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Ctreiter JCfu. Weld) eine Ehrel Yud) eud) will JEfus benuben, eure
Krafte, euren Jugendeifer, um fein Reid) zu bauen: Miffionseifer, gute
BWerte, quted Beifpiel, allexlei Arbeit in und filr die Gemeinde und deren
Bereine. Crloft bon dem jdhandlichen Simdendienjt, der in die Holle
fithrt, follt ihr in dem feligen Dienft bed PHeilanded und feiner Rircdhe
euer Leben gubringen. Ja, einft will er eud) aujnehmen in jeinen Herr-
ligen Himmel. Gliidlicge Rinder! Colltet ihr nidht gerne euer Tauf=
gelitbde erneuern? mit Freuden ihm Huldigen? mwillig entfagen dem
Teufel? Dbienen bem lebendigen Goit? Dag wird ihm wohlgefallen.
Darauf toird er feinen Segen legen. Droben iverdet i1hr erft redit
jauchzen, B. 2. T. L

G
<~

Theological Observer. — Kird)lich-Beitge{dhichtlidhes.

L. Amerika.

D. Georg Sanbdt. D. Sandt, erft Mitarbeiter am Lutheran, {pdter
ber Hauptredattenr biefesd offigiellen englifhen Organd der U.L. C., ift am
8. Januar im Alter bon beinabe {iebenundiiebzig Jahren geftorben. Wir
entnieymen Ddem ,Quiferifden Herold”, bem offiziellen Deut{hen Organ
per U. L. C., die folgenden Ungaben. Nadpem bder Abgejdhiedene einige
Sabhre im praftijen Predbigtamt iatig gewejen war und finf Jabhre als
Profeflor Dder englifden Sprade im {Gedifen Nuguftana-College ge=
dient Dhatte, trat er 1896 in bdie Nebdaftion ded Lutheran ein, deflfen Haupt-
redaftenr er 1917 fpurbe. Wegen gejdhimddyter Sefundheit legte er dHied
Amt vor zwei Jabhren nieder. Der ,Lutherifdhe Herold” urteilt: ,Jn
D. @andt perliert die Sirdje einen ifreuen und ftandhaflen Befenmer Des
driftlidgen Glaubensd nad) lutherifcfem Befenninis.” Der Untergeidhnete
Pat den Ubgefdjiebenen perfonlic) fennengelernt. D. Sandt war ein freund=
ficger und liebensiviirdiger Mann im Umgang. CEr gehorte aud) neben
D. Sdymaud und andern zu der fonfervativen Partei in ihrer Kirdjen=
gemeinjdaft. Uber beibe fonnten gegen eine liberale Majoritit nidht auf=-
fomumen. ©ie Jatten nidt die RKraft, wasd fie ald red)t erfannt Hatten,
gur ®eltung zu Dbringen. Wad D. Scmaud Dbetrifft, fo erinnern ivix
baran, dak er gu Den venigen Theologen tm General Council gefirte, die
auf die allgemeine Qranfheit ded Shunergidmus Yinviefen. Er fagte in
jetnem Confessional Principle (&.752) in bezug auf bdie Lehre pon ber
Befehrung: “Man’s will is able to decide for salvation through new
powers bestowed by God: this is the subtle synergism which has in-
fected nearly the whole of modern Evangelical Protestantism and which
is, or has been, taught in institutions bearing the name of our [Lutheran]
Church.” RWorauf Sgmaud Hier tadelnd Dden Finger legt, ift bon uns
und innerhalb der gangen Shynodalfonferens jo ausgedriidt fworden: ,Wer
Tehrt, baf der Menfd) zwar bdurd) die Krdfte Der Gnabde befehrt iverde,
aber durd) diefelben fich felbjt Defehre, der muf notivendig dem unbefefhrien
natiitliden Menjden die Kraft gujdreiben, die Krdfte der Gnade [redhil
gu gebrauden.” (2. u. W. 1878, S. 258 f.) Gdmaudsd Urteil ift ridiig,
fvenn er fagt, dbap fo etivad innerhaldb der [utherifden RKirdge nidht gelehrt
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foetben follfe. Ceine Warnung bor diefer Form Ded Shnergidmus ivar
aud) nidt blof nad) augen, {ondern aud) gegen theologifdie Lefrer im ber
eigenen IMNitte gemeint. Diefe merften aud) die bfidht. Wber anftatt
bie Warnung zu Hergen zu nefmen und fid) jHuldig zu befennen, tadelten
jie Gdmaud Hffentli) ob der AUnflage auf “subtle synergism”. Sie fwarfen
ijm ,unbedadjte Nebeweife” vor. Sdmaud wies aud) auf die SHhad-
[igfeit Des “subtle synergism” fin. Er jagt: “This subtle synergistic
spirit attacks the very foundation of Lutheranism, flows into almost
every doctrine, and weakens the Church at every point. And it was
practically this weakness which the great multitude of Melanchthon’s
scholars . . . absorbed and which rendered it difficult to return finally
and after years of struggle to the solid ground once more recovered in
the Formula of Concord.” (Bente, American Lutheranism, II, 217.) Uber
Sdmaud gewann nidt de Kraft, gegen ben {hnergiftifen Strom in ber
eigenen Mitte zu {hwimmen. Cr fiigte {id) in die Sadlage und bHifnete
fogar bdie Spalten dem in der Lutheran Church Review flar audgeprigten
Gynergidmus, €3 mwar im allgemeinen bdie Weife Der entjdhiedeneren
RQuiferaner im General Council, in Dder Bereinigten Shnode Hed Siidens
und in der Generalfhnode, einen Sdritt in der redten Ridtung voriwdrtsd
au tun, bann aber bor der Majoritdt uriidzuiveidhen.

So mitffen fvir aud) dasd Urteil des ,Lutherijden Herold” iiber D.Sanbdt,
baf Ddiefer ein ftandhafter Vefenner bdes Luihertums geivefen fei, letder
etivas einfdranfen. Wir denfen an die Griindung der U.L.C. im Jabhre
1918. Sandt war gegen bdiefe Wereinigung ald verfritht und auf unio-
niftifen Neigungen berufend. CEr fwollte ldingere BVerhandlungen, aud
Befpredungen itber die Refhre. Wber ald bdie iiberiwdltigende IMajoritdt
fitr {ofortige BVereinigung fwar, fiigte {id) aud) Sandt ,mit Anftand” (gra-
ciously). Raffen fvir Dieritber Sandt felbjt berichten. Er jdrieb: “When
in the year 1916, at a meeting of representatives from the General Synod,
General Council, and United Synod in the South, a motion was sprung
upon the committee and adopted that steps should at once be taken to
unite the three bodies, the announcement that such action had been
taken created a profound sensation both within the three bodies them-
selves and in other branches of the Lutheran Church. I recall how
several leading members of that assembly were much exercised and per-
plexed and endeavored to stem the tide toward what they regarded as
a rather precipitate method of procedure. They tried hard to impress
the enthusiasts for immediate union that association and cooperation
among the three bodies which had so happily been inaugurated should
be given a longer trial before the actual welding process should begin.
But in vain. The tide of sentiment was against them, and the laymen
determined that the hour had come when the pathway must be cleared
for union. When the more conservative members realized that the die
was cast, they graciously accepted the situation and set their faces
toward the task before them. Outside of that committee there were
not a few doubting Thomases who shook their heads and feared that
the present-day popular sentiment for union on any sort of flimsy basis
would thrust into the background principles of faith and practise which
the Lutheran Church, if she meant to be true to her best self, can never
afford to surrender. The writer was one of the doubting Thomases. The
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unionistic spirit of the age which decries creeds and exalts sentimental
fellowship [pon un3 BHervorgehoben] was too much in evidence on all
gides to cause him to look with favor on any movement that might bear
the impress of that spirit. Many were the doubts and misgivings of men
of light and leadership within the General Council and outside of it,
that much might be sacrificed in the realm of faith and life and practise
by a hasty union where sentiment might override conviction.” (Bitiert
n 2 ou. BW. 1928, &. 322 1))

Geitdem Hat der Unionidmus in der U.L. C. nod) feitere Fortidritte
gemadit. Wahrend D. Sandt nody den Wunjd) ausbriidie, e3 modten zur
Befeitigung von Differengen in Lebhre und Prarid BVerhandlungen gepflogen
fverden, Jat Der Lutheran unter feinem mneuen Redafteur ein Eingefandt
ofjne forrigierenden RKommentar bverSffentlicht, fvorin befauptet ivird, dah
Seltengemeinjdjaften ivie die Diethodiften ziwar “different”, aber fiir bie
Kirde ebenfo nitig feten ivie die [utherifdhe Kirdge. Fa, e3 jdeint, al3 ob
aud) innerhalb der merifanifdg-Lutherifden Rirdhe (Buffalo, OYio, Joiva),
ber Yugujtanafynode, der Wereinigten Danifdjen Kirdje und der Norivegi-
jdhen merger-Shnode der Unionidmus die Damme durdibroden YHabe. €3
fourde beridhtet, bap diefe RKirdjentdrper fih) zum Lutheran Home Missions
Council gufammengefdloffen Haben. INit Red)t bemerfte dagu unfer Cow-
00RDIA THEOLOGICAL MonTHLY (©.134): “The Lutheran Home Missions
Council of America is a ‘high adventure’ in unionism, one of the most
phenomenal which the Lutheran Church in the Western Hemisphere has
ever witnessed. What it means, and what it will mean still more in the
future, is almost incredible. Practically the union of all Lutheran church-
bodies in the United States outside the Synodical Conference has been
consummated; for, while organic union, which for many reasons is un-
desirable, has not taken place, the Lutheran Home Missions Council of
America presumes fellowship of faith. For if church-bodies cooperate
in the way the Home Missions Council proposes, divisive differences can
no longer be said to receive recognition. In the report on the organiza-
tion of the council we read: ‘We prayed together. We counseled together.
We planned for the future. Every vote, after thorough discussion, was
unanimous. We were conscious of the immediate presence and guidance
of the Spirit of God. ... We can do wonders for the Kingdom.”” Die
Glieber ber Umeritanifd)-Lutherifdhen Rirdje DHaben bdamit dasd beifeite=
gefebt, a3 fie in Den Ehicagoer Thefen angenommen Haben. Jn den
Chicagoer Thefen Heifst e3 iiber Rirchengemeinjdaft: ,Rirdengemeinidaft,
bas Deilt, gegenfeitige Unerfennung ald Glaubensbriider oder dag Bu=
jammentoirfen in Hrdliden Tatigleiten, febt nad) Gottes Wort und unferm
Befenninid Ubereinftimmung in der reimen KLehre ded Cvangeliumsd umnd
tm Befenntnid Dderfelben in Wort und Tat boraus. Werden dagegen bei
Yufridgtung ober Unufredterhaltung bvon Kirdengemeinidaft bdorhandene
Rehrdifferengen ignoriert ober fiir belanglos erflart, {o ift dad Unionis-
mug, ber eine Cinigfeit borfpiegelt, dbie nidt borhanden ijt.” F. L.

Some Observations on the Language Question. — The News Bul-
letin published by the News Bureau of the National Lutheran Council
printed in one of its recent numbers parts of a “paper presented to the
Sixth General German Conference within the United Lutheran Church” by
Rev. 8. G. von Bosse, Mount Vernon, N.Y., in which continued emphasis on
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the German language as a means of spreading Lutheran doctrine in our
country is stressed. What men in the U. L. C. think of the need of German
in the American Lutheran Church is shown by the following statements:
“Mergers of congregations will become necessary, but the German will re-
main, will be virile, and assert itself. Wherever it is relegated to a secon-
dary position or becomes the ‘thing of yesterday,” none will prosecute its
continuance with any degree of seriousness or the constructive joy of the
builder. Purely German churches contain greater strength and are more
efficient than, bilingual churches. ... To maintain the German, as it is neces-
sary, congregations and pastors must labor conscientiously, intelligently,
and energetically. We need German churches as reservoirs for the immi-
grants and their families. But they shall stand upon a high plane and do
honor to their German name. . . . The German school remains the foun-
dation of all German congregational growth. . . . Those born here must
strive with all diligence to master the German tongue. ... A blundering
‘German sermon will not do. ... It may be a bit too much, but place your
stakes high and let the goal be worth while, and may ideals sparkle!”

These sentences were quoted from a letter submitted to the essayist,
who comments on the situation as follows: “In a statistical survey pub-
lished in our Lutherischer Herold and prepared by the assistant director
of the Board of Education of the City of New York, we find that the
number of students studying German in our colleges and universities has
increased in New York City by 869% and in the other colleges of the eastern
part of our country by almost 429 during the past three years. When my
father came to this country, he was advised to study English quickly be-
cause the German would be ‘out of it’ in twenty-five years. When he made
further inquiries, he learned that similar predictions had been made fifty
years before his coming. A festival speaker said in my pulpit at Wilming-
ton, Del., a German-American at that: ‘In ten years we will require no
more German sermons in any Lutheran church in America.” This occurred
sixteen years ago. And to-day Prof. Dr. Theo. B. Hewitt, of New York,
tells us that ‘a hysterical wave and a wrong form of patriotism prompted
our educational authorities to ban the German language from their cur-
ricula. European countries made no such mistake. Only the United States,
which boast of their tried and wise solution of the war problems, made this
costly gesture’ We hear these expressions from Anglo-American pro-
fessors, but the increase of German language students also proves to me
how great the desire has become in non-German circles to study the
German language. If we, then, insist upon the necessity of preserving that
which has come to us from our fathers, it cannot be construed as German
propaganda, but has been fully attuned to the spirit of our age.”

“We will in the future insist on a more diligent study of this par-
ticular subject in our colleges and seminaries, because it is 1. a cultural re-
quirement, 2. representative of our history, 3. for the sake of our Church.”

Under the last point the essayist writes: “Dr. Poppen said: ‘I have
noticed in a number of exchanges coming to my desk that the reason why
so much German was spoken at the Copenhagen convention seems to be
quite generally understood, namely, this, that most of the leaders of Lu-
theran churches in the European countries outside of Germany, if they
know any other language besides their own, can speak or at least under-
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stand German. The same state of affairs will be in evidence at future con-
ventions. You will therefore understand my motive as being not that of
German propaganda, but merely that of concern about the welfare of Lu-
theranism and God’s kingdom if I advocate the study of the German lan-
guage and of Lutheran literature published in that language, especially on
the part of our younger pastors and theological professors.’ If we are to
communicate our problems on missions, education, philanthropy, immigra-
tion, seamen’s work, etc., to a World Lutheranism, it must be done in the
German idiom. And even then, if we lacked these special reasons, the fact
that we are rooted in Luther’s doctrine and language should suffice. In
my own humble opinion no Lutheran pastor in any country can be as truly
Lutheran as we have a right to expect of him if he does not possess first-
hand knowledge of Lutheran history and theology, which, after all, can
be furnished only by way of the language of the great Reformer.” (Italics
our own.)

Space being limited, we were obliged to confine ourselves to so little
of this excellent article, so full of sanity and vision that we fear our
readers will hardly get the full benefit of its timely and well-grounded
warnings. Nevertheless we hope that the few statements which we have
quoted will give our constituents food for thought on a matter that is
of importance to us no less than to the United Lutheran Church.

J.T. M.

How Calvinism Deals with the Apostate.— A perusal of the
book Spiritual Growth, by the Dutch Reformed theologian J. J. Knap,
translated and published in America in 1930, shows that the pernicious
doctrine of Calvinism that a true believer cannot lose grace though he
commit enormous sins, that a deposit of grace remains with him even
when the ezercitium fidei, fides actualis, has ceased, still needs to be
combated. Chapter XXI, “Falling from Grace,” brings out that Cal-
vinism is compelled to deal with this monstrosity that the apostate,
the idolater, is still in grace and that the Calvinistic treatment of the
case must necessarily, as far as Calvinism is concerned, block the sin-
ner’s conversion. “This falling from grace must not be confused with
the loss of grace. We may quietly trust that, if we have become the
possession of Jesus Christ through the grace of God, we will remain such
forever. There is no permanent falling away of the saints. . . . But that
does not mean that we are altogether immune from falling from grace.
For some time, either brief or long, we may slip. And we cannot but
condemn the overweening pride of those who make light of sin and,
when they fall, instantly say: ‘Once saved, saved forever.” The Epistle
to the Hebrews is very instructive in this case (12, 14, 15). . . . When
we fall from grace, our whole spiritual life is set back in all its mani-
festations and activities. All our spiritual powers are gradually para-
lyzed, something like the man with the withered arm, who still had his
arm, but found it useless. The grace of God has not been taken away
from those who fall back, but its power is diminished. Their prayers
are no longer the energetic expression of their souls, but have become
the patter of pious phrases. The fight against sin has become little
more than a sham battle. The Word of God has lost its taste, and the
communion of the saints no longer allures. They no longer shudder at
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sin because their conscience slumbers. Faith is no longer a rejuvenating
power. It lacks energy and has become frozen capital, which no longer
profits life. There is hardly any feeling of guilt any more. They that
fall back from grace are in a condition of spiritual numbness. All is
darkness within because the light of the Spirit has been hid under a bushel.
In the Bible we find some striking examples, which are so many warnings
against falling back from grace. Just think of the example of Samson....
Solomon is another example. The beginning of his career was very in-
spiring. . . . Yet this great king of Israel had so fallen back from the
grace of God through the influence of strange women that he left the
worship of the living God for the service of idols.” And now, how does
Calvinism deal with the apostate, the idolater? It is estopped from hurl-
ing the thunderbolt of God’s Law, which denounces the wrath of God
and eternal damnation against the sinners and “drives them all together
to terror and despair” (Smalc. Art., p.479). The strongest language it
can employ is this: “What a remorse must have consumed Solomon when
he saw that the seeds of idolatry which he had sown with such prodigal
hand grew up so luxuriantly in Israel and that his apostasy was the
cause of the division of the kingdom after his death. Let no man think,
therefore, that a temporary backsliding means but little since the grace
of God will make all things well in the end. The damage is incalculable
for ourselves. We can have no joy nor peace as long as we are denied
the gracious fellowship of the Lord. Nor can we estimate the damage
we do to our community when we fall back from grace. We no longer
let our light shine. Instead, we sow the seeds of destruction from which
an awful harvest must come.” And the chapter closes thus: “You may
not become discouraged and consider all lost. For if there has been a grain
of grace in your soul, the Lord will not let go the work of his hands. ...”
This to an idolater! God did indeed work repentance in Solomon, but
not through the ministrations of a Calvinistic prophet. — Compare Christ-
liche Dogmatik, I1I, 108, where the case of Cromwell is discussed. E.

The Importance of Avoiding Fraternizing with False Teachers.
Our readers by this time are acquainted with the book What Is Lutheran-
ism? a symposium which was edited by Dr. Vergilius Ferm and to which
he himself contributed an article evincing strong modernistic leanings.
Some of his own fellow-church-members (he is a member of the Augustana
Synod) have taken him to task for his un-Lutheran utterances and deplore
the negative views which he himself holds. In the Lutheran Companion
of January 17 he publishes a defense of his position, which in our opinion
does not sufficiently answer the charges of his critics. The item to which
we here wish to draw attention is the last thought which Dr. Ferm ex-
presses in his defense. He writes: “Moreover, I maintain that the inter-
pretation is valid from the essentially Lutheran point of view. I do not
think it is very far from the general point of view of the archbishop of the
Lutheran state church of Sweden, who was given such a warm, cordial,
and official welcome a few years ago in America, especially by the great
constituency of the Augustana Synod.” The argument of Dr. Ferm seems
to be sound. “If the views I hold did not keep you from welcoming Arch-
bishop Soederblom as a brother, what right have you to criticize them
in me? The Church cannot be a respecter of persons.” Ought not this
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defense of Dr. Ferm to open the eyes of all members of the Augustana
Synod who still love and cherish the old truths? Does it not show in as
strong a way as is possible that fraternizing with enemies of sound
Seripture doctrine must lead to disastrous results? A.
Protestantism Changing, but Not Becoming More Biblical. —
In a report on the installation of a Congregational minister the Church
at Work, the official publication of the Metropolitan Church Federation
of St. Louis, informs us that the council called to perform this ceremony,
or rite, instead of comnsisting (as would have been the case formerly) of
representatives of Congregational churches, bad in its midst many pastors
of other denominations, who “participated freely in the questions and
discussion.” Commenting on this affair, the Church at Work says: “The
ministry of two generations ago belonged almost exclusively to one of two
types that were either mystics or evangelists. The burden of their preach-
ing lay along lines of spiritual contemplation or along the lines of appeal
for enlistment in the Kingdom. During the last generation there arose
another type, whose dominant note was the historical, the effort to repic-
ture the life of the prophets and of Christ in the light of the times in
which they lived and to arrive at the inner consciousness, the experience,
of both. Now comes this new group, who undertake to approach God
through the consciousness of living men, to see Him in the light of the
inner experience of those who at this hour are conscious of God.” To put
it differently — while a generation ago history was emphasized, to-day the
stress is laid on psychology. What it amounts to is that the poor people
clamoring for spiritual food are given nothing but the empty husks of
human wisdom, and a very doubtful wisdom it is at that, A,
Wenn das in per U. L. C. zur Anerfennung fame! Jm ,Luiberiidhen
Herold”, dem Ddeut{hen offiziellen Organ der U. L. C., ivird bdie folgenbde
Berrlidje Stelle ,aud einer Prebigt Luiherd im Jahre 1584 mitgeteilt:
@3 ift ein fehr berdrieflidh Ding, fwenn man in Gotted Werken {o Hanbdeln
foill, dak fie fid) reimen follen nad) unferer Vermunft. Denn jo fvir die
Sreaturen nidt fonnen ausmeffen nod) die Dinge begreifen, darinmen ivir
taglich leben unbd jdiveben, fvie wollen ivir demn audmeffen unbd begreifen
bas, fo Goit allein in feinem Wort angeigt und darinnen wir nidt leben
und dGweben? Darum follen wir Gott die Ghre geben und ihn laffen
allmadtig und wahrhaftig fein und glauben, wad er fagt, da er's audy
tun fonne. Daf eine Kubh Heu und Grad frikt, dad fannft du rvidhten,
daritber Haft du Bernunft, item itber Gold, Silber, Stein, Holz, Korn ujiv.
Was man daraud madjen {oll, fannft du urteilen und ridten; da fet jo
flug, ald bu fannft. Uber wad Gott tut und {dafft, wie die Yugen fehen,
bie Ofren Horen und bed Menfdjen Bunge redet, dba laf Bferirveten alle
Gelehrten, Slugen und Weifen mit ihrer hodhjten BVernunft und Kunft und
lafy fie e3 Ddisputieren, fragen und forfden, fo wird bdir dennod) niemand
griindlid) fagen Ionmnen, fvie dasd Ullergeringjte zugehe, wa3 Goit tut.
Darum follen wir Gotted Wort und Werf unbdisputiert und ungefragt
Iaffen und allein danach) fragen, iver e3 geredet und getan Habe, ob e3
®ott geredet Habe ober ein Men{dj, ob e3 Sottes Werf ober eined Men-
jden Werf fei. Jft e3 Gotted Wort und Wexk, o fue bdeime Augen zu,
bisputiere und frage nidt, tvie e3 gugehe, jondern glaube, daf Gott all-
madtig und wahrhaftig jei in feinen Worten und Werfen.” Wenn bas,
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toad RQuther Hier ausipridht, in ber U.L.C., in der Ymerifanifdj-Lutheri-
jden RKirdge und in der Umerifanifd-Lutherifgen Ronferenz zu wirflicher
Unerfennung Idme, {o iviitben alle genannten merger-BVerbindungen ifhre
Gegenarbeit gegen die Shunodalfonferens in nidit zu ferner Beit aufgeben.
Das piirde aud) Hier in Sf. Louid und in Wilivaufee gejdhehen. F. L.

Die Vereinigung der Govangelifden Synode von Nordamerifa mit der
Reformierten Kirde in Dden Wereinigten Staaten und ben Wereinigten
PBriidern ift nidht zujlande gefomunen. Der ,Friedensdbote” pom 11. Januar
berichtet ,den Sfnodalen, dafy man fich in friedliher Weife einigte, die
Berhandlungen einguftellen”. Die Sadje jdjeint darvan gefdeitert zu fein,
dafp ftorende ,Biifdenfalle” eingetreten {ind. ,Der Beridht dber General-
fonfereng Der €bangelifdgen Rirde in Umerifa befagte, daf einige Kon-
ferengen biefer RKirdje die CEmpfehlung gemadit Hatten, die Rirche mige
die einleitenden ©dritte tun zu einer Yereinigung mit den VWereinigien
Britdern. Bu gleider Beit find Vertreter der Reformierten Kirde in den
LBereinigten Staaten in threm amtliden Kirdenblatt fiiv eine Vereinigung
mit den ©dejtertirdfen mit predbyterialer Lerfaffung eingetreten.” Vet
pen Gdlupverhandlungen der Unierten und NReformierten fvurde die Frage
aufgeivorfen, ,ie jich die Cbangelijdie Synode zu der geplanten BVereini-
gung der Reformierten und Presbyterianer ftelle”. Und als bie Unierten
ecflarten, ,fie foollten bie LVerhandlungen mit der Reformierten Kirche
fithren, ofne {id) im vorausd irgendivie in bezug auf thre fiinftige Stelhmg
zu jener Lereinigung (der Reformierten und der Predbhterianer) zu bers
pflicgten”, erfdien e3 den NReformierten nidht zwedmdkig und rvatfam, bdie
Berhandblungen fortzufithren. Lelrdifferengen {pielten bei den BVerhand-
Tungen, jofveit ber ,Friedensbote” verlauten laft, feine Rolle. Moglider=
foeife {djeiterten Dbie Friedendberhanblungen an Der Frage bed Rirdjen-
regiments, ,0er pregbyterialen Werfafjung”. — Und interejfiext Hierbei
bas unioniftifhe Pringip, ivie e ber ,Friedensbote” bei biefer Gelegen-
Beit barlegt: ,Jedenfalld bereuen fwir e3 nidhgt ald RKirdge, dap fvir den
Berfud) gemadyt Haben, die Cinigleit im Geift, dle fiir und auf Grumd
per Sdrift ein Glaubensdiab ift, burd eine Werfdmelzung mit vberfvandien
Rirden duperlid in Crideinung treten zu laffen. Der Verjud) Hhat uns
wohl gegeigt, tveldje Sdhierigfeiten mit einer foldjen Bereinigung ver-
bunden jind, weldje Opfer fie fordert; aber auf der andern Seite ift uns
dabei ieder aufs meue zum Bewuptfein gefommen, fweld) einen feuren
Sdab ir bon unfern BVatern iiberfommen Haben, die den Wereinigungs=
grundjad auf die Fahne unjerer Rircdhe gefdjrieben Haben.” Dag unio=
niftifdge Pringip Hat die Probe nidt beftanden. €35 perpfliditete die Uniers
ten, bon bormberein die geplante Wereinigung ber Reformiierfen und der
Rregbyterianer gutzuheien und daran fetlzunehmen. €3 fann fein triftiger
Grund fiir ijre Weigerung angefiihrt werden. Lelhrdifferengen find ja fiix
basg umierte ®efviffen belanglod. Was Idnnte dann aber gegen bdie Pres-
byterianer geltend gemad)t ferben? Jhr Dringen auf die presbyteriale
Berfajfung etiva? Wber wad e3 aud) getvefen fein mibge, die Unierten
hatten e3 nad) ihrem DBereinigqungdgrundiaB mit in den RKauf nehmen
mitffen.  Yber bas Opfer war zu grof. Sodann irrt fih der ,Friedens-
bote”, fwenn er feine Meinung, daf die bveridiedenen Kirdengemein-
jdaften einig im @eift feien, einen Glaubensiab nennt. Died unmigliche

15
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Ding legt und Gott nidht zu glauben bvor, died unmiglie Ding, daf
Qutheraner und Reformierte, Proteftanten und RKatholifen, deren Kehr-
differengen den tiefiten Grund des Glaubens betreffen, dod einig im Geift
find, died unmdgliche Ding, daf Uneinigleit in der Heilslehre die Herzen
einigt. Unbd dber Sab, dafy die Cinigleit in dber Lefre nidhts mit der Einig=
feit Der Rirdge zu tun bHabe, ift nidht ein Glaubensias, fnnbem ein Un-
glaubensiab. €
Spineless Book Reviews.— The review of Answers to Hvery-day
Questions, by S. Parkes Cadman, which the Watchman-Examiner furnished
to its readers, gives the contents of the book, finds that “the nimbleness of
Dr. Cadman’s wit is positively amazing, — for if a question does not strike
him as appropriate, he answers a question that has not been asked and yet
satisfies all concerned,” —and expresses itself on the main point thus:
“We disagree with some of the positions of Dr. Cadman, but we realize quite
well the far-reaching interest and value that attach to these popular dis-
cussions [given by radio] of all sorts of questions.” “We disagree with
some of the positions” — that and nothing more. Dr. Cadman occupies an
extra-Biblical position. He denies verbal inspiration, the real deity of
Christ, substitution. He teaches salvation by character and writes himself
down a disciple of Seneca. And all that the reviewer is willing to say is
that he “disagrees with some of the positions of Dr. Cadman.” As far as
the review is concerned, the readers will look upon this book as rather
an innocuous affair. The reviewer tells the truth; he does disagree with
“some of the positions.” But he does not give the information which is
looked for in a review. If some of the readers are led to buy the book
and coming upon these heresies of Modernism, take the reviewer to task,
he cannot hide behind the weak phrase: “We disagree with some of the
positions.” He has not dealt fairly with his readers. And the Watchman-
Hoaminer is untrue to its antimodernistic principles when it publishes
such spineless reviews. And all that the review in the Presbyterian con-
tains on the subject is the innocuous statement: “Probably no one would
agree with the Doctor all the way through the book.” E.

Die Methodiftentivdje in Brafilien. Nad) den bon den Methodijten
im leten Jahr getroffenen Beftimmungen, daf fidh die Kirdjen im Yus-
land alg felbftandige Korper neuordnen jollen, Haben aud) die Methodijten
in Brajilien {id) fonftituiert. Dariiber beridhtet der ,Apologete”, fvie folgt:
~Die DMethodiftenfirche von Brafilien Hat fih am 2. September 1930 in
Sao Paulo Ffonftituiert. Sie Dbefteht aud brei Jafhresfonferengen mit
14 Diftriftdjuperintendenten und 16,000 IMitgliedern auf 148 Gemeinde=
begirfen. 75 Prediger jind Mitglieder der Jafhresfonferengen, unter thnen
25 Mifjionare, die gumeift ausd den Bereinigten Staaten bon Nordamerifa
ftamumen.  YuBerdem find 52 angeftellte Laienprediger, nteift geborne Bra=-
jilianer, borhanden. Jn 298 Sonntagsdjdulen befinden {id) 16,000 Sdiiler
und in 144 Jugendbiinduiffen 5,000 junge RKeute. Dad Scjulivefen DHer
brafiliani{den Methodiftentirdhe umfapt 12 Hohere Refhranftalten (Kollegien)
und 22 BVolfg{dulen mit indgefamt 4,000 Studenten und Kindern. Das
Rirdeneigentum beftehit aus 132 Rirdjen und RKapellen, 52 Pfarrhufern,
einrem Drudz und Berlagdhaud und einer Unzahl Sdulgebduden. Die
erfte Methodijtentirdhe Brafiliensd entftand im Jahre 1882 in Rio de Janeiro.
Bor allem war e3 die Siidlige Methodiftentivdhe Amerifas, die diefesd IMif-
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jion3gebiet pflegte und bearbeitete. Wenn {ie jebt dem brafilianifdhen
Methodidmus erlaubt Hat, fid) felbftandig zu maden, jo denft {ie dod) nidht
baran, thre Helfende und ftiibende Hand uritdzuziehen. Uud) die Mifjio=
nare bleiben in ifhren Ctellungen und find big auf iveiteresd Mitglieder
beider Rirdhen. Zur Regelung der Verfonal> und Finangangelegenfeiten
befteljt toie bei Der Methobdijtentirdhe bon Merifo ein Bentralrat, der {idh
su gleidgen Teilen aus einbeimifdgen PMethodbiften und aud Bertretern der
fiiblichen INifjionsbehorde gujammenieft.” J. XL M.

The Suomi Synod “will join the U.L.C.A.” as reported in the
Lutheran of January 15. “One of the noteworthy events of the Milwaukee
convention was the unanimous approval of the agreement with the Suomi
Synod. By the terms of the contract every mission-congregation in Canada
belonging to that synod is to unite with a constituent synod of the United
Lutheran Church in America (the Synod of Canada or the Manitoba
Synod) and to receive its entire mission-support from the Board of Amer-
ican Missions. — The largest percentage of Lutherans in any country of
the world is in Finland. It registers ninety-nine per cent. It was worth
traveling 1,500 miles last summer to attend the fortieth anniversary of
their most representative [?] synod in America. One thousand Finns
were in actual attendance, stalwart, erect, powerfully built. You should
hear them sing in their own language the Battle-hymn of the Reformation.
It made every nerve in my body tingle. Not a book in evidence. Every
man singing from the heart.” E.

Who is Applying the Lutheran Standard? — The Doctrine of God,
by Dr. Albert C. Knudson, has been reviewed in the CoNCORDIA THEOLOGICAL
MonTHLY (Dec., 1930) and in the Lutheran (Jan. 15, 1931). Both re-
viewers are agreed as to the theological position of Dr. Knudson. The
reviewer for the MoNTHLY finds: “Dr. Knudson, following Schleiermacher,
holds that ‘authoritarianism (that is, belief in the Bible as the only source
and norm of faith) belongs to the past. Progressive Protestant theology
has set it aside.’” Accordingly he defines theology as ‘the systematic expo-
sition and rational justification of the intellectual content of religion.’
‘There is no external standard of truth. The only standard is within the
human mind itself.” Of course, ‘in a special and preeminent sense’ the
Bible is still the source and norm of Christian belief, for ‘in it we have
the earliest and most trustworthy record of that unique revelation of God
which was mediated to the world through Jewish and early Christian
history.’” The reviewer for the Lutheran, Dr. A. G. Voigt, comes to the
same conclusion. “The method is in line with Schleiermacher’s Doctrine
of Paith rather than that of the theology of older days, which presented
the doctrine of the objects of faith. Theology is defined as ‘the systematic
exposition and rational justification of the intellectual content of religion.’
The rational and intellectual side of theology is much stressed. Connected
with this somewhat subjective method is the rejection of ‘authoritarianism.’
This rejection does not stop short of the Bible. ‘It is the revelation made
in and through Christ that is the source and norm of Christian truth.
Only in a supplementary, preparatory, and corroborative way does the
Old Testament have authority for us.””

Should, then, the book be recommended or discommended? Here the
two reviewers disagree. MoONTHLY: “The book is both a failure and a
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fraud. It fails to present true Biblical theology and yet pretends to be
a text-book of Christian doctrine. The author recognizes no inspired Holy
Secripture,” etc. Lutheran: “We have no hesitation, rather the contrary,
the desire to recommend this volume to thoughtful readers. . .. It reveals
an earnest Christian conviétion. The emphasis which it places upon the
intellectual exposition and justification of Christianity serves to strengthen
conviction of the truth of our faith as the religion of divine revelation.”
E.

A Refreshing Testimony from the Norwegian Lutheran Church
of America.-—1In an article of the Lutheran Herald, under the heading
“Singing Ourselves Out of the Lutheran Church,” the writer, P. M. Glasoe,
makes some good remarks, which ought to be read and heeded by all the
Lutherans of America. After voicing some just criticism of the leveling
tendency in the system of education which is in vogue in our country, he
says: “That same tendency is at work in the Lutheran Church of this
country. How could we hope to escape it? Some Lutherans, having gone
so far that they are no longer to be recognized as Lutherans, favor pulpit
exchange with the Reformed; take no stand on secret societies; their
pastors even openly belong to Masonry. They join in any and all union-
istic movements, — and this one thing characterizes them all: they have
long since quit singing the Lutheran chorale. I attended a service in
Christ Church Cathedral, Oxford, and heard three Lutheran chorales sung
in that service; that is more than you hear in a year in some Lutheran
churches in this country. Need we wonder that there are in the neighbor-
hood of twenty million people in America, sprung from Lutheran stock,
who now are either Reformed or unchurched? The great steam roller at
work in our country aims at the total leveling out of all church differences,
and it is being accomplished with remarkable rapidity and thoroughness.”
If the sentiments expressed here lived in all the Lutherans of America,
how easy would it not be in that case for the various synods to arrive at
an understanding and to establish fraternal relations with one another!

A

Death of Dr. Rogers. — The American theological world lost a prom-
inent scholar and gifted author when on December 12 of last year Prof.
Robert William Rogers of Drew Seminary, a school of the Methodists,
passed away. Oriental languages and their history and literature were
his specialty. He had studied at Berlin and Leipzig. At Drew Seminary
he served for thirty-seven years. A number of books dealing with his
special field issued from his prolific pen. Leipzig, Dublin, and Oxford
conferred honorary degrees on him. We are told that in spite of vast
learning he to the end remained a firm believer in divine revelation.

A.

IL. Ausland.

Die WAnflifung des Lutherifden Bundes. Die A € L K.“ vom
24, Degember b. . verdffentlichie folgenbe ihr zum Abbrud diberfandie
Crfldrung: ,Am 2. Degember 1930 YHat eine Mitgliederverfanunlung des
Lutherifdjenn Bunbesd in Leipzig die uflofung ded Bunbdesd bejdhloflen. Das
ift feinedivegd gefdjelen, meil die fithrenden SKreife an feinen Prinzipien
irre getporden Ivdren. Nad) ivie bor eradten fie einen zielbemwupten Kampf
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gegen den Unionidmus in jeglicher Form, der aud) in unjern lutherijden
Ranbdestirden zerfeend ivirft, filr eine der mwidhtigiten Yufgaben aller derer,
bie mit dem Nutlerijfen BVefenntnid Crnjt maden und nidht nur Luthers
tum, fondern lutherifhe Kirche mwollen. Daber YHalten fie nod) Heute
die tm Jahre 1907-8 erfolgte Neuregelung der ,Engeren RKonferens’, bie
ben gur Evangeliffen Kirde der altpreuBifdhen Union gehorenden {foge=
nannten Wereindlutheranern volled Stimmredt in der Ronferenz gab, fiir
einent berfangnidvollen Fehler, der zur Ubjddadung ded Sampfed gegen
bie Union fithren mufte und tatjachlih gefithrt Hat. Die Uniondgefabhr
foird feute in Den [utBerifdhen Ranbesfirdhen leiber aud) bon ben meiften
berer, die perfinlich nod) auf dem lutherifhen Befenninid ftehen, in ihrer
Bedeutung ftart verfannt. Dad Jntereffe an ihrer Vefdmpfung wird durd
gang andere, an fic) beredhligte Beftrebungen verdrdingt. €3 Yommt Hinzu,
dbaf dDie Tutherifden Freifirden nidht mehr wie einijt
gefdloffen hinter bem Ruitherifden Bunde ftehen, ja
gum Teil dDie Proteftftellung gegeniiber der ,Engeren
Sonferenz’ aufgegeben Haben. [Sperrdrud von und.] So Hhat
der RQutherifdge Bund bdie Moglichleit verloren, als bifentliche Organifation
feine Yrbeit iveiter zu freibem. . . . Hitbener. Grube.” — Die GefdGidte
des Quilerifgen Bunded ijt furz folgende. (Siehe Cv.-Rutl. Freifirde,
23. Degember 1928.) Jn der Wllgemeinen Ev.-Luth. Konferenz, die 1868
gur Abtwehr bon Unionsbeftrebungen gegriindet tourbe, faken die Bredlmrer
und ihre Freunde aud den f{ogenannten [utherifden Landesfirdjen {oivie
audj Wereindlutherarner, lutherijhe Glieder bder preupifdhen Union, zu-
jammen. Das pagte den Vreslauern nicht. Man griindete darum inner=
falb Der U. €.=8. &. eine €. K. (CEngere Konferenz), zu der nur mwirflide
Lutberaner gehdren follten. Wber auch dahinein drangten {id) die Vereins=
litheraner, und e3 vurde ihnen 1907 bag Stimmredit in der €. K. gefvidhrt.
Daraufhin {dieden bdie Breslaver mit thren Freunben umter den landes-
firdlidgen Quiberanern ausd der €. & aus und griindeten den LRutherifden
Bunbd, blieben aber Glieder der U. €. & ,Bid zum Jahre 1928 iar
nun im L B. die Creme ded Landesfirdlidg-freifirdlichen Luifertums bver-
einigt. . . . Dasd (utherifde Befenninisbeipuiifein spurde durd) Konferengen,
Referate ujw. madtig geftartt. Der greife Dr. K. Umelung, deflen treuer,
ehrlidger Yrbeit aud) wir bie Adtung nidt verfagen, jah in dem Yusbau
des L. B. die fronung feines Lebenserfes.” 1Und jept jucht Bredlau eine
Union! ,Den Anfang madte der frithere Reiter desd Vreslauer Seminarsd
und jesige Profefjor D. Elert. UIS er barvauf aufmerfiam gemadt worden
foar, baf er nid)t gleidhzeitig der €. & und dem L B. angehiren fonne,
erfldrte er fofort feinen Yusdtritt ausd dem L. B. Kirdjenrat Dr. Nagel und
Rirdenrat Dr. Jiemer anbdten fich ebenfalls ber €. K. zu, ohne undadft
aud dem L. B. audzutreten. Anbdere Breslauer Pajtoren meldeten fich nun
aud) ab. . .. Jn der Oftertvode diefes Jabhres [1928] Yatte fidh auf einer
Raftoralfonferenz eine groge Mehrheit ,fiir einen Unfdluf der Eb.-Luiy.
Kirde in Preufen an den Deut{fdgen Cvangelijdhen Kirden=
bund ecflart. . . . Dr. Ymelung erflart, er hitte eine {olde Shivenfung
Breslaus im Vollfinn de3 Wortes nie flic moglid) gehalten.” ,Die liuthe=
rifden Freificden ftehen nicht mebhr fvie einft Hinter dem Kuitberijden
Bunde” — daber feine Yuflojung. ¢.
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Das newe Gefangbud) der Freifirdje von Sadifen u. a. St. Die
JFreifivde” Dberiditet: ,Nun ift der Wunjd) bieler unferer Gemeinden
in Crfilllung gegangen: bda3 neue Gefangbud) liegt bollendet vor. I
mufy geftehen, baf i) in der furgen Feit, feil i) dad neue Gejangbud
in $dnden habe unbd e3d immer mwiedber durdjgefehen und gebraudt, es {don
Derglid) liebgemonnen Habe und ed fiir ein Ioftlided Qfeinod Yalte, da3
@ott unsd anvertraut Hat. I bin fein Hymmnolog, fein gelehrier Gefangbud-
Sadjverftanbiger, jondern midite in den folgenden Beilen nur ald [dlidjter
Tutherifger Chriftenmenid ausfpredgen, wasd i) von dem Gejangbud) Halte.
I babe nichtd zu tabelm gefunden, aber mandes Hat mir mwohlgefallen
an {m.  Jundadit dasd dukere.” iiber den Infhalt desd neuen Gefang-
budys Yeifgt es: ,E3 enthilt 600 der {@onften und wertvolljten Lieder aus
ben reidjen ©djaben der Iutbherifdhen Rirde. Wir find den PMdnnern, die
fid) der groBen IMithe der Bearbeitung unterzogen Haben, viel Dant {hulbdig,
gumal mandjerlei Wiinjde beritdjichtigt werden {ollien. Ob man e3 allen
su Gefallen gemadyt Hat, wer will da3 jagen? Aber dasd ift getwify: er
alle biefe Rieber nidht bloB hin und ivieder einmal fingt, {ondern fie taglid
gebraucht, fie lieft und betet, ber fwird bald merfen, weld grofer Sdap
parin ftedt. Die Gemeinben, die bidher dasd [utherifdge Gefangbud) unferer
Glaubensbritber in Nordbamerifa gebraudt Haben, finden im neuen alle
im alten enthaltenen Rieder mwieder. Denn dad St. Louifer Gefangbudh
bilbet Den Grundftod Des neuen. Cine Bergleidhstafel der Nummern am
Sdlup geigt an, o bie Lieber ded alten Gefangbud)3 im neuen zu finden
jind. Das neue enthdalt daneben nod) eine gange Ungahl (115) {dhdner
Rieber, die tm alten nidht enthalten waren. Bon Liedern ded lebien Jahr=
Hunbdertd ober nod) lebenber Didjter {ind nur eingelne, nur die allerbeften,
aufgenommen foorden. . . . Uuper den Kiederm bringt unjer neued Ge-
jangbud) gleidd am Unfang einen erflarenden Hinweid auf die in unfern
Gemeinden gebraudliden ®otteddienfiordnungen foivie die Wedielgefinge
(Untiphonen). €8 enthdlt dann im Unhang aud) eine WUnzahl [Honer Ge-
bete fiir ver{djiedene Gelegenfeiten zur fleihigern Venubung und ald Mufter
fiir dag eigene Gebetsleben und bdie Unleitung zu Nottaufen. Neben den
prei altfirdhlidgen Befenntniffen ift aud) dad und in diefem Jubeljafhr [1930]
foieder Dejonderd mwertvoll und lieb gefvordene Augsburger BVefenninis, das
Tutherifdge Chriften fennen follten, abgedrudt. Wir finden darin ferner
alle altfivdliden Epijteln und Ebangelien, die am meiften gebrauden
Predigtterte, und die Funbitellen ber Cifenader foivie ziweier von der Eb.-
Luth. Synodalfonferenz angenommenen Reihen von Predigtterten fiir alle
Gonn= und Fefttage Ded3 Kirdenjahred. Uudy der Kleine Kated)idmus
RQutherd ift aufgenomuen fvorben, gum befonbderen Hinfveid darauf, dak
audy die Crivadifenen SKatedidmusiditfer bHletben follen. Die allerividy-
tigite @efdichte, die je auf Crben gefdhehen ift und die unfer Heil uns
verfiindet, fteht aud) im Gefangbud), die Gefdjidite bom Dbitteren Leidben
und Sterben unfers Heilanded. Die fonnen wir nidht oft genug lefen und
betradhten. Wertboll it endlid) aud) das forgfiltig bearbeitete BVerzeidhnis
ber Riedberdidhter mit furgen gefdhidtlichen Ungaben und bdie Gefdhichie Ded
@eridgtes itber Jerujalem und der Berfidrung bdiefer ,Heiligen Stabt’, beren
bie Chriftenheit am 10. Sonntag nad) Trinitaiid zu gedenfen pflegt, um
ji vor BVeradptung ded Worted und der Gnade Gottesd fwarnen zu laffen.
Wahrlid) ein reidged, inhalifdivered Bud), ein IHjtlider SHha! E3 redet
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und geugt bon allent, wad ein Chrift wiflen mup zum Heil und Leben, e3
begleitet dag @ottesfind von der Taufe an auf allen jeinen freudigen unbd
traurigen, gefdhrlichen und fiindigen Rebensdivegen bisd {@lieflic) gum feligen
Gterben. Flic alled finden vir Yerrlidge R[ieber, fiirx Morgen und Ybenbd,
fiir Bupe und Glauben, fiir Glitd und Leid, filr Kampfen und Siegen, filr
Leben und Sterben. Und alled wird gujammengefait in bad Lob ded grofen,
ftacten, barmberzigen Gotted, bon demt die beiden Leifivorte unjerds neuen
Gefangbudges reden, bie in funfireidjer Sdrift die Eingangsfeite zierem,
Bf. 150, 6: ,Ale3, was Obdbem fat, lobe den HCErrnl Hallelujal’ und
Bi. 96, 2: ,&Singet dem HErrn und lobet feinen Namen, prediget einen
Tag am andern fein Heill’ Gotted Ehre preijt dad gange Bud).”

F. B.

Widtige Audgrabungen in Paliftina. ,D. € D.” Dberidhtet {iber
widtige Funde, die neuerdings in Paldftina gemadt tworben {ind. Jn bem
Beridt Heiht ed: ,Berfdjiedene Yudgrabungen, bie gur Jeit in Paldftina
purdygefithrt twerden, Haben fehr intereffante Ergebniffe gegeitigt. Eine
amerifanijde Erpedition unter Reitung vbon Dr. Grant, die an der Sidtte
ber im Bud) Jofua ermdhnten Stadt Vethfemed Grabungen bveranjialtet,
hat einige fiir die Erforfdung Der Religion bder boriSraelitijhen Bebdl-
ferung Paldftinasd widtige Funde gemadt. Bum erftenmal in Palaftina
entdedte man Rieferfnoden von Tierem, beren Bahne vergoldet fwaren.
Man nimmt an, dap e i) um Opfertiere Hanbelt, beren Jdhne fiir ful-
tijde Bivede vergoldet fvurden, entfpredhend bder befannten Sitte der BWers
golbung ber Hornmer. Eine anbdere Unnahme vermutet eine Form DHed
Fierfultugd in Verbindbung mit der Sonnenanbetung. IMan Hofft, dak bdie
fveiterent Yusgrabungen nod) ndhere Yufidlitife iiber diefe iiberrajdenden
Funbe geben iperden. — Jn der unmittelbaren Nahe ded Toten PMeered
fithrte ber Jejuitenpater Mallon umfangreidje Grabungen durdh, bei benen
unterirdifdhe Rornfpeicher, einige Jiegelbremmereien und nod) deutlidh er-
fennbare GtraBenanlagen aufgededt murden. Ym Nordenbe bder Hus-
grabungen fourde ein groer, redjtminiliger Biegelbau mit meterdiden
Mauern gefunden, deffenn Fundamente giveieinhalb Meter tief reidhen. Bahl-
reidje IMauerrefte einer verbramnten Stadt, deren Yusbehnung man nod
nidgt polljtandig erforiden fonnte, find befonders nad) Norben audgedehnt.
Man nimmt an, daB mit diefer Stadt, beren VBlittegeit im dritten Jahr-
taufend b. Chr. gelegen hat, wahrideinlid) die Rejte von Sodom und Go-
morra entdedt find. Die Grabungen jollen mit Unterjtiibung ded papft=
Lidjen Bibelinftitutsd iveitergefithrt werben.” 3T M.

Die Prebigerfeminarve Kropp und Breflum gefdloffen. Dariiber be-
ridtet bie ,U. € L. 8., tie folgt: ,Das Kropp-Breflumer Predigerfemi-
nar foird nad) fiinfzigidhrigem BVeftand gefdloffen foerden, da die United
Lutheran Church (Bereinigte Juiferijdie Kirde) in Wmerifa, fiir welde
bie Seminariften ausgebilbet fwurbden, bdiefe Yusbildbung in ifren eigenen
amerifanijdjen Seminaren itbernehmen fwilll Die Generalverfammlung der
U. L. C. in Milwaufee nahm am 18. Oftober [1930] debattelosd und ein-
jtimmig folgenden Befdluf an: ,Der fvertvolle Dienjt, den RKropp und
Breflum faft ein halbed Jahrhundert YHindburd) der amerifanif@en RKirde
geleiftet Haben, wird warm anerfannt. €3 find aber innerhalb bes lebten
Jabrzehntd Wandlungen eingetreten, fvelde die Unftellung von Paftoren,
bie auier Qanbed ausgebilbet find, er{djiveren und die Kirde zvingen, aud
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fiir Die paftorale Werforgung bder deutid)-englijhen Eemeinden fih an
tm Qande Geborne zu Hhalten. Yud) der Breflum-Kropper Vorftand er-
fennt an, dap angefihtd bder verdnderten Rage Ddritben ein Wbbau bdes
deutjden Seminars vielleicht nidht langer zu vermeiden fei. Bubem liegen
der Verfammlung Unirdge bor, die darauf abzielen, daf Hinftig alle Pa=
ftoren im Rande audgebildet iwerden follen. Die RKirdje bdanit Gott fiir
alle Segnungen, die er ihr durd) den Dienjt Kroppd und Breflums Hat
guteil erden laffen. Gie erfennt danfbar an, wad jie den Griindern,
%o0h. PVaulfen und Ehr. Jenfen, {huldet, dagu denen, die gleid) jenen {o biel
gearbeitet und geopfert Haben im Dienft der RKirdge. Die Crziehungs=
behorde ird ermacdhtigt, eine freundihaftliche Lojung der Werbindung mit
Sropp=Breflum einguleiten.” Dad Seminar wird dbaher im Lauf des Jahres
1931 gejdjlofjen. Den Stubdierenden fteht der Weg in ein amerifani{des
oder canadijed Seminar fiir den Ubjhluf ihres Studbiums offen.”

. PB.

KQatholifder Bifdof in Berlin, Jn einer Mittetlung in der ,Luth.
Rirdengeitung” lefen fir: ,Nad) faft vierhundert Jahren Hat nun die
Ddeutjde Reichshauptitadt Berlin ieder einen fatholijden Bijdof. Wie bie
‘Tagesprefle berichtet, urde Monjignore Chriftian Sdreiber am 31. Yuguft
als Bijdhof der iviederhergeftellten ¥atholifhen Dibgzefe Verlin feierlich auf
Den Thron erhoben. Dad Ymt war feit dem Jahre 1544 nid)t mehr befebt
getwefen. Der lebte Bifdhof war Matthiad von Jagow, der gur Jeit der
Reformation aud der fatholifhen Kirde ausjdhied und zum Luthertum iiber-
trat. Die Didzefe wurde unter dem im leBten Jahr zujtandegefommenen
preufif@en RKonfordat, fiir dad jid) der nunmebrige papitliche Staats-
jefretdr und damalige papftliche FMumtiud in Deutfdhland Pacelli {o ftark
eingefeBt Hat, erneut in3 Reben gerufen. €3 ift bies eine Crneuerung der
alten Didzefe Brandenburg, die im Jahre 948 unter dem damaligen Kaifer
Otto gegriindet fpurde.” R/

CGudariftifer KRongrefp in Jrland. Der ,Chriftl. Upologete” teilt
mit: ,Jeland trifft BVorbereitungen auf den Cudariftijhen Kongref, der
1932 im Juni in Dublin abgefhalten twerden {oll und zu dem man allein
aud Ymerifa 100,000 Teilnehmer erivartet, braudt aber amerifanifdes
®eld, um ihn durdfithren zu fonnen. Dies ift von William McCarthy,
bem Erefutivfefretdr ber Catholic Travel League, der foeben aug Jrland
guriidgefehrt ift, o er bad Feld gepriift Hat, mitgeteilt worden. McCarthy
jagt, verfdjiedene Chicagoer RKapitaliften intereffieren fich) fitr Jrland, be-
jonberd fiir Dublin, fwo fie einige moberne Hoteld bauen mwollen.”

@
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Christ and His Men. By Olfert Ricard. Translated from the Danish
by Harold C. Jensen. Published by the Central Committee of Young
People’s Leagues in the Danish Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America. 1930. 329 pages, 8X5%. Price, $1.50.

The author of this book, who died some time ago, was pastor of

a large Lutheran congregation in Copenhagen, Denmark. The foreword

by Dr. John R. Mott says that he gradually came to be regarded as the





