenhahn, attended lll!Yeral meetlnp and cUacuaed their re
llpnu program with the leaden. He aubmlta tbe followma: On the 
bala of Luke 10: 1 their workers must go out by twos. In their literalism 
they forblcl the bullding of churches. On the bu111 of Luke 10: 7 they 
teach that the members ahould buy food and clothing for their m1n1aters, 
who are to receive no salary. They condemn other denominatlona on no 
other sround than that they are named after acnne Chriatlan leader. 

Apparently the group la to be c1aalfled with 110111e of the extreme 
Perfec:Uonlats. Some of them claim attainabWty of entire perfection. 
'l'be, reject infant-baptism. In their propapnda and proselyt1ng they 
do not hesitate to slander other denominations, partlcularly tbe Lutberam. 
Tbe ever-recurring refrain of their preacbing centers la the theme: 
Surrender, aubmit, ond yield to Goel. Enthualum, literalism, 1eplism, 
In abort, a hopeless confualon of Law and Gospel, characterize thla aec:t. 

F. 
E.l\rf. 'l'lle I AML-Los Angeles bu become the hothouse of another weird 

cult. Mr. and 1lrfrs. G. W. Ballard and aon Donald claim to be the "accred
ited JDeuengers" of a group of spirits whom they call the "ascended 
masters." These include Christ, Mose11, and espec:1ally Saint-Germain, 
who appeared to Mr. Ballard on Mount Shasta, pve hbn a drink of 
ucreamy llqulcl," and imparted to hbn the main doctrines concerning 
the "Mighty I Al\rf Presence." 

The Ballards claim 500,000 followers, hold meetinp in Callfom1a. 
Florlcla, Seattle, Chicago, St. Louis, etc., maintain the Saint-Germain. 
Prtu (P.O. Box 1133, Chicago), and uae the radio freely. 'l'be o8icial 
llllpzine, Voice of the 1 AM, is published at 2800 South Hoover Street, 
Los Angeles. 

'l1le I A1lrf is a conglomeration of Hinduism,, 'Mezd•fPD, theosophy, 
and other Oriental philosophies. Every indlvlclual la salcl to have an 
I AM cont.rolling influence. Light descend- upon the indlvlclual from 
the irreat I A1lrf above. When he realizes the praence of the great I Allrf, 
• purple flame enters him, and he la cleansed of bis former embodimentl 
(transmfaratlon ?). When pcrfec:tlon bu been reached 1n man's aelf
improvement, ucenslon will follow. The perfect cleansing can be at
tained by mysticism and union with the deity. If, however, the purple 
llame ls extinguished, death and further migrations will follow (karma, 
theosophy). 

Saint-Germain la said to exert a beneftdal lnftuence on politics and 
economfca. Social catastrophes are due to the rejection of Saint
Germain's instructions. 

An eye-witnea of a meeting of the "I AJ6s' at Loa Angeles, re
porting in tbe Chriatian. Centu,,,, Aup.st 81, 1938, writes u followa: 

"The Ballards usert that thla movement la purely a patriotic, 'Save 
America' movement, u expressed on their bulletins: 'America needs 
Your help u never before. The Ascended 1lrfuters offer their help and 
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full power of the Cosmic Light. u of a tbouand IUDS for the protection 
of America 11nd her people now. Indlvkluala muat wake up and maim 
the call to the "Mighty I AM Prnence," wblch enables the ~ 
Mastera to give this needed aalatance.' At every meetial a ....,,n,c1 
'Decree' wu shouted against the five maet deltructlve aawmc- at work 
in America. These were named u spy activity, communilt activity, lallar 
agitation, dope activity, and war. 

"The Leader Bllys: 'Saint-Germain and Jeaua have told us that in the 
silence the Great Power la generated, and the Spoken Word la the releuo 
of that power. So let us with all the eamestne.. at our command 1111d 
out the Decrees which our beloved :Mastera have ~• "1'ben 
follow such phrases as: 'Mighty Cosmic Light, come forth and do your 
perfect work; now the Forces of Light move into action with full power 
ond 11re victorious; now the Light of God never falll, and the 'Mlpty 
I AM Presence' is that Light; the limitless Legiom of Light now sweep 
across the face of the earth, and all human dorknea diappean,' etc." 

F.E.lrl. 
Brunner In Princeton. - Dr. Emil Brunner, professor at the Univer

sity of Zurich, Switzerland, la teaching systematic theology (lec:tunl on 
Christian doctrine) at Princeton Tbeologicol Seminary this year u "act
ing professor during the school-year, le11ving open the permanent in
cumbency of the historic choir of the Hodges." . Thia announcement is 
offered in the Religious Dlgcat (September, 1938) in connecUon with an 
11rUcle on Brunner by John A. Mackay, president of Princeton Seminary 
(condensed from an article in the Pre,bvtcrfo.n Tribune, May 28, 1938). 
In the article Dr. Mackay speaks of Brunner os "an outstanding re
ligious thinker, who has played a major port in directing the thoupt 
of a generation steeped in historicism and subjectivism (raUonalism 
and higher criUclsm) toward the eternal realities of the Christian faith." 
He comes to America as "a Bible tl lcologian,n "to whom the Bible hal 
spoken as it did to Karl Barth, leading the two young friends and theo
logians into a new understanding of God and life." ''His presence in 
Am.erica at the present time will be a mighty buttress to the effortl 
of the Supematuralisls of the Old School and the New to rehabilitate 
the Bible 11nd Biblical thought into the place which they once occupied 
in the high places of American theology." ''To say that Brunner is 
a Bible theologian means that the Bible is for him the record of the 
unique 11nd absolute revelation of God and His redempUve purpose of 
mankind." "He believes in a God who hos spoken in a final way to 
man and yet speaks to us still.'' "For Brunner the Bible is neither an 
oracle nor a divine thing In itself. The Bible is not to be wonhiped in 
place o( the God who speaks In and through the Book. 'l'be Bible may 
be treated idolatrously. It la paradoxically poaible to be a 'Bible-be
liever' without being a 'Christian-believer' through a subtle subltitution 
of a dogma about the Bible towards which one takes up an attitude of 
idolatrous devotion for loyal obedience to the living God who reveals 
Himself In the Bible.'' "As a Bible theologian Brunner welcomes the 
light of hlatorlcal and sclentitlc research upon all questions relatiDI to 
the Biblical records and the interpretaUon of sectlonl in the records 
where reverent objective research may help the Bible student." 

13

Mueller: Theological Observer. - Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches

Published by Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary, 1938



'1'beolallcal 01-ner- atntll .. •8dt1Cfc114t* SH 

'l'bw excezpta &om Dr. Mackay'■ recammandatkm of Profeaor 
Bnnmer aufBce to ■bow that the latter la not a truly .Refonucl tbeo1oglan 
In tbe RJl8e of Calvin, the Boclsa, Warfield, and other teacben at 
Princeton. To Brunner the Bible la not the Word of Goel u traditional 
Duiatlan tbeoJoo understand■ it, given by cllvine lmplratlon of the Holy 
Gholt and therefore inerrant in all ita t•chlnp f.rom cover to cover. 
Brunner does not ldentl!y the Bible with the Word of God; the two 
11'11 to him entirely cllfferent thlnp. Ho therefore la an enthualut of the 
111De kind u those condemned in the Fonnula of Concord in the worda: 
"Moreover, both the ancient and modem enthualuta have taught that 
God convert■ men and leads them to the avlq lmowledp of Christ 
through Bia Spirit without any created meam and inatrument, that la, 
without the external preaching and h•ring of Goel'• Word." (Art. D, I'
frfgL, p. 881.) For thla reason alao Bnmner does not deserve the epithet 
"Bible 

theologian"; 
for a true Bible theologian la a bellevf.ns Christim 

who accepts the Bible u the verbally and plenarlly impirecl Word of 
God and therefore u the only source, norm, and rule of faith and life. 
Princeton Seminary la no longer that of the Hodges and Wanield, nor 
will the IY■lematlc theology of Brunner be that of these great defenden 
of verbal and plenary inspiration. J. T. M. 

"Why I Am Not a Barthian." - Next to Dr. Maclcay'a cordlal recom
mendation of Dr. Emil Brunner the Rcligfou Digest offers to the reader 
an artlcle with the heading just given, by Rev. L . De Moor, putor of the 
North Blendon Relonned Church, M1ehigan. Dr. De Moor atudied at 
Western 'l'heological Seminary (Reformed), at Harvard, Hartford, and, 
1930-1931, u a German exchange student, at the University of Mar
blll'I, Hme , where he worked under Prof. Rudolph Bultmann, outstand
ing exponent of Barthianlam, after which he ■pent a week in Bonn Uni
,•mlty, where he had an hour's conference with Dr.Barth blmllelf. He 
bard Dr. Brunner 10me time ago in Harvard Divinity School, where 
the latter pve two lecture■: 'The Quest of Truth: Revelation," and '-rbe 
Quest of Lile: Salvation." In view of these faet■ hi■ judgment la c:er
lalnly of ■ome weight, and hla judgment of Brunner u a Chrlatlan theo
logian l■ entirely negative. Referring to Brunner'■ publlahed leetura, 
enUtlecl The Thcolo11'11 of Cri.ria (Scribner'■• 1939), he aaya: ''There 
I found Brunner using a two-edged sword with which he not only pur-
1ued Moclemi■m but hacked away at 'orthodoxy' (to use hla own word) 
u well. He 10ught to ju■tl!y the latter attack on the ground that 
orthodoxy had made three mistakes: (1) It had 'tried to prove by bla
lorical argument■ that Jesu■ was the Goel-man'; (2) In the theory of 
the verbal inspiration or the Bible it hold■ to a hopelea■ly uncritical and 
untenable pos!Uon; (3) orthodoxy is wrong In claiming that in conver
lion 'a sinful man 1■ actually tran■fonned into a Chrlatlan man,' whereu 
'the true Christian does not re.Uy exist; for while he la a Chriatian, 
he I■ and rema1na always a sinner, a.a the othen ,oho An flO& Chria
tla111. n (De Moor'■ own itallc:11.) Dr. De Moor continues u follows: 
"Joly main cllffieulties with Barthlanism have been with its rejection of 

orthodoxy on the scores eited by Brunner immediately above. For me 
Barthlani■m means an untenable view of the Scripture■, an inadequate 
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doctrine of Christ, an impoalble doctrine of alvatlon, and an IDftlld 
ethlca. 'l'hls ls the aame u uyins that I find lta doctrine of rneladaa 
unacceptable. . . . It ls a fundamental tenet of Barthlaallm that tba 
Bible contain• the Word of God but that it ta 110t the Word of God. Bible 
and Word of God are for them not synonymous. To uae Barth'a own 
word.a: 'God's Word happens (geachfeht) a1ao today In the Bible. but 
separated from this happening it ls not the Word of God but a book lib 
other books.' (Dogmatik, I, p. 63.) So that 'the sentence 2'1aa Bthle 11 
the Won! of God ls an arUc:le of faith. The Bible ls God's Word In u 
far u God allows it to be His Word, In u far u God apeab tbroqb It.' 
(Dogmalik, I , p. 63.) . • • Also, Brunner leaves us ln no uncertalllt;y that 
the Crin. Theolog71 rejects ony form of the verbal theory of lnaplratlan 
when he writes that 'he who identifies the letters and the worm of 
the Scriptures with the Word of God hu never truly undentoocl the 
Word of God. He who would know what c:onsUtutes the Word of God 
In the Bible muat devote himself to Biblic:al criUciam' and, let lt be under
stood, to seorc:hing, fearless, radical criUclsm. For It is really the wlll 
of God that we ■hall hear His Word ond not mistake ancient c:osmolOIJ 
nnd I■raeliti■h chronology for the Word of God! (Theolo111, of CTIIII, 
pp. 19, 20.) In view of such a c:onc:eptlon of the Scriptures we oupt not 
to be surprised, as some in orthodox circles appear to be, that Prof. Ru
dolph Bultmann of Marburg, one of the most radical Bible crltlcl of 
our doy, finds himself perfectly at home In Barthlan circles and II, In 
fnct, one of the leading exponents of the Criala Theologi,. When, In 
c:onvenalion

, 
I suggested to Barth that In orthodox circles there un

doubtedly would be a readier acceptance of hi■ theology if he would 
not give such free leash to extreme Biblical criUCIDl, his rather im
patient reply was, 'Aber da• f•t nun. einmal m,' by which I undentood 
him to mean that that was an inevitable eventuality to which all Chris
tians must of necessity submit at the cost of being counted obsc:urantllta." 

The article is too long to be quoted In full at this place. No
where In its dogmatics ls Barthiani■m orthodox Christianity, u this 
is declared In the ecumenical creeds of the Church. And yet Barthlanlsm 
is trying to make people believe that It ls trying to direct modem re
ligious thought. toward the eternal reallUes of the Chriltlan faith; and 
even In liberal Lutheran circles this myth is being believed, u recent 
publications In the United Lutheran Church denying verbal lmplratlon 
and Insisting upon radical criUei■m prove. J. T.111. 

A Vagary of Dr. Barnhouse. -An article In the Pre•bvteriaa written 
by Dr. Clarence &lward Macartney presents some crlUdsms of a book 
by Dr. Bamhouae having the Utle Hf• Owa Rec:efvecl Him Not, But. 
As we see from the remarks of the crlUc, the author divides the years 
of the ministry of Jesus Into two distinct parts. "In the first part Ra 
wu approaching His own, the Jews. This period came to an abrupt 
conclusion, and after a definite break, when His own received Him not, 
He began offering the Gospel of grace to the whole world." 'Die point 
where the cleavage comes is given Matt.11: 20, where Jesus pronounces 
the woes upon the cities that bad received His meaage but had not 
repented. What Dr. Barnhouse wishes to bring out ls that the Sermon 
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an the llount be1cmp to the &nt period of the teechtn1 of am.t and 
tbat hence It ls addreaed to the Je,n and doN not apply to the be
Ueven of today. "If we find thinp there which appear altaptber ln
appllcabJe to our praent life, such u complete non-rematance or a prayer 
far a forslvenea on the part of God meuured by our forgiveness of 
- another, we are not to be troubled by them; for they are a part of 
the teaching of Jesus which was never Intended for men today." 

Dr. Bunhouae ls a Dispenaationallat, and we -from the view bere 
alluded to what follies people who follow hll 11Yltem of Bible Interpre
tation fall Into. Criticizing the position of Dr. Barnhouae, Dr. Macartney 
says: "My first reaction ls that th1a solution of aclmltted cWBc:ultia In the 
Sermon on the Mount ls too eA11Y and too arti&clal. If It ls the true 
IDlutlon, then I wonder why Christ Hlmaelf or thON appointed to teach 
in His name dld not make this a little clearer for us. Is It poalble that 
the Dilpenationallata have been too eager to cliscover a solution of -,me 
of tbe New Testament problems?" In the remarks which follow we are 
struck espeeially by the c:ogency of the critlc'a reference to John3:18, 
wblch sreat paaage Jesus spoke in Hill early mlnlatry and which cer

tainly proelaima that Hill message was Intended for the whole world. 
It ii exegeail of Dr. Barnhouae'■ type which brlnp dl■c:redlt upon 
theology. A. 

'1'he Archbishop of York Arpe■ for CION Communion. - Writing an 
article on the subject "Schlam and the Sacrament■," the editor of Chria
tendom, Charles Clayton Morrison, d.l■cu■■es the argument for close Com
munion which ls presented by the Archbl■hop of York. We quote 
Dr • .Morriaon: "The arguments against Inter-Communion and close Com
munion hove been drawn chiefty from the doctrine of the Church, the 
doctrine o( a valid minl■try, and the doctrine of the Lord'■ Supper itself. 
Stated 

very 
roughly, a Church which refuse■ Communion to any but ita 

own members intends by so doing to assert one or more of three special 
claims: a special claim for itself u the true Church; or a special claim 
for it■ minl■try u a true and valid mlnlatry, competent to celebrate Com
munion with the efficaciousness which does not inhere In ita celebration 
by other ministries; or a speeial claim for its conception of the meaning 
o( tbe Lord'■ Supper (for example, transubstantiation, the presence, the 
11crifidal theory, and the like) , which it holds to be so Integral to the 
Eucharist that a Church would praetl■e deception if It invited thoae to 
c:ommunicate who did not hold the particular conception held by the 
admini■trat1ng Church. 

''Theae have been the main lines of argument adopted by those who 
oppose Inter-Communion, whether in the form of open Communion or 
of intercelebrotion. A new approach bu now been made by the Arcb
biabop of York, who brings forward the argument, which, ao far u I am 
aware, hu not found expression in any of the c:laaic cUacuaslona of the 
Lord'■ Supper. Writing in the winter, 1938, number of Christendom, he 
P■aes by every one of the arguments mentioned above and opposes inter
Communion on the ground that u a Sacrament of the Church the Lord'• 
Supper ls an act of such a nature that It ls meaninglea to celebrate lt 
in cllsunlon - lt can only be celebrated by a united body; it ls the cor
Porate act of such a body, and where there ls no corporate body, there i■ 
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no Sacrament. According to the arebb!abop a •rvlce of lnter-Commmdaa 
f• thus an attempt of disunited penom to perform an act which, In vtrtue 
of their disunion, they are incapable of performing. Such dfsunl1led 
persons, even though aaembled In one place, are merely so many mlf
vfduals. But the Lord's Supper ls not an Individual, penonal act nar 
the act of a mere group of Individuals but a corporate act of the Cbureb, 
In which the corporate body offers Itself to Goel and receives afruh fn 
the bread and wine the body and blood of the Lord. "l'he indlvfclual u 
n member of the Church participates In the corporate act of his Church 
and shores In the grace received; but the act ls not his act but that of 
the Church, that ls, the body of Christ. Both open Communion and Inter-
Communion thus, in effect, stultify the Sacrament. . • . Supported b, the 
archbishop's argument, 

a 
Church may ay: We do not practise lnter

Communlon; but that is not because our Church or our ministry or our 
doctrine ls more true and valid than youn, but bec:aua ~ are all ID 
disunion; when we are united In one body, we shall then, but not till 
then, be able to practise full Communion." 

While one cannot agree with all the details here presented comtitutinl 
the position of the Archbishop of York, Dr. Temple, there ls no doubt 
that he ls right when he holds that Holy Communion ls intended to 
reOect the unity of those who commune. Cf. 1 Cor.10: 17. A. 

Brief Jtems.-U anybody wishes to know what social gospel preacben 
with a world outlook dwell on, let him look at this set of themes an 
which Dr. Merton S. :Rice of Detroit preached Sunday evenfnp durlnl 
the put summer: Chino - the Human Potential; Japan- the Rampant 
Hermit; Ruala - the Red F1a1: Germany - the Racfsl F.cotlst; Italy
the Awakened Dream; Spain-Don against Don; Britain-the Lian'• 
Share; France - the National Volcano; America - the Human Puzzle; 
Goel - the Hope of the Nations. 

In Au1trolla a movement ls on foot to unite Metbocllsts, Prelbyteriam, 
and Congregationalists. The United Church of Canada evidently ii serv
ing as a model. 

:Rome ls steadily lncreuing ill lnftuence in parta of our country 
where several decades ago it was hardly known. While around 1900, 
as one of our exchanges points out, the southern part of our countey 
uw but little of Catholicism, a :Roman priest being a rare spectacle, and 
while those Catholics who had taken up their abode In Tenneaee, Mll
liulppl, North Carolina, and Georgia often had to travel many miles to 
attend one of their services, now the city of Memphis, to mention but 
one locality, has fourteen white and two colored Catholic parllhes. '1'be 
Paulin Fathers are 8111d to be chieOy responsible for this advance, lcnow
lng how to adapt themselves to the ways and Ideals of the Soutbem 
people, lltrealng what :Roman Catholics and Protestants have in common 
nnd at times even using Protestant preachers to introduce them to a 
communl~. One accusation which cannot be fairly aimed at Roman 
Catholicism ls that it laclcs abrewdnea. 

A remark of Hitler's made In one of hll speeches at Nuremberg In 
September has an ominous sound but perhaps should c:barltably be Inter
preted as expreaing a refusal to mix Church and State. Re ls reported 
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ID baw aid, "'• [the Nam] are not performlns cultlc nta, bat arpn
blnt popular demonatratlom. Men who would .rnaal to,_ tba mpllcllm 
of the llfe beyond are not tolerated In our mid&" We are wl1llDI to 
Interpret thb to mean that mt1er and hla UIOClata • Kala atemJ.y 
nfua to teech a rellglon. 

Accordlq to the Neu,• Bull.Cin. of the National Lutbenn Coundl 
the per-capita contrlbutlona for benevolence dlll"IDI 1117 wmi: In the 
United Lutheran Church, $2.32; in the American Lutheran Conference, 
tul; In the Synodical Conference, $2.85; In all other Lutheran bocllea, 
SUI. The per-capita contributions, when all purpcaa are comldered, 
IIIIOUDted to: In the United Lutheran Church, $14.59; In American Lu
theran Conference, $13.93; in the Synodlcal Conference, $1UI; In all 
other Lutheran bodies, $9.o7. Before ltatlng that Lutberam are worthy 
of hlch commendation u givers, one ought to read, u tbe New• B1&11ethl 
carnc:t1y points out, what figures aome other bodies can auhm1t. 'Die 
per-capita contrlbutlona for all pUl'J)ONS In tbe Unltllcl Preabyterian 
Oaun:b were $22.311; In the Southern Presbyterian Church, $20.18; In the 
Oaun:h of the Nazarene, $28.02; in the Moravian Church (North), $20.33; 
In the Reformed Church In America, $22.25; In the Northern Presby
terian Church, $20.00. While we thank God for the moneya received In 
the Lutheran Church, the situation evidently la atl1l far from ideal. 

The Lutheran Seminary at Gettysburg, Pa., IUfferecl the 1oa of one 
of Ila pro!eaors when Dr. Michael Hadwin Filcher died on August 1. 
He had been connectec:I with the seminary since 1925, oc:cupylng the chair 
of Rellglo111 &!ucaUon. 

Two well-known German theologiana died recently, Dr. Alfred 
Sdunoller, known for his Conconfance of the Gne1c Neu, 2'emment, 
and Dr. AdoU Juelicher, whose Introduction. to the Neu, Tatament bu 
ma his name familiar throughout the world. The latter wu a modem 
theologfan of the type of Harnack. 

The following paragraph makes the rounds of the religious press: 
"Fifteen German Calvinists recently banished from Ruala, when asked 
about rellglo111 conditions in Russia, reported: 'The Baptllts are very 
ltrani ln the villages, and the village believen have amt Influence and 
do &reat work among the Ukrainian people in the U.S. S. R. '1'bey go 
from bo111e to hoU1e and often from village to vWqe and pemaade people 
to accept Christ as their personal Savior. In IJ)lte of all the penec:ution 
and the depreulon they remain strong and faithful to the Savior.'" 

From England it was reported that Dr. Claude G. Monte&ore, a J'ewlah 
11:boJar who devoted hhnaelf to the expounding of the New Testament, 
1w died. Modemlats conaidered hla contrlbutiona very valuable. There 
ls no doubt that hla scholarship was profound. Unfortunately it did 
not lead him Into the arms of Christ. 

Do we fully visualize the poverty of .1C>me of our fellow-cltlzem? 
Of c:ertaln migrants In Texas moving about almost llke fuptlves and 
Vlllbonds, a reporter writes: "In one Texu county same six thouand of 
tbae mlsrants have Just ftnlshed the satherinl of onlom. a two -im• 
lob. They lived In shabby tents, with no planned anltatlaa, recelvlns 
an averqe of 12 centl an hour for work In the Selda-hard work, 
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bending over to the earth, ft1Una and carrying acb of the vwptable. 
At the end of the two weeb they moved on, carrying their famWla 
with them In the wheezing old auto or behind the poor old hor.- with 
which they once fanned until c:rop c:urtallment or forec1aame tumad 
them off the land. In one town their camp wu forclbly moved out Into 
the country to prevent epidemic; In another aeveral clmm famWea lived 
In a quarter block with neither water nor toilets. They went to the 
tomato ftelda of East Central Texu after the onlom were pJckecl and 
will next move on to berry patches or to the aplnach prdem of the 
Rio Grande Valley, then into the cotton field.I, which they wUl follow 
from South Texas through Oklahoma Into Arkansu." 

The following poem, printed In the Pres&i,terian, about a QMbollcal 
Dr. Learned Aloof may not contain the portrait of any reader of tbae 
Jines, but the warning it echoes may well be heeded by ever., one of m. 

A parish-priest of austerity 
Climbed up in a hiJEh i:hurch-at.!eple 

To be nearer God that he might hand 
His Word down to the people. 

And in sermon script he daily wrote 
What he thought wa■ aent from heaven, 

And he dropped it down on the people'• head■ 
Two limes one day in ■even. 

In his age God said, "Come down and die," 
And he cried out from his ■teeple, 

"Where art Thou, Lord?" and the Lord repllecl, 
"Down here, among My people!" 

Union Sunday evening services In Pittsburgh have not proved 
a auccea. Twenty-three Protestant churches agreed to unite their 
effort■ Sunday evenings and hold one aervice In Carnegie Hall. While 
the ball ■eat■ 2,200 people, the audiences did not number more than 
one thousand, a report says. 

Sir Arthur F.ddington, Plumer Profeaor of Astronomy, Cambridge 
University, England, recently wu honored by the King, who confernd 
the Order of Merit on him. Sir Arthur Is favorably known u an oppo
nent of the mechanical view of the universe ■pon■ored by Herbert 
Spencer and other thoroughgoing evoluUonlsts. 

Wu Babson right in his criticism of American church-life? 'l'be 
Chriaffcin Centu"ll, reporting on the completion of his tenn u moder
ator of the General Council of the Congregational and Chrlltian 
Churche■, says, "He was trying to formulate a feeling which ii wide
spread throughout American Protestantism. This ii the feellnl that 
church-lire Is suffering from the multiplication of denominational 
machinery, that religiou■ vitality ii lost amid the grindinc of an Ezeldel
Jlke phantasmagoria of wheels within wheela, that the resourca of the 
Church are being exhau■ted In an effort to support a con■tantly pro
liferating denominational overhead. In ao far u Mr. Babson'■ c:ruaade 
represented a protest against thi■ tendency, it voiced a genuine and 
pervuive Protestant misgiving." Naturally, we prote■t apimt auch 
a reference to the grand vision of E:rek.1; but apart from thi■, Jet 
everybody ask himaelf whether the attitude ucribecl here to Bamon ii 
not founded on fact■• A. 
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IL .:<uslnt 
.. ~e lilltflf,e Qfnanllla1e lier 11rlllettinatienllcln kl ClalliL" CSo 

lautet bal !t~mn eincl !Uortragl, btn !JJeter 18artO am 15. %1uni 1888 auf 
Im llrittcn flonorcfs filr calbiniftifdjc ~ologie in Cltnf gcljalten unl> in 
kt SeitfdJrift .~anoclifd)t ~ologic• (%111li 1988, e. 159 ff.) btriffmt• 
•~ ~- .SuniidJft 

luirb 
bie 1?cljre lialbinl t,aroefteUl .i>tr ll'egt [ber 

luthtfo J bon l GSO brinot bie ocnaur i> c f i n it i on , IDie liolbin bic 
,rabeftlnntion uerftnnbtn 1uiff en 111i11. .~riibtftination nenncn IDit bal 

rllligc i)rfrrt OJottclJ, 
nndj 

bem er bd f idj bef djloffcn ljat, IDal mit cinem 
itllrn 

rlnae(nen !ncnjdjcn 
ocfdjcljcn f oUtc. i>cnn nid)t aUe IDerbm mu ber 

ofric0en 18cftin111111110 (pari conditione) ocf djaffcn, f onbtm ben cinen IDitb 
bal tlDigc 1?ebcn, 

btn 
anbtrn bie cluigc !Ucrbanmmil boraulbtrorbnel •• 

"r faoen IDir, jc nndj btm einen obtr anbtm .Sid, auf bal ljin ein !RtnfdJ 
arfcOaffcn ift, er f ei aum 1?cbcn obtr aum ltobt priibeftiniert. • (.ffap. 21, 5.J 
• • • '1adJ bief em e,rura ber <Sdjlufsrcbaltion (bon 1560) fiiljrt ber alte S'.egt 
~n 1689 IDicbtr fort mit fcinen ljartcn, unerbittlidjcn ffcftficUungcn: ,IBir 
Jaam 

alfo, 
IDal bic <Sdjrift finr aciot, bats (Iott nadj elDigem unb unber• 

iinberiidJem 
9latf 

djlufs ein filr allemnI fcftgefcvt ljat, IDtldjc er ein~ cinmal 
•nm ,Oci(e annc'ljmcn, lucldje er btm tUcrbtrbcn 1Dei1jcn IDollc. IBir f agen, 
bah !liefer 

9latfdj(nfs 
in brauo nnf bie CfrlDciljlten in f cinem unbctbientm 

lhmrmen bcgriinbd f ci, oljnc 91iicffidjt m1f menfdjlidjc IBiirbiglcit. IBddjcn 
nkr Ilic 

llrrbamnnmo uerorbnct 
1uirb, btncn IDCrbe burdj f cin atuar oc• 

rr~trB 1111b u111uibrrrufCidjci1, nber nndj unbcgrciflidjcl Udell bet IBcg aum 
1!d1cn ucrfdjCoficn.' (itnp. 21, 7.) . . . n bet 6djlufsrebaltion ge'ljt (talbin 
m1f brn C!':inlDnnb cin, b i c 6 dj t i f t f no c b i e iJ n i roe n b ID o au I • 
llriicHidj, bnfj ~bnm nuf O:Sottcl !>elrct 1jin gcfaticn fei. 
l!r Oii(t brm cnlgcgcn, Olott, bet nndj 'f. 115, S ,mndjcn lann, IDal er IDill', 
funnr icin uorncfjmftrB @cfdjopf bodj nidjt mit ungclDiff cm 1?efJenlaieI ae• 
fcfiaffen 1jnfJrn. mo 

blir[lc 
0:SotteB Wllmadjt, IDCnn QJott nidJtl nnbcrd [le. 

Jlimnit 1jnbr, n(B 
btn 

mit freirm !!Billen aulgeriiftctcn !Jlenfdjcn jc nadj 
~rrbirnft au fJc1jnnbdn ? ~ic Sdjrift bcaeuoc jcbrnfalll faut, bafs in bet 

irrfon bt6 c i n e n lDlcnfdjcn nllc 6terfJlidjen btm cluigen !robe bcr~ftet 
luorbcn 

jcien, 
t g or. t G, 21. Sln bieB nidjt bet !Ratur auocfdjricben IDt.rbtn 

fiinnc, fei cl 
offcnfnnbig, 

bnfJ birB burdj OJottel IDunberfJnren !ltatf djiufJ oc • 
J"1c~n fci

. Slmm 
miiff e nber nudj ber 8nll Wbaml f elbcr burdj QSottel 9lat11 

f~(ub erfoTgt fcin. ,!!Bicfo ift cl ocfdjcljcn•, fragt c.talbin, ,bats ber ffaU 
Wbaml fo bide !lliillcrfdjnften auf m11men mit iljrcn .ffinbern rettungl(ol in 
btn rlDiocn ~ ob bctftridte, auenn 11idjt, auei( el <Bott fo ocfallcn ljaH ~ier 
miificn bic ionf t jo ocf djluii~iocn Sunoen f djlDeigcn.' tta(uin belcnnt an 

bitfrr Stelle f cl6f t: ,Decretum quldem horriblle, fateor'; ,idj bc!cnnc, cin 
Jrf)l,ncdidjcl 

mcrrct 
I' (Si'np. 23, 7.) . . . !Rodj einmaI rommt bie t8 er• 

ft o d u n o II n b !U c r ID e r f u n o ber nnbtm in cmeutcr unerbittiidjet 
,Ocirtc 

aur 6prndjc, 
.Rnp. 24, 12-17. 4)ad au fdjaffcn ncbcn iljm bie bo11 

Jrinen fatijofifdjcn unb cunnodifdjcn QJcfpriidjlpartncm aiilj inl ffelb oc• 
fii~rtrn ~riftftcllcn : ,@ott 111i11 nidjt btn stob bell 6ilnbcrl, f onbcm bafs 
rr fidj bcle'~rc 

unb Iebe', Oefef. 
SS, 11. 1 !!:im. 2, 4; <Sadj. 1, 8; Dlom. 

11, 32. (.iaCbin b(tif,t abet mit f eincm munbtlgcnoffen 9fuguftin alien Q:in • 
f Prii•n gegeniiber bei f einem ,ceterum cemeo': JJ !Renfdj, IDtr rrift bu, 

llnb bu mit <Bott rcdjtcn tuillft?-1.. . . . 
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.. !!Bir trctrn mm an bie fcfjiuere unb emfte llufgaie. G'.cribinl ~ 
bon 

brr !4kiibcftinntion 
auf iljre ft6ereinftbmmmo mit lier ~ ~ Ill 

J•l'iifcn
. 

!!Bir IUcircn fcfjfcdjte <iafblniften, hrir hriltllen baJ ISe!ammll llll" 
frrrr rcformicrten !Biitet aur alleinigen Wutoriliit lier ~ tledeupal. 
luuUtcn luir cl mm cinfacfj &ci lier cljrfilrcfjtlgcn mtugung unta: bie Kutod

tiit bc B 91cformatoril belVenben faffen . IBir finb uni ba~r einia, bq 
(tnlbin nntcr bcn .\!cljrem bet SUrcfjc an ljcrborragenbfter 15tclle ~t. • • • 
!!Bir finb nun cmdj ucrpf(idjtet, in nUct Ureiljcit aucfj einem llafllin aeaen• 

illicr ,in lier eidjrift an forfcfjcn, or, el ficfj alfo berljielte', wi,o,. 17, 11 •••• 
!!Die fununt 6'nluin au bicfct BcftftcllnngY ~t gilit ahlei Queilen 

bnfiir nn: Ilic <i5 dj r i f t unb Ilic ~ t fa 1j r u n g. IBir ftagen au bet 
dlucitcn <5rfcnntnilqncllc: ~ft unfcrc mcnf cfjficfje Ch fa lj rung roin,etcnt, 

f)icr irgcnbeinc Wn Bfnoc an mndjcn, unb laffcn ficfj aul iljrm 9'ulfagm 
irgcnblVc

ldjc 
eidjCu[sfolgcrungcn aicljcn? iBir ficfscn uni bon bet erftm 

lnatftuclo flcfcljrcn, bnfs IVir 11111 in concreto niemnCI bie Ueftftellung einet 
rubgilltigcn !Ucrtvorfcn'fjeit nmnn{sen f ollten, IUCII ltalbin aucfj in feiner l!e~ 

lion 
bcr 

Sf irdjc bcm crnb fcfroc~rtcn ~t . !!Ba l bermag uni alfo unfm 
~tfn'fjrung, unb luiirc rl l!Renfdjljcit k rfaljrung in bet 9ticfjtung bet boili,el• 

lrn !Uriibrflination an inocn ?" (!Bor. lJ. ,iepcr, (l"Or. !i)og., m, e. ISM.) 
.. mic ftcljt cB alicr 111it bet crjtcn (5rfcnntnilqucllc filr bie Ueftftellung bet 
boppcftcn 

~riibcftinntion, 
mit bet Oci(igcn 6djriftY <i5 a gt bi e ,0 e i ( i I e 

eidjrift luirHidj bn 3 1111 1 , 1uaO ttahin nU unh,reit• 
611r c 6djriftlua lj r1jcit uerfidjt: Ili c uor eicfjopfung bu 

!Bert bchcticrtc nnb nnbctiinberfidjc !Jhiibcftination 
b c 1· ci n c n a 11 111 1! c b c n • b c r n n b e r n a II m !to bt ltafbin ift fldj 
6clun{J

t 
- bnS fiifJt jidj nnl bem egt bet lutltutfo &dcgen - , ba& er au 

bc:111 
cincn S)cfrct, brm 

decretum horribUe bet !Bcrhlcrfung, burdj fcine 
blrdtc eidjriftnnBfnoc odnnot, jonbern bnrclj cine 6 dj l u Bf o lg er u n I, 

.ftnp. 28, 3. Wi£Jt cl <Srtuiiljfung - in bcm bon iljm gcnau befinierten i,rc• 
beftinationifdjcn eiinn - . f o mnfs cl aucfj !Berhlerfuno, bot edjopfung bet 

!Bert crfolofc !Uriibcffinnfion aum cluigcn 1Bcrbcr6en, ge£Jen. (Cf. .ffap. 28, 1.) 
IBir fafjcn c ba~infteljcn, o[J eJ mcnfdj(idjcm 5Denfcn - benn baJ ift biefe 
<Sdjlnfsfolgcnmo nnf alle giillc - dUfteljt, bon einer aucfj nodj fo fidjeun 

!priimiffc nu o aur 21c~nphmg eincB f oCdjcn gottlicfjcn 5Ddretel, bi e f c I 
5>drctcl , ii6er311gc~cn." (lJgl. !Uiei, r r, op. cit., 6. 559.) 

llncrlvndetcr1ucifc nber ~iiJt rl nun in unfcrm Wrtird nxiter: .,Sir 
ronacntricrcn uniJ nnf bie t}rnoc: m ic bcr]jiift flcfj bctl .Scugnil bet 6cljri~ 
an 

bet 
!U r ii m i f f c ¥ mcacnot uni bic 4)ciligc eicljrift bell IBalten unb 

bnl m!cd bc l giittlidjcn CSr&nrmcn l nn nnf crcr: bcm Stab berfallenen Seit 
im 6innc cincr bor: C!rfcfjctffnng bcr !!Belt fcftgdcoten !8oraul£Jeftimmung 

tinct f djctrf umgrcnaten Wn l lualjf fleftimmtcr !Jlcnf cfjen aum e1Digen ,Oeil 
(flci e£Jenfo 

ftrirter !Boraul6eftimmung bcr 
anbcm aum Untergcmg)I" !i>ie 

,Priibcftinafion aur !Bcrbammniil IVirb ljier mit 9lccfjt berhlorfcn. Sill bet 
!Bcrfafjcr afN:r bcn 6q fteljcnTaff en, bafs cl eine <BnabenlDaljI gtr,t, ~ (Iott 

.. uni ". &eftimmte !Jlcnfcfjen, crul <Bnallen criua~tt. .aulerhliiljrt•, ~t aun1 
clulgcn i!clien unb bn9 biefe IBa~I nicfjt fe~fen fann¥ IEI fdjcint, ~ er 

ficfj in lier Wnlfil~rung nidjt fa recfjt entfcfjiellen baau &erennen hlill. If. 
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