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nat:en ftraft et, ~ef. 17,10 ff. @lift nidjt untet menfdjen Unbanfliao 
felt fut bie f djwihaefte Untugenb? 

B. ~m S)etilen folIen wit @lott banfen, inbem wit e§ anedennen, 
bat wit alIe biefe ~ofjItaten bon ifjm empfangen, Q5. 3a. - 05djteilien 
wit ba§ @lute, ba§ wit im Eelien genieten, un§ fellift au? 1 Sl'01:. 4, 7. 
Dbet fjar±en wit e§ fut gana felliftbetftanblidj, bat un§ bie§ alIe0 au" 
farrt: bie1e0 bot 5taufenben bon anbem menfdjen; alIe0 ofjne unfet 
Q5etbienft unb ~utbigfeit? mut un0 @lott bielIeidjt etft biefe obet jenc 
05egnung, an bic wit un0 fo gewofjnt fjalien, cntaiefjen, um un0 au biefet 
<tdenntni0 au litingen? 

O. D6wofjl unfet ;3)anf bon S)etilcn fommen folI, fo folI et bodj 
nidjt im S)etaen lileilien; wit f olIen @lott banfen mit bon IDCunbe, 
Q5. 1. 2b. ~m iYamUienfteife: 5tifdjgeliet; S)au0anbadjt. ~m Q5edefjt 
mit bet lilleH: ~efenntni0. Q50t alIem im @otte0fjau0, im Q5etein mit 
anbem 0:fjtiften, Q5.4; nidjt nut aut Sl'itdje gefjen, um au liitten, fon" 
bem bot alIem audj, um au banfen; wenn wit in bet Sl'itdje finb, nidjt 
fdjweigenb bafi~en, fonbem mltfingen, ~f. 26, 6-8. ;3)a0 litingt 
050nnenfdjein audj in ein ±tu6e0 Eelien, in unfet eigene0 unb in ba0" 
jenige anbetet Eeute. 

D. mit bet 5tat, Q5.2a, inbem wit @otte0 lillot± unfet0 iYute0 
Eeudjte unb ein mdjt aUf unf etm lillege f ein laff en; nidjt lilot S)oret, 
fonbetn 5tatet bC0 lillOt±C0 finb. ilcidjt nut bitcH nadj bet etften 5tater 
be0 @lefe~e0; wit Menen ifjm audj butdj ben ilCadjften, wenn wit ben 
;3)utftigen fjelfen, mom. 12, 13; mattfj. 25, 40; ben geiftlidj 2{nnen ba0 
<tbangelium litingen. - "mit iYteuben u, "mit iYtofjlocfen u; nidjt aU0 
~flidj±gefiifjr, fonbem aU0 S)etacn0brang. iYe~H C0 Datan liei un<:l, fo 
fjalien wit alIe Utfadje au etfdjtecfen unb ~ute au tun. 

lillie alIe0 @lute, fo mut bet S)eHige @eift audj bie tedjte ;3)anf6at~ 
felt in un0 widen. Eatt un0 ifjn fjetafidj batum liitten: meb 343, 7. 

5t.&). 

Theological Observer. - ~irdjridj"geitgefdjidjtndje~. 

I. 2(mrrilm. 
m:uB bet CSl)nvbe. )illit lefen im College Administration BuUetin bom 

tseotuar 1931: ,,)illa0 miiffen wir unfern Si'anbibaien aUf iljren Eeoen0" 
meg mitgeoen, bamit fie ben e i n e tl 3wecf iljre0 2fmie0 etfiifIen fiinnen? 
)illit miiffen fie in ben @lpradjen woljI griinben. @lie miiffen iiidjtig im 
®coraudj ber Banbc0fpradje fein, fo baf3 fie barin in anfptedjenber )illeifc 
ba<:l Q3roi be§ Beoen§ au§fpenben fiinnen. @lie miiffen meifien§ aoet audj 
immer nodj ber beuifdjen @lpradje miidjiig fein, fo baf3 fie, oljne ein gc~ 
iili±c§ Dljr burdj @)pradjfdjni~er au oeIeibigcn unb e0 iljrer Q30ifdjaft au 
bcrfdjHcf3en, ba§ @bangcHum in bicfer @lpradjc bcrfiinbigen fiinnen. @lic 
miiffen aIle biefe @lpradje fo weit oeljetrfdjen, baf3 fie au§ bem in bicfct 
@lpradje niebergeIeg±en @ldjal? tualjrct ;;tljcofogie unmi±±eIoar fdjiipfcn fiin~ 
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nen, fonbediclj aus 2utijer. !:fs mut tuenigftens ein guter 5teil ber ~an~ 
bibaten auclj imftanbe fein, bie ~eUige @:lcljrifi in iijren UrfjJracljen, ~eliriiifclj 
unb @riecljifclj, i3U lefen unb barin i3U fl)rfcljen unb elienfo aus ben latei~ 
nifcljen iYunbgrulien lutijerifcljer 5tijeologie @:lafi unb ~rafi i3U ijolen. ~ie 
@:ljJracljen mUffen uns anfiegen, fo lieli uns bas!:fbangefium ift. ~ennoclj 

finb fie nicljt bas ailes anbere ulierfcljattenbe ~aujJtftucf. ~as !:fbangeIium 
lileilit eine ~rafi @ottes, auclj tuenn es in mangelijafier @:ljJraclje bor~ 

geiragen tuirb; unb tuem es i3U ~er3en geijt, ber tuirb auclj gerne fjJraclj~ 
liclje Unelienijeiten ulierijiiren um bes !:fbangeliums tumen. ~nbererfeits 
mag in gfiini3enbfter @:ljJraclje bas berberlilicljfte @:leefengifi borgetragen 
tuerben. @:lo tuicljtig baijer bie @:ljJracljen auclj finb, fo fiinnen fie boclj nicljt 
bas eine ~aujJtftucf fein, bas tuir unter ailen Umftiinben mitgelien muffen. 
!mir muffen unfere jungen 2eute ausgieliig in ben Waturtuiffenfcljafien, 
sciences, unterricljten. ~n unfern @emeinben finben ficlj immer meljt 
folclje, bie eine ~ocljfcljulliilbung, ja eine ~oilege~ ober gar Uniberfitiits~ 
liifbung genuffen ijalien. @:loilen biefe lISaftor unb 2eijrer acljten, fo mUffen 
bie letteren iijnen an !miff en in bief en @:ltMen gleiclj f ein. @:lie mUff en 
Me tuicljtigften cljemifcljen unb jJijl)fifaIifcljen @runbfiite unb iYormefn 
lennen. ~ie liiologifcljen unb geologifcljen iYorfcljungen mUffen iijnen fl) 
tueit liefannt fein, baB fie im @efjJriiclj barulier nicljt liefcljiimt tuerben. 
~aS ift ailes tuaijr. !mir foUen unb woUen unfere @:ltubenten in biefen 
@:lacljen fl) unterricljten, bat fie in ber ~usricljtung iijres ~mtes unlie~ 
ijinbert finb. ~lier i3um ~aujJtgeficljtilljJunfi barf boclj auclj bas nicljt ge~ 
macljt tuerben, unb tuas iijnen bon ber @:lcljule ijer etwa feijlen miicljte, 
lann i3um groten 5teil burclj 2efen nacljgeijolt tuerben. ~aSfeflie gift 
auclj bon 2iteratur, @efcljicljte, lISijifofojJijie unb anbern @egenftiinben. @:lie 
finb niitig, aoer nicljt bas eine, tuas unter aUen Umftiinben erforberIiclj ift. 
@:lo fteijt es auclj mit ber lmufi!, mit gefeUfcljafilicljem @:lcljIiff unb anberm. 
!mas bor aUem anbern niitig, tuas unentoeijrIiclj if±, worauf tuir ftetill lie~ 
bacljt fein muffen, ift fe fte, ij dlig e iB e 9 ei ft e run 9 fu r lutij e ~ 
r i f clj e 2 e ij r e u n b ~ i r clj e. iBegeiftert muff en fie f ein fur tuaijres 
Eutijertum, tuenn fie bon ber @:lcljufe aligeijen. @:lie muffen bon gani3em 
~er3en babon ulier3eugt fein, baB bie futijerifclje 2eijre bas reine !:fban~ 
gelium @ottes ift, bas ailein @:leefen fefig macljen lann. !menn fie liei 
iijrer Orbination ober !:finfuijrung am ~ltar fnienb ficlj 3um @faulien 
unferer Shrclje liefennen, mUB bas aus boUfter i'toeri3eugung gefcljeijen. 
@:lie muffen mit bem ijeiligen lBorfat erfiillt fein, iijr gani3es 2elien bem 
~ienft biefes iijres lutijerifcljen @lauliens tuibmen i3U tuoUen; bor feinen 
!:fntfagungen, feinen @:l±rajJaaen, feinen !mibertuiirtigfeiten, bie biefer ~ienft 
iijnen au liringen berfjJricljt, burfen fie aurucffcljrecfen. @:lie burfen nicljt 
ijafliijeraige ~rlieiter fein tuoUen, Me nur 3U bienen gebenfen, tuenn fie feflift 
baod iijre 2aufliaijn finben fiinnen. !fiie recljte lBatedanMfreunbe mit 
iYreuben unb ijeUer iBegeifterung iijrem Eanbe ben 5treueib fcljtuiiren, fl)' 
muffen auclj fie mit groBer iYreube ficlj iijrem ~eifanb 3um~ienft fteUen. 
!:fine fefte iBegeifterung mUB es f ein. @:lie burfen nicljt au jenen geijiiren, 
bie ficlj bon jebem !minb ber 2eijre tuiigen unb tuiegen laffen, nicljt au 
benen, bie immer bie !maijrijeit fucljen unb fie boclj nicljt finben. !:fine 
ijeilige iBegeifterung mut es fein, bie in tuaijrer iBuBe gelioren wurbe unb 
in tuaijrer iBuBe geniiijrt tuirb; eine iBegeifterung, bie treilit, eini3ig unb 
aUein banaclj 3u ftrelien, biefes Dieiclj ausi3ulireiten. ~as ift bas eine, 
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toa~, fobiel an un~ Hegt, jeDem .ltanbibaten. unferer @5eminare mitgegeben 
toerben folIte. SDie~ 2ief muffen Der q3riife~ ber Wnftart, bie SDireftoren 
unb bie q3rofefforen ftet~ bor Wugen ~aben. SDaau muffen fie bie @5cljiifer 
ermutigen, ba~ i~nen hnmer toieber mit ~rnft bor~aHen unb mit ~emger 
{Sreubigfeit borfeben. SDabon muffen fie fie nicljt burclj gefetHclje {Sor~ 
bemngen abfcljrecren. SDa~ muffen nicljt nur bie @5eminare au i~rem 2iel 
~aben, fonbern auclj bie morbereitung~fcljufen. m5enn ber srnabe in Die 
@5e6ta eintritt, mut er finDen, bat feine 2e~rer aUf bie~ eine bebacljt finb, 
unD f 0 mut e~ bfeiben, bg er ba~ 2ief erreicljt ~at." {S. q3. 

iilier eine '!Iopj.1c(feier in unferm (£oncorbia~~eminat &n $orto ~Uegte 
bericlj±e± ba~ "srircljenbfatt" De~ )BrafHianifcljen SDiftrm~: "wm Dem Wb~ 
fcljfut De£; @5cljufja~re£; ~at toieber dne fcljone Wnaa~f unferer @5tubenten 
i~r @5tubium beenbet, um nun aUf ein ~a~r auniicljft af~ mifare ~inau£;~ 
auge~en in ben m5einberg De~ .\;;l~rrn unb bamit in ben SDienft unferer Heben 
rut~erifcljen SHrclje in @5ubamerifa au treten. q3rof. {S. ~arcljia prebigte in 
Der 2anbe~fpraclje [portugiefifclj] aUf @runD bon 2u!. 24, 47. .mit be~ 

reMen m50rten fii~rte er au£;, toie unfer Heber ~~rr ~~fu~ ~~riftu~ af~ 
unfer recljter q3rop~et un£; fein teure~ m50rt geprebigt ~at unD auclj bi~ 
an Da£; ~nDe Der 5rage un£; noclj fein fengmacljenDe~ ~bangenum ber~ 

fiinbigen fiitt. ~~ 1ft ja fein ~emger m5iIIe, Dat aIle feine ~unger unb 
(;l;~riften allen moIfern aller 2eiten Die fro~e )Botfcljaft bon ber @nabe 
@otte£; in ~~rifto ~~fu bringen f ollen. SDie jungen Wrbeiter tourben er~ 
ma~nt, ba~ m50rt ~~rifti rein unb Iauter au preDigen in mefer [etten 
betrfrbten 2eit, am Wbenb ber m5ert, aber auclj i~r Wmt mit einem gott~ 

gefiilIigen 2eben~toanbeI au aieren unb affo mit m50rt unb 5rat au aeugen 
bon bem einen, Da~ not ift, fofange e~ 5rag ift, e~e bie 91acljt fommt, bo 
niemanb toiden fann." .mit ber @5cljuIfcljlutfeier tourbe auclj bie {Seier 
be~ fiinfunbatuanaigjii~rigen ~ubUiium~ Dr. ~a~n£;, be~ SDirefior£; ber Wn~ 
ftalt. berbunben. Dr.~a~n ~a± fdjon bor ber Wnna~me be~ )Beruf~ naclj 
)BrafHien im Wu£;fanbe gebien±. 91aclj Wbfolbiemng unferer Wnftart in 
@5t. 20ui~ im ~a~re 1905 "foIgte er af£; junger q3rebigtamgfanDibat einem 
mUfe ber SDiinifclj dtb.~2ut~. SHrclje naclj Sl'open~agen, SDiinemad, tuo er 
af£; q3aftor bon 1905 bi~ 1914 bienk 91aclj 910rbcimerifa aurucrgefe~rt, 

unterricljtete er an unferm @t)mnafium in )Bron6biIIe bei 91eto glod. ~m 
~a~re 1917 tuurbe er naclj )Bloomfiefb, 91. ~., bemfen. SDer bortigen @e~ 
meinbe ftanb er in groter 5rreue bor bi£; au feiner )Berufung an unfere 
Wnftart in q3orto Wfegre im ~a~re 1925". linter ben fur ben mifariag~ 
bienft ~ntraffenen befinbet ficlj ein 91eger, ~. Wfbe£;, ber filr bie 91eger~ 
miffion in q3orto ~negre befthnmt ift. ,,~. Wfbe~ ging au~ unferer 91eger~ 
gemeinbe in @5oIibea, (;l;anguffu, ~erbor. ~r tourbe bon P. Wug. SDretu~, 

bem frii~eren .miffionar unb q3aftor ber @emeinbe, fonfirmiert unb trat 
im ~a~re 1924 in unfere ~rnftart ein. Nun tuirb er af£; erfter fcljtuaraer 
rut~erifcljer .miffionar unter feinen moff£;genoffen arbeiten." {S. q3. 

How Liberalists Edge In. - The Sept~mber issue of the Presby­
terian Magazine, "the official organ of the General Gouncil of the Presby­
terian Church in the U. S. A.," published a review on Dr. Shaner Mathews's 
recent book The Atonement and the Sooial Prooess, written by Rev. McCor­
mick, Oil City, Pa. In the review Dr. McCormick denounced the Christian 
doctrine of the atonement as old-fashioned and as one which "our scientific 
age has outgrown." To this he added: "Jesus, while suffering from others' 
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maladjustment to personality-evolving forces of the cosmic process, tri­
umphed through His own adjustment to those forces and thus became our 
Savior." For this bit of evolutionistic blasphemy the Sunday-school Times 
took the Presbyterian Magaz'ine to task, but received insulting replies 
from both the reviewers and the editor of the Presbyterian M agazVne. 
Both asserted that the book reviews do not "represent the editorial mind 
and policy of the magazine," but that the statements of the reviewer were 
merely to characterize the contents of the book. In its reply the Sunday­
school Times says: "Not only in the Sunday-school Times, but in many 
other magazines, secular. and religious, do the reviews state the editorial 
mind and policy of the magazine. It was natural and prope'r therefore 
for the Times to assume that the review comment on Dr. Mathews's book 
reflected the views of the reviewer and of the editor of thel magazine as 
well as a statement of the position of the author of the book, since there 
was no hint of any dissent in the review. Nor is Dr. McCormick accurate 
when he says that the revie,ws in the Presbyterian Magazine are 'usually 
without praise or condemnation.' In a recent issue of tha,t maga,zine three 
of six reviews commend the books under review; in the December issue 
eight of thirteen reviews commend the books. One reading Dr. McCormick's 
review would suppose tha,t it wa,s intended to be commendato'ry of the book. 

"An additional fact bearing on the ma.t.ter is well known to the Pres­
byterian public. Dr. Hanzsche, the editor of the Presbyterian Magazine, 
is one of the signers of the so-called 'Auburn Affirmation,' which states 
'that the doctrine of inerrancy, intended to enhance the authority of the 
Scriptures, in fact impairs their supreme authority for faith and life and 
weakens the testimony of the Church to the power of God to salvation 
through Jesus Christ. We hold that the General Assembly of 1923, in 
asse'rting tha,t the Holy Spirit did so inspire, guide, and move the writers 
of Holy Scripture as to keep them from error, spoke without warrant of 
the Scriptures or of the Confession of Faith.' The signers of the Auburn 
Affirmation also deny that it is essential that Presbyterian ministers be 
required to believe the virgin birth of Christ or the resurrection and 
ascension of our Lord with the same body in which He suffered or Christ's 
death a,s an offering to satisfy divine justice and to reconcile us to God. 
In view of these well-known facts it is not surprising that the editor of 
the Times, with many others, would assume that the editor of the Presby­
terian Magazine sympathized with Dr. ShaUer Mathews's teachings and 
that the review reflected this viewpoint. If the Times was mistaken, it 
gladly corrects the mistake." 

The average reader will find it difficult to a,ssume that the Times was 
mistaken. All who are acquainted with the tactics of modern Liberalists 
will rather believe that Dr. McCormick, under the disguise of a book 
review, was trying to smuggle into a journal still regarded as Christian 
his antichristian blasphemies. Such strategy has been employed before 
by men of perverse and reprobate minds. J. T. M. 

;!)ie inntufllJiffenfdjnft eiuft uub je1!t. Sl)et ,,~itd)enfJJ)te" bon ~te£ll:Jo, 
2{tgentinien, aiHett a~ ,,!BetqanbIungen be£l ~anfM~Sl)if±tift£l (25.)": "jillie 
finb bod) hie IDlenfd)en qeutautage fo bier unliefanntet mit bet jillaqtqeit 
iiliet Sl)inge, bie um fie qet finb, aI£l feinetaeit 2{bam [bOt bem g:aU] I 2{g 
@ott iqm Die 5tiete botfiiqtte, ba qatte et nod) fein£l betfeIlien ftuhiett, 
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nodi feine fEeobadjiung unb ®rfaqtllng mit iqnen gemadji, faq Die meifien 
rooql aum erfienmal; bodj er braudjie fie nur anaufeqen unb fannie fie; 
ba£l qeif3i, er rouf3ie bie )lliaqrqeit liber fie, lonnie jebem :iLier einen ~amen 
geben, ber ber ~atur unb bem ,Broeci be£l :iLiere£l boIIfommen enifptadj. 
::Denn biefe ~amen, bie ~bam ben :iLieren gab, roaren nidji eine roiIlrur~ 
lidje fEudjftabenaufammenftelIung, rote bie ~amen finb, bie roir ben :iLieren 
geben, al£l: Shtq, !13ferb, 6djroein, &)uqn ufro.; biefe ~amen fagen iiber 
Me ~atur be£l :iLiere£l nidjg au£l; fonbern e£l ift, roie Eutqer fagt: ,@'it 
roetj3 oqne alIe£l fonberlidje ®ingeben unb neue @'irIeudjiung ober Dffen~ 
barung, allein burdj bie ~ortrefflidjfeit feiner ~aiur, eine£l jeglidjen ~atur 
unb ®igenfdjaft, babon er einem jeben einen ~amen feiner ~aiur gemiij3 
unb bequem gibi.' linb fo qat ~bam audj alle anbern ®efdjopfe ®otte£l 
grlinblidj gefannt unb burdjfdjaut, roenn er fie nur anfaq, unb roar fo 
imftanbe, alle in feinen ::Dienft au neqmen, roie er ja nadj ®o±±e£l Drbnung 
aI£l &)errfdjer liber Die Sl'reaturen audj tun folIte. ::Diefe boIIfommene @'ir~ 
fenntng bel' )lliaqrqeit libel' natlirlidje ::Dinge, bie ~bam fidj nidjt erf± 
mliqfam erroerben muf3te, fonbern bie iqm anerfdjaffen roar, ift burdj ben 
6linbenfall berlorengegangen. ::Durdj bte 6linbe tft be£l ID?enfdjen ~er~ 
ftanb f 0 berfinftert roorben, baf3 er audj ba£l ntdjt meqr redjt lennt, roa£l er 
bodj tiiglidj bor ~ugen qat, fonbern roenn er etroa£l rotffen roiIl, mit biel 
ID?liqe, linfoften unb 6djroeif3 e£l Iernen muf3; unb fellif± bann bIetbt roaqt, 
roa£l ba!3 ::Diftum befagt: ,Z§n!3 Z§nnere ber ~atur bringt fein erfdjaffener 
®eift.' )llienn rotr bte natlirlidjen ::Dinge audj nur an ber Dberf[iidje 
einigermaj3en fennenge1ernt qaben, mliffen rotr un£l fdjon aufrieben geben, 
unb je meqr )lliaqrqeiten roir roirflidj fennenlernen, befto meqr edennen 
roil', roie groj3 ba£l ®ebiet ift, roorliber roir nidjg roiffen." ~. !13. 

Science and Theology. - An a,rt.icle in the St. Louis Ohristian Ad­
vooate tells a,bout the experiences of the writ.er at Union Seminary during 
the past summer. The views he either arrived a,L or was confirmed in 
through his contact. with the teachers and student.s of Union Seminary a,re 
interesting. He writes: "Certain developments soom t.o mEi apparent in 
our modern religious attitude. In the first place, there seems to be a, 
feeling that science alone does not. hold the golden key tha,t will unlock 
aU mysteries and bring healing t.o aU our wounds. Science is useful to 
observe and classify; but. it is out of it.s domain when it. tries to speak 
on ultimate questions. That is the dominion of religion and philosophy, 
and many modern religionists are recognizing tha,t science and religion 
work in two different fields, for the most part, and that. t.he theologian has 
as much right to speak with aut.hority in his field as the' scientist in his 
field. The province of the scientist is not. to teach religion, but. science; 
the theologian's task is to teach religion, not science. This attitude leads 
to a new interest in mysticism a,s the immediate apprehension of God in 
the personal life of the individuaI. This is not a new idea to Methodists. 

"Along with this there comes a, ritualistic revival. The beauty of our 
newer churches is an indication tha,t. people are longing for more beauty in 
religion. One sees an increasing interest, in liturgies, vestments, and 
symbolism. A greater emphasis is placed upon the Sacrament of Holy 
Communion as the cent.ral act of worship. People are weary of dull, 
drab services, where God is only vaguely felt.; they want a vital, colorful, 
suggestive service, where His very presence is known. Methodism, with 
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its fine heritage, is in a· position to lead in this reunion of spiritual religion 
and beautiful form, and we are missing a, grea,t opportunity if we do 
not do so." 

This is eloquent, testimony to the fact that a, religion which is based 
on human reason does not satisfy. At the same time it is evidence that 
the author has not as yet gained a clear vision of what is the heart and 
kernel of true religion, namely, the Cross of Christ, where we are offered 
peace and forgiveness. People who think they can find happiness in some 
exa.lted emotion or in religious feelings will ultimately find that they 
have been deceived. We are thankful for the author's insistence on the 
principle that science must not dictate to religion. The other side of this 
principle, a.ccording to which religion must not dictate to science, is true 
too, of course. It must not be taken to mean, howeve,r, that the Bible 
statements perta.ining to' the world about us have to be· discarded. The 
Scriptures are true in everything t.hey say. A. 

Incongruity of the Union of Church and State in England.­
One of our exchanges informs us that Premier Ramsay MacDonald has 
an odd problem on his hands in the fact that he has to make an ecclesias­
tical appointment which nobody seems willing to accept. It is a bishopric 
that. is to be filled, and in spite of the very high salary paid, namely" 
£3,900 annually, the man whom Mr. MacDonald would like to place into 
this position has consistently refused to accept the appointment. The 
reason is a rather worldly one. '1.'he bishop in question must occupy and 
snpport the bishop's castle, - Hartlebury Castle is the name, - and it 
seems the maintenance of it would require more ample means than even the 
munificent salary mentioned would furnish. What a spectacle! A prime 
minister, himself a Presbyterian, has to appoint an Anglican bishop, and 
one of the essential qualifications the appointee must possess is his being 
a man of large means. This episode ought to mark a big step forward 
on the road to disestablishment. A. 

The U. L. C. on Divorce. - We are glad to chronicle that the U. L. C. 
Committee on Moral and Social vVelfare presented a Scriptural report on 
the question of divorce, concerning which, as is well known, some Lutherans 
are not adhering to the position taught in the Bible. The report is espe­
cially important on account of the lengthy and thorough exposition of the 
meaning of desertion. 

After having considered the significance of marriage and the rupture 
of marriage relations through adultery, the question is taken up by the 
authors whether desertion constitutes a Scriptural ground for divorce. 
The pertinent passages in 1 Cor. 7 are quoted, and then the authors con­
tinue: "It is the meaning of this expression, 'not under bondage,' therefore, 
which is the crucial question. The interpretation which has been given to 
it by those who have found in it a justification for divorce has been 'not 
under bondage to the marriage relation.' This was the meaning which 
Luther, Calvin, and Zwingli gave to it, which has since been followed by 
the majority of Lutheran and Reformed dogmaticians and exegetes and 
which has been widely accepted among Protestant Christians. When so 
interpre~ed, its import is that the marriage bond is effectually severed by 
desertion, enabling the deserted one to secure a legal divorce and permitting 
him, when so divorced, to marry again without violating any Christian 
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principles. Over against this view is the view of those who maintain that 
the expression justifies separation, but carries with it no right of remar­
riage." The authors discuss various objections which have been raised 
against the view of Luther and the other reformers and show that these 
objections are not tenable. On the nature of the desertion involved here 
they say: "One fact ought not to be lost sight of in the whole discussion, 
namely, that the desertion must be final and complete. This probably was 
in the apostle's mind when he added the warning, 'But God hath called us 
to peace.' . .. Nothing humanly possible should be left undone to prevent 
the desertion, or, if this occurred, to bring about a reconciliation. Only 
after these efforts had failed, was the marriage to be considered dissolved. 
The Church, at any rate, has felt the necessity of safeguarding itself in 
this particular by so interpreting the mind of the apostle. It has insisted 
that desertion must be 'malicious' in order to be a justifiable cause for 
divorce and that only those who have been deserted in this way can be 
married again with the sanction of the Church. In every other instance 
it has insisted upon separation without the right of remarriage." A. 

"The Lutheran Herald." - The Lutheran Church will not remain 
without an official paper called the Lutheran Herald. The Lutheran 
Herald of the Iowa Synod discontinued pUblication December 13 in favor 
of the Lutheran Standard of the new American Lutheran Church. Upon 
eonsultation with the Board of Publication of the Norwegian Lutheran 
Church of America and other church officials the editor of the Lutheran 
Ohurch Herald, Rev. G. T. Lee, announces that hereafter that paper will 
drop its middle name, becoming the Luthemn Herald.-N.L. O.B. 

On the Control of the Press by Rome. -Prof. John B. Kelso of 
the College of Wooster, a Presbyterian, said in a public address, as reported 
in the Lutheran Oompanion of January 31: "Why is it legitimate for the 
Pope's criticisms of OllT Protest!mt churches to be published while any 
similar criticism of the Catholic Church is tabued in our press? Is Upton 
Sinclair correct in his diagnosis of the relation of the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy and the American press? At any rate, the spectacle is strange. 
A minority of our population dictates news to our papers. Our boasted 
freedom of the press in some respects is a dead letter. It is not so in 
England, where freedom is still a reality. If Dean Inge should deliver 
a lecture in London on the theocratic imperialism of the Church of Rome, 
the papers would report it verbatim. In our country there would be 
absolute silence in our secular press. No metropolitan journal would 
publish this address. That honor would remain to the Ohristian Soienoe 
Monitor." Professor Kelso, we take it, does not want to make the secular 
press a vehicle for religious controversies, but calls attention to the state 
of affairs as a secular matter. And this state of affairs needs watching. 
For the Catholic hierarchy, adept in political intrigue, needs watching. 
For whatever secular power it gains is wielded in the interest of its 
ecclesiastical and religious aims. E. 

Close Communion According to the "Lutheran." - An editorial 
in the Lutheran discusses the important question whether Holy Communion 
is to be administered promiscuously to all who may wish to receive it or 
whether a church and its pastor are to exercise supervision, preventing 
people who are unworthy from attending the Lord's Table. In the views 
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which are propounded there seems to be a strange blending of truth and 
error. The editorial says: "Lutherans are sometimes described as 'close 
communionists.' If by that term one means that pastors and congregations 
do their utmost to administer the Sacrament of the Altar in the way in 
which we believe the Lord Himself defined it and to protect those partici­
pating from receiving it in that state of unworthiness as to which St. Paul 
gave warning, then we are 'close communionists.' If denominational bound­
ary lines or any conditions other than those above referred to are thought 
of, we are not 'close communionists.' " 

To apprehend the viewpoint of the Luthemn, we have to take cog­
nizance of its further remark that the Lord's Supper was not instituted 
to express the unity of the Church, but to confer spiritual blessings on the 
individual believer. It adds that "the right of the individual to receive 
and the right of the congregation to administer the Lord's Supper" must 
not be interfered with by what we term denominationalism or membership 
in a certain church organization or synod. "Persons believing its [the 
Sacrament's] meaning, accepting it with repentant hearts, hungering and 
thirsting after righteousness, discerning the Lord's body, 'remembering His 
death, determined to better their lives from day to day,' and having exam­
ined themselves, may not be refused this means of grace. While these 
qualifications are deeply spiritual, they are yet fairly capable of discern­
ment so long as the individual is the unit of concern and the congregation 
is conscientious in providing for proper explanation and self-examination. 
It is when groups are made the unit of worthiness that errors creep in." 

The last sentence evidently gives expression to one of the chief thoughts 
of the editorial: membership in a certain group does not per 8e disqualify 
one with respect to admission to the Lord's Table; it would be wrong for 
a church to say, All who belong to this or that denomination or synod or 
congregation may not commune at our altar. It will be admitted that the 
editorial in the paragraph just quoted splendidly enumerates most of the 
qualifications of a worthy communicant - acceptance of what the Bible 
says on the Eucharist, repentance, hunger, and thirst after God's pardon, 
discerning of the Lord's body, remembering His death, the resolve to be 
more loyal to Christ in one's conduct, self-examination. All these matters 
are of: the utmost importance. But is the editorial justified in omitting 
in its list the negative qualification, that one does not belong to a heterodox 
church-body, and the positive one, that the individual in question either 
is a member of, or is willing to unite with, a congregation that is not 
guilty of sponsoring erroneous teachings? That is the question we are 
facing. 

That we here are not misunderstanding the position of the Lutheran 
seems evident from the paragraphs that follow, from which we quote thoBe 
sentences that appear most relevant. "Just as the practise of 'joint com­
munions' with non-Lutherans in order to indicate unity with them is 
illogical, so is a blanket ruling on admission to the Lord's Supper which 
a general body drafts in order to emphasize the importance of some truth 
or to indicate disapproval of some organization. A major Lutheran prin­
ciple is therein violated. We are not ignorant of the fact that in 1875 
the General Council passed what has come to be known as the Galesburg 
Rule. The occasions of this action were the prevalence of a controversy 
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on Chiliasm, the conviction that membership in secret societies was en­
dangering the Christian faith of many members of Lutheran churches, and 
the feeling that exchange of pulpits - non-Lutheran preachers delivering 
sermons to Lutheran congregations - was corrupting the purity of doctrine, 
which Lutheranism is bound to keep free from errors. That real harm 
was being done the Church by false doctrine and dependence on morality 
rather than faith in Christ is hardly open to denial. But the enactment 
of the blanket rule, which resulted in refusing the Lord's Supper to one 
worthy of receiving it and seeking its benefits on the ground that his 
synod did not belong to the General Council was an illustration of eccle­
siastical seizure of power. Fitness for the Sacrament is intensely in­
dividual. Stewardship of its administration is a congregational pre­
rogative." 

The Galesburg Rule, it will be recalled, reads: "Lutheran pulpits for 
Lutheran ministers only; Lutheran altars for Lutheran communicants 
only." The Lutheran, by implication, now calls this rule an "illustration 
of ecclesiastical seizure of power." It favors the position that membership 
in a church denying the Lutheran doctrine does not per 813 bar a person 
from being admitted to Communion at a Lutheran altar. If this is right, 
then members of the Roman Catholic, of Calvinistic, of Arminian, and 
other erring churches may be admitted to the Lord's Supper by a Lutheran 
pastor, provided they possess the qualifications mentioned above. Would 
such a practise be Scriptural? We must say, No.1) There is only one 
Church which holds the Bible doctrine of the Lord's Supper, and that is 
the Lutheran Church. If members of other churches hold the Lutheran 
position on the Lord's Supper, they are inconsistent and must leave their 
Church as soon as they· have l'ealized the incongruity of their status; 
otherwise they will violate the principle of truthfulness and honesty. 
2) Members of a division of the Lutheran Church where, while the true 
doctrin·e of the Lord's Supper is taught and confessed, other doctrines are 
perverted, cannot be adm{tted to our altars, not only because they belong 
to the flock of some other pastor, who is responsible for their souls' welfare, 
but also because they cannot be recognized by us as brethren as long as 
they continue in such a church·body. When the Lord's Supper is admin­
istered, those partaking of it indicate that they mean to be loyal to Jesus 
and His Word. How, then, can we admit a person whose confessional 
position involves disloyalty to the Word of our heavenly Master? Before 
such an individual can commune with us, we have to ascertain that the 
disloyalty of his church-body is not shared by him, and when this has been 
established, then faithfulness to the ~Tord of our divine Teacher will compel 
the individual we are dealing with to sever the connection which he himself 
deprecates. We are very sorry to see the Lutheran leaving the foundation 
laid after much discussion and debate by the leaders of the General Council, 
and we hope that this defection from the sound Scriptural position will 
not be permanent. A . 

.BUt lUidjtigcn Sadje beB beutfdjen ttntetridjt~. SDer ,,2ut~. &Jerolb" 
berid;tet: "nber einen mefud; im Wartburg College ber American Lu­
theran Church teHt ba~ ,stird;enblatt' unter anberm ba~ ~oIgenbe mit: 
,SDer beutfd;e llntettid;t ift ein~ ber lDicf;tigften ~iid;er in unferm [0 lIege, 
lDeiI ~ier bie striifte ~erangebiIbet lDeriJen folIen, bie flJiiter in unfern 
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@emeinben af§ jjSrebiger bes @;bangeIiums tatig fein follen. ~udj unfere 
aufiinftigen ~aftoren roerben reidjIidj @degenqeit finben, ia genotigt fein, 
in ber beutfdjen @5pradje au lnebigen unb au amtieren, trot ber fdjnellen 
~merifanifierung unferer @emeinben. ~arum ift ber beutfdje Unterridjt 
nidjt nur bon fdjroerroiegenber lBebeutung, fonbern qat audj feine befon~ 
beren @5djroierigfeiten. jffienn unf ere @5djiUer roie aUf anbern @5djulen fidj 
bfofl eine Eefefertigfeit anaueignen braudjten, um im beften {Jalle faqig 
au fein, beutfdj"tqeologifdje @5djriften au fefen, bann roare Die @5djroierig" 
feit nidjt fo grofl, unb unfere Eeqrer qaHen dne roeit leidjtere ~ufgabe. 
@;s ift aber etroas anberes, eine @5pradje, Die nidjt meqr anuHerfpradje ift, 
ortqograpqifdj, grammatifdj unb ftiIiftifdj feqlerIos fdjreiben unb barin 
offentridj reben au fonnen, af§ nur eine Eefefenntnis ber @5pradje au be" 
fit en. ~afl bas :Bid bes Unterridjti3 audj ift, bie beutfdje @5pradje ridjtig 
fdjreiben au fiinnen, babon fome idj af§l.ialb @eIegenqeit qauen, midj au 
liberaeugen. ~n ber erften beutfdjen @5tunbe, bie idj befudjte, rourbe ben 
@5djiUern ber aroei oueren ~fabemienaffen ein ~iftat gegeben. 9ladjbem 
idj midj babon liberaeugt qaHe, bafl Die Eeqrerin beutridj artifuIierie, fo 
bafl bie @5djiUer Me ridjtigen llmlaute unb @5iIben q1i:tten berneqmen mliffen, 
fdjaute idj ben @5djiUern liber bie @5djurtern qinroeg aUf bai3 ~apier. ~ie 

~rbeiten roaren nidjt feqlerfrei, aber audj nidjt fo mangeIfjaft, bafl Die 
Eeqrerin bie rote :itinte qaHe berfdjroenben mliffen, um alles {Jeqlerqafte 
anauftreidjen.' ~er lBeridjterftatter teiIt bann mit, roie er audj dne ber 
qiiqeren SUaffen befudjte, bie foeben Eeffing las. anit bem mefurtat, bai3 
in biefer ~faffe erreidjt rourbe, roar er ebenfalIi3 feqr aufrieben. ~odj 
bemedt er: ,midjti3beftoroeniger bin idj mir berouflt, bafl es audj minber" 
roertige ~rueiten gibt unb bafl ie ranger, ie meqr ber beutf dje Unterridjt 
flir uns au einem jjSrobfem roirb, bas nidjt burdj unniitige unb unriebfame 
stritif ber betreffenben Eeqrer gefiift roirb.' @;r fdjfagt baqer ben fofgen" 
ben l15Ian aur Eilfung be{; l15roDrems bor: ,jffiollen roir bai3 erreidjen, bafl 
unfere aufiinftigen jjSaftoren ein rooqUautenbes unb anaieljenbes ~eutfdj 
reben unb fdjreiben fiinnen, bann mliffen Wir audj berfudjen @rofles au 
tun unb bereit fein, bie niitigen OPfer au bringen. ~n @5djaren aieqen 
junge ~merifaner, Sjerren unb ~amen, liber ben Oaean, um im art en 
@;uropa, fei es @;ngfanb, fei es {Jranfrddj, fei es ~eutfdjfanb, au ftubieren, 
um europiiifdje ~enf" unb Eebensart fennenaufernen. @5oIdje @5tubien" 
reifen roerben iqnen aum :iteH burdj ben ,,@5tubenten" ~ustaufdjbienft" 
miigrtdj gemadji. ber qliben unb brliben gemeinfdjaftrtdj arbeitet. @5omen 
roir uns afi3 American Lutheran Church nidjt audj baran beteHigen 
fonnen? @5ellift roenn biefer jffieg flir uns nidjt gangbar roare, fomen roir 
nidjt ftad genug fein, unfere eigenen jffiege au geqen unb unfere jungen 
tqeofogifdjen ~anbibaten flir abJei @5emefter nadj ~eutfdjfanb au fenben? 
~dj bin geroifl, bafl fidj bann iqr f±eifes, ungefenfes over, roie ein ~eutfdjer 
es beurteirte, "furiofes" ~eutfdj in dnen rooqfgefalIigen @5tiI berroanbe!n 
roiirbe. ~aau roiirbe bie Eiebe unb bie Sjodjadjtung au bem Eanbe ber 
~ater unb ber jffiiege ber meformation erftaden, unb reidjrtdjer @5egen 
bJiirbe aUf unf ere @emeinben auriidfIieflen. ~dj gfaube, qier fage eine 
befonbers grote unb qerrIidje ~ufgabe flir bie @;raiequngsbeqiirbe ber 
American Lutheran Church.''' @5ome ber jjSfan im griifleren anaflftab 
aur Wusfiiqrung tommen, fo blirfte er ber Wmerifanifdj"Eutqerifdjen Sfirdje 
bielleidjt berqiingnii3boll roerben. ~ie qinlibergef djicften @5tubenten roiir" 
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ben o~ne BtDeifel me~t "beu±fcfje 5t1jeologie" Ietnen aI§ ;tieutfcfj. ;tiiefe§ 
UnljeU mocfj±en tDit bet Wmetifanifcfj~2u±ljetifcfjen sritcfje, bie im aITge~ 
meinen bocfj eine fo Iooen§tDette ®±eITung gegen bie mobetne 5t~eologie 
;tieutfcfjlanM genommen ljat. nicfj± antDiinfcfjen. :;S. 5t . .an. 

To What Degree Are the Lutheran Landeskirchen of Germany 
Lutheran? - The Living Ohurch of September 6, 1930, published an article 
by the Rev. Oskar Wetklo telling "why a German-American became a. priest 
of the Church." We a,re not now concerned with the reason impelling him 
to leave the Lutheran for the Episcopalian Church. "Ve shaH merely set 
it down here without examining it. "To sum it all up: Why did I, a. 
German-American, become an Episcopalian? We believe that every country 
should have one Church which historically belongs to it. This Church must 
be a. branch of the· Catholic Church (without riding any hobby) in which 
not only the faithful members, the Sacraments, and the "Vord are visible, 
but also the authorized ministry. . .. Let us learn from Christ; He was 
and remained a member of His visible Church. Even though the priests 
and people turned the house· of God into a den of thieves, pe'rverted the 
Word of God, persecuted and slew the saints and the Son of the Most High, 
He continued to be loyal to His Church. There can be only one Church, 
and we believe in the one holy Catholic and Apostolic Church." "Ve prefer 
not to dissect the theological views here struggling for utterance. But we 
are interested in this paTagra,ph: "Before we close, we wish to explain 
why it is generally assumed that the Evangelical Germans are Lutherans. 
In many churches in Germany the Lutheran form of worship and liturgy 
predominates; the buildings and church a.rchitecture are generally in the 
old church style. Like,wise in most congregations the Lutheran Catechism 
is the basis of religious instruction. None the less we believe we a,re right 
in saying that the' Calvinistic teaching relative to the Sacraments prevails. 
Therefore we come to the general conclusion that the Evangelical Ohurch 
in Germany is Lutheran in form, but Calvinistic in doctrine." 

Prof. P. H. Buehring of Columbus, 0., answered this paragraph in the 
Living OhU1'ch of December 6, 1930. "I have never heard that, it is 'gen­
erally assumed that the Evangelical Germans a,re Lutherans.' As a, matter 
of fact, any intelligent American who has only the most superficial sources 
of information at his command should know that there a,re Lutheran, 
Reformed, and 'Evangelical' churches in Germany, the last-named being 
a, denomination resulting from an external union of Lutheran and Reformed 
in certain states of the German republic. If the writer refers e,xclusively 
to these 'Evangelical' churches, his statement is too broad. There is no 
such thing as 'the Eva,ngelical Church of Germany.' In a, number of 
German states, Prussia, for example, the Landeskirche (i. e., the "territorial 
Church," the direct successor to the official state church before the re,volu­
tion) is 'Evangelical'; in others it is Lutheran; in a, few it is Reformed. 
All these churches, which a,re sepa,rate and independent, organizations, 
ha,ve formed a federat.ion known as Der Evangelische Kirchenbund, which 
functions in Germany somewhat like our American Federal Council of the 
Churches of Ghrist, though its membership also includes a number of 
church-bodies outside of Germany, and which lea,ves the doctrinal status 
of its members untouched. The Lutheran church-bodies, such as those 
in Saxony, Mecklenburg-Schwerin, Mecklenburg-Strelit,z, the Prussian 
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province of Hanover, etc., cannot be considered 'Calvinistic in doctrine' 
by any stretch of the imagination. . .. It may be' true of some sections in 
the Prussian Union Church and others of like chamcter, but to claim that 
in such Lutheran churches as, e. g., the Saxon or the Hanoverian, the 
Calvinistic doctrine of Baptism and the Lord's Supper is taught and 
believed is simply preposterous. I have in my own library sermon books 
published by Lutheran pastors in those churcheS' and catechetical helps 
recommended to pastors for use in religious instruction preparatory to 
confirmation; I ha,ve also for years been a reader of the leading theological 
weekly published in Leipzig, Saxony; but I declare I ha,ve never discO'vered 
the least evidence of a leaning towards Calvinism. Neither did I find 
such evidence in the summer of 1914, when I visited Lutheran friends and 
relatives in Germany, nor among German Lutheran immigrants in this 
country with whom I ha,ve come in frequent contact .... " Prof. Dr, Julius 
Richter's (Berlin) reply is published in the same issue, from which we 
quote this one sentence: "Lutheranism everywhere bases its convictions 
on the Bible as the inspired Word of God; it is deeply convinced that the 
Lutheran doctrine in its principles and major [?] issues is identical with 
the fundamental [?] doctrines of the Pauline letters and of the gospels 
and is deeply convinced that this is a sa,tisfactory and sufficient basis for 
the Church." As to the statement, tha,t "Lutheranism everywhere bases its 
convictions on the Bible as the inspired Word of God," it is a notorious 
fact that the great majority of the Lutheran theologw,'ns of Germany do 
not believe tha,t the Bible is the inspired Word of God. As to the doctrine 
of the Sacraments, Prof. Buehring is right in the main. There may be 
exceptions, but the Rev. O. Wetklo is not "right in saying that the Cal­
vinistic teaching relative to the Sa,craments prevails." 

But still we ask, To wha,t degree are these Lutheran territorial 
churches Lutheran? The pastoral conference of the Hanoverian Free 
Church, at. it.s meeting last, year, pointed "to certain happenings at the 
sessions of the Lutheran World Conference, the growth of the unionistic 
principle as evidenced in the cooperation between the evangelical churches 
of Germany and ceTtain things that took place at the Augustana celebration 
in Augsburg," and declared: "Are we not compelled to refuse fellowship 
to the 'Lutheran' territorial churches if they ahsolutely refuse to abandon 
their unIonistic' ways and if the confessional groups in these churches 
continue to content themselves with mere verbal protests 1" "We da,re 
not take it, upon ourselves to instruct members of our Lutheran Free 
Church who ha,ve mO'ved into the territory of 'Lutheran' territorial churches 
to' worship at their altars. For they would there find themselves con­
fronted with cO'ndit.ions which, we are convinced, are intolerable in a 
Lutheran Church." The Ev.-Luth. Freikirche, which re-ports this in it.s 
issue of December 7, 1930, adds: "We ha,ve been convinced long since 
that the conditions obtaining in the 'Lutheran' territorial churches are! 
intolerable, since it is manifest, tha,t they do not think of abandoning their 
unionistic ways and the protests of those- churchmen who. would adhere to 
the confessions fall upon deaf ears. But since this applies to all territorial 
churches, which are essentia.lly alike, differing only by degTees, - all of 
them a,re members of the German Evangelical Church Federa,tion (De?' 

Deutsche Evangelische Kirchenbund) and are responsible for its activ-
20 
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ities, - we believe, too, that all Ohristians who, belonging to these terri­
torial churches, wish to enter upon alta,r-feIlowship with congregations of 
the Free Church should be required, as a, ma,tter of conscience, to renounce 
these ungodly and therefore intolerable conditions and sever their connec-
tion with the territorial Ohurch." E. 

Are We Holding Too Many Conferences? - The P?'esbyterian 
dra,ws attention to a, condition in the Ohristian Ohurch of to·day which 
ca.Ils for serious consideration. We arB not prepared to sa,y that the re­
marks of the Presbyterian correctly describe the situation in our own 
circles; at any rate, however, they furnish food for thought and may 
serve as a, warning lest conditions reach the danger stage. Here a,re the 
remarks of the Presbyterian: -

"An amazing number of conferences are called, an on good and worthy 
subjects. As a rule, some of the same people are found in each. People 
give exceIlent addresses upon the subjects in which they are interested 
and expert. These conferences have no authority of any kind and generaIly 
utter some final statement, setting forth a, conclusion which is without 
serious objection. B'ut a few questions arise in our mind. Do they bring 
forth results commensurate with the time and expense involved? Do they 
reach and a,ffect more than a, few leaders? Do they get beyond the small 
circle which gathers? We have a, notion tha,t the great need to-day is 
not more conferences, but a, diligent la,bor of pastors and church people in 
their own fields. We know these things, and we will be happier if we 
do them. It is not usual for a, constant attendant upon conferences to be 
very successful in his home church. We recall one who gained an eminence 
in Ohristian Endeavor work. He attended all gatherings of 'leaders' under 
that name and gained attention, being president of his Sta,te. It was 
ama,zing to discover, as we did by chance, that in his own church the 
Ohristian Endeavor Society had dwindled to a, small, expiring effort. 
At home he had no interest at all and did not stimulate those a,bout him 
in the things he proclaimed so eloquently a,t a conference. After all, 
the one who sustains and promotes great, beneficial 'movements' is he that 
labors diligently in his own place and among his own people." A. 

II. .2(u5illUb. 

offentlidje mvrrritge nnferer freifirdjHdjen mruner in :!Jentj'djfanb. 
S£)ie ,,\yreifirdje" lieridjtet: "S£)ie morirag~miffion unferer Sl'irdje ift im 
aligefaufenen mierteIjaqr iqren @ang gegangen. ~n Dft,IJreuten qieIten 
anfdjrietenb an bie Sl'irdjfaaI1ueiqe in :ltiffit bie PP. @ert, MeIJer unb 
\y. ~iiliener moririige. Wnfdjrietenb roar in @:IJbtfuqnen, @umliinnen unb 
~nfterliurg eine mortrag~roodje, in ber ber 2ettgenannte unb P. @:i,IJect 
f,IJradjen. @:~ fann gefagt roerben, bat oiemridj immer eine elienf.o grote 
Wnaaqf bon \Yremben roie bon @emeinbegriebern anroefenb roar, immer~ 
qin ein @:rgelini~, ba~ man liei einfadjen @otte~bienften ber auftiinbigen 
~aftoren nur gana feIten erreidjt. Wudj finb roir auter burdj bie mor~ 
triige feflift burdj Die 2eitung~anaeigen, ~anbae±tef unb ~rafate meqr 
liefannt geroorben. Unb ba~ ift ja unfere ~fndjt, ba roir roiffen, bat roir 
roirffidj ba~ au liieten qalien, roa~ eroig ferig madjt. ~n S£)re~ben fanb 
am Dteformationi>feft ein @emeinbealienb ber lieiben bortigen @emeinben 



Theological Observer. - .Rh:cl)licl)~8eitgefcl)tcl)tlicl)eg. 307 

ftatt, au bem audj mannigfadj ~rembe gefaben unb erfdjienen hJaren. 
@.s hJar bem @Sdjreiber ethJa.s eigen, af,6 i~m aUf biefem ~efte ber neben 
i~m f~enbe Dr. IDl. (@:Hieb ber 2anbe.sfirdje) fagte: ,@Sie finb aU hJenig 
befannt J @Sie treten au hJenig an hie bffentridjfeit.' lnun, ~ier gefdj~ 
ba.s ia, unb ahJar feine.shJeg.s aum erften IDlale. ~mmer~in fann bieUcidjt 
me~r gefdje~en, unb ahJar aUerori.6. ~m 11., 12. unb 14. :!leaember fanben 
in bem fIeinen ~i:irpel brei ~orirage ftatt bon P. ~ein, P. Dr. ~odj unb 
bem ()ri.6paftor, aU benen fidj bide ~rembe bon na~ nnb fern berfammel~ 
ten, iebenfalI.s boppeIt fo bier ~rembe hJie cigene @Iieber, audj foldje, bie 
fonft hJo~l taum ie in unfere ~irdje gefommen hJaren. P. ~ein fpradj tiber 
,:!lie Q3ibelforfdjer', P. Dr. ~odj tiber ,~uguftin', P. ~tibener tiber ,:!lie 
~ubenfrage'. :!lie ,8eitungen be£l ~reife.s bringen bie i~nen iioerfanbten 
au.sfti~rndjen Q3eridjte tiber bie morirage j)~ne jebe ~raung. @Soldje 
langere ober ftirilere Q3eridjterftaitung gerabe mit ben SJauptpunfien bet 
~orirage ne~men Die meiften ,8eitungen gerne aUf. ~udj ba£l ift cine 
IDliffion£laufgabe." ~. ~. 

Vittius Valens and the New Testament. Under this title, 
Mr. E. K. Simpson of Ipswich, England, in the Evangelioal Quarterly of 
October, 1930, shows in an interesting manner how even ancient books 
on astrology cast light on certain disputed words of the New Testament. 
Valens, who according to the author lived in the second century after 
Christ, wrote a comparatively unknown Greek astrological treatise bearing 
the title Vettii Valentis Anthologiarum Libri. Mr. Simpson raises the 
question, "vVhat affinity worth naming can subsist between the contents 
of Holy Writ and these vain dotings of a pagan soothsayer?" and thus 
answers this question in the closing words of his interesting article: "As 
an interpreter of stellar telegraphy we esteem his work rubbish; but, as 
Pliny the Elder has observed, 'No book is so bad that some profit cannot 
be made of it'; and the profit of Valens, as we have sought to show, COll­

sists in the cross-lights he reflects on the text of the Greek New Testa­
ment." We quote a few passages of special interest: -

"The much-debated compound {honysvawr;, 2 Tim. 3, 16, hardly met 
with elsewhere save in one passage of Plutarch's Morals (904), where it 
occurs as an epithet of dreams, greets us in an interesting passage of our 
author (IX, I), in which he echoes Horace's divinae partioula aurae by 
the assertion: saTl Tl {}StOY BY ~fttY {}sOnYSVaTOY 0TJfttovI!YTJfta, a fairly con­
clusive proof that, as Dr. Warfield has elaborately argued, the word bears 
a passive sense. Val ens also makes use of the word {}SorpOl!sLaf}w (II, 36) 
like Menander in his Theophorumene, to signalize some form of divine 
'inspiration,' or actuation. Cf. 2 Pet. I, 21." (Page 393.) 

"NVx{}nftEI!OY, 2 Cor. II, 25. This interesting formation was clearly 
requisitioned to denote a day of twenty-four hours in contrast with the 
abridged reckoning of 'the third day,' etc., common both to sacred and 
profane literature. It is found in a fragment of Plutarch (0),0/ YVX{}TJftil!fJ1, 

Mor., VII, 54; Teubner), descriptive of a voyage, and may pass for a nau­
tical term. Astronomers likewise needed such an expression. So Val ens 
(VIII, 6; IX, 4) has recourse to the equivalent ~ft8I!0YV"TtOY (VII)." 
(Page 395.) 

"Much nonsense has been written concerning the sheer inadmissibility 
of the old translation of Phil. 2,16: 'holding forth the Word of Life,' and 
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all manner of grotesque substitutes for it have been propounded, not­
withstanding the clear example of such a sense of briXElV, pointed out in 
Theoor., XIII, 46. The fact that Paul's figure here is an astronomical one 
seems to be generally ignored. Yet the noun CPW(J7:fjgsr; in the previous 
verse intimates luminaries not merely in the LXX and the papyri, but 
in Valens himself (II, 32); and he repeatedly makes use of the verb 
E:n:EXEtv (e. g., in LV, 21. 22; V, 11) to express the tidings which particu­
lar conjunctions of the stars tender or present to the sons of men. They 
may 'announce,' for instance, a year of drought. Surely this usage lends 
support to the traditional rendering. Another term around which con­
troversy has gathered, the e:n:L).Vatr; of 2 Pet. 1,2, bids fair to receive its 
quietus from Valens's unequivocal restriction of it (IV, 11; V, 9, etc.) to 
the sense of elucidation, interpretation (German, Aufloesung), after the 
model of its parent verb." (Page 396.) 

"The Ev:n:sgLaw-r:or; of Heb. 12, 1 is confessedly a hard nut to crack. 
Half a dozen renderings are conceivable; but we hold that the old version 
derives countenance from Valens's constant use of the noun :n:EeiaT:aatr; 

to express the conception of straits, 'embarrassments.' When Epictetus 
applies the epithet anEgLaw-r:o{; to Diogenes (Arr., IV; 1,159), Liddell and 
Scott translate the term 'solitary,' a description much more applicable 
to Timon. We venture to think that our adjective unenoumbered would 
be nearer the mark; for Diogenes's chief boast was that he was not ham­
pered by circumstances. In Hebrews Ev:n:EgLar:ar:or; manifestly carries, as it 
can do, an active sense." (Page 397.) T. L. 

Mission Activities of Mohammedans and Hindus. - In one of 
our exchanges Dr. Dennert is quoted to the: effect that Mohammedanism 
in India is very much alive and in recent years ha.s increased by nine 
million adherents. While there are six Christian journals in India, the 
Mohammedans have ninety. Proceeding from India, the MO'hammedans 
ha.ve founded more than two thousand mission societies in China. In 
Africa also the religion of Islam is on the increase. Cairo is its liter'(Lry 
center in North Africa. It. ha.s 474 daily papers at its disposal. Its Euro­
pean center is London, (Lnd it has mosques in a. numbe·r of cities. In Berlin, 
for instance, there a.re two. The other Asia.tic religions are not nearly as 
active in their attempts to gain adherents as is that O'f the Mohammedans. 
But Hinduism is making some efforts to increase its dominion; it has 
settlements in North America., and in San FranciscO' we find a Hindu 
temple. Buddhism is carrying on a strong propaganda in Europe. Its 
center in Ge.rmany is located at Frohnau, near Berlin. The Bible student, 
while filled with s(Ldness when he sees these (Lntichristi(Ln religions gaining 
ground, on the other hand is not surprised, for he will think of 2 Thess. 
2, 11: "And for this cause God shall send them strong delusion that the.y 
should believe (L lie." If men will not accept the truth, they are punished 
with error and heresy. A. 

<£nlbin nnb £nt~er. ?Sei ber Iet±jiiIjrigen "m:uguftanafeier ber m:rr~ 
gemeinen @:bAlu±Ij. S'i'onferena in m:ugi3burg" fag±e nadj bem ?Seridj± ber 
"m:. @:. 53. S'i'." ber franaiififdj~Iu±Ijerifdje P. 53. m:vVia iiber £utIjer unb @:albin: 
,,@:i3 barf nidj± bergeff en toerben, bat bie franaiifif dje ffieformation, hie in 
getoiffer Sjinfidj± in iIjren Urfvriingen bon ber IutIjerifdjen ffieformmion 
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unabljiingig ift [?], bodj bon ~nfang an in enger meaieljung au iljr ftanb. 
$Die erften ljugenottifdjen ID'liirt\Jrer tDurben al~ ,.2utljeraner' berurteHt unb 
berbrannt. $Der gro13e !Reformator ~retn!teidj~, ~ean Q:albin, ber bon 
@lenf au~ aUf unfer .2anb einen bebeutfamen geiftigen unb organifatori" 
fdjen ~infIu13 au~iibte, empfanb redjt ftad feine geiftige lBertDanbtfdjaft 
mit ID'lartin .2utljer unb tDar tDoljl bertraut mit ber ~ug~flUrgif djen ~on" 
fenlon. ,~dj ljabe fie', fo fdjrieb er im ~aljre 1557, ,fdjon lange freitDiIlig 
unb bon ganaem S)eraen unteraeidjnet, ba idj fie ebenfo tDie iljren lBer" 
faffer berftelje. '" Q:albin mein± ljier Die bon ID'lelandjtljon beriinberte Con­
fessio variata, in ber ID'leIandjtljon ben !Reformierten auIiebe bie beuiIidje 
lBertDerfung ber reformierten ~bfenaleljre ~Iie13. ~m iibrigen tDar Q:albin 
ein fo ljeftiger @legner ber Iutljerifdjen ~irdje, ba13 er fie bort au berbriingen 
fUdjte, tDo fie bereig .ba:~ @lebie± eingenommen ljatte. ~r tDurbe au einem 
fo entfdjiebenen ~einb ber lutljerifdjen ~rdje, tDeU iljm Die glaubeMbrii" 
berHdje @lemeinfdjetft betfagt tDurbe. ~. ~. 

5edJB :;tijefen flit ben ~fjlafl am ~illner 'l:lom. ~m ~olner $Dom 
tDar IeJJte~ ~a:gr bie folgenbe mefanntmadjung angefdjlagen: "~ubUiiu~,, 
alila13; mebingungen aur @letDinnung": ,,1. meidjte unb S)eHige ~om" 
munion (aur Dfteraeit geniigt nidjt). 2. $Drei ~irdjen miiffen je atDeimetI 
befudjt tDerben an e i n e m :itage ober an meljreren :itagen berteHt. (~iir 

bie ~ngeljorigen unferer ~farrei finb bie brei au befudjenben ~irdjen: 
SDom, 6t. ID'lartin, 6t. ~llian.) 3. llliiiljrenb be~ ~a:gre~ finb au13er ben 
gebotenen nodj 6tDei anbere ~aft" unb ~ftinenatage au ljarten. 4. $D~ 
borgefdjriebene ~lmofen fann man niebedegen in bem Dpferftod mit ~uf" 
fdjrift ,~ubHiium~almofen'. 5. $Der ~ubUiium~etbletf3 fann fo oft getDonnen 
tDerben, aI~ bie llliede berridjtet tDerben. ~r fann audj ben armen 6eeIen 
augetDanbt tDerben. 6. $Die meidjibiiter ljalien Die lBoIImadjt, Die lBerPfIidj" 
tungen aur @letDinnung be~ ~blaffe~ in anbere umautDanbeIn. [~adj±tag:] 
~u13er bem ~ubUiiu~alila13 getDiiljrt bet S)eHige lBater fUr jeben mefudj 
be~ ~IlerljeHigften einen ~la13 bon fieben ~aljren unb fieben Ouabragenen. 
SDa~ $DomfapiteL" ~. ~. 

~n ".81trlilf 0 3U 0 2utijer" o!Ruf eineB bentfdJen \l!aftotB. P. ~rnft 
S)errmann"~13Iingen ljat eine .2utljerau~gabe fUr ba~ lBoil unter bem :ititel 
"ID'lartin .2utljer~ ~u~getDiiljrte llliede" geplant. $Die ~~gabe foIl fedj~ 
?Biinbe umfaffen, tDobon ber erfte foeben erfdjienen ift. P. S)errmann ljat, 
to~ er plante, nidjt meljr fellift ljinau~fUljten fonnen. $Die ,,~.~ . .2.~." 
beridjtet: ,,~n langem 6iedjtum, ba~ iljn an b~ ~ranfenbett bannte, 
madjte er fidj nodj an Die ~tbeit, oljne fie ljinau~fUljren au fonnen. ~bet 
ein treffIidje~ @leIeit~tDort fdjrieb er nodj, ba~ bem erften manbe bor" 
gebrudi ift unb augleidj aeigt, a~ tDeldjem ftommen, fUt @loti unb feine 
~irdje brennenben @leifte b~ lllied ljerborgegangen ift." 

~l~ un~ ber erfte manb biefe~ .llliede~ au @lefidjt fam, bIieb l>a~ ~uge 
aUf biefem ,,@leIeH~tDort" ljaften. ~~ geljort aum :itreffenbften, tDa~ ittit 
liber ben einaigartigen llliert ber 6djriften .2utljer~ geIef en ljaben. P. ~mft 
.x>errmann bedi ben @lrunbfdjaben ber ~rommigfeit ber @legentDart auf. 
~r aeigt, ba13 biefe ~rommigfeit nidjt aum ~ r i e ben l>e~ @letDiffeM 
nnb audj nidjt aur @l e to i 13 :g e it in ber lllialjrljeit fUljren Iann, toeU fie 
fidj nidjt allein aUf ba~ objeftibe llliort @lotte~, fonbern leJJtHdj aUf bie 
eigene lBemunft gtiinbet unl> nidjt aUf @lotte~ ~rbarmen in Q:"ljrifto, fon" 
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bern en±fdjeibenb auf menfdjIidje£l @iigentniden oau±.@idjt oioIifdj~Iu±fjetifdj 
fag± s;:>errmann: ,,~n .2u±fjet.£l ~djule Iern± man bon f i dj biiIIig aofefjen 
unb aUf ba.£l fidj ftilten, roa£l auf) e t un£l ift." SDie l:Ytommen nadj 
mobernem IDCuf±et "fommen nie au£l bet inneten .2ilge fjerau.£l unb nie 
au feftem s;:>art flit .2eoen unb ~±etoen". SDatum etmafjn± S;:>ettmann: 
"Butilcr au .2utfjetl" unb fielj± in bet !Rilcrfefjt au .2u±fjet "eine ~ dji cb 
f a B f tag e flit unf ete ebangeIif dje @:fjtiftenfjei±". 

SDodj tnit Iaffen ben gtiif)eten ~eif be£l ,,@eIeigroott5" fjiet folgen: 
".2u±fjet ift unb oIeiot bet SDeu±fdjen ~tOpfje± unb bet @:fjtiftenfjeit gtiif)±et 
.2efjtet feit bet m:poftel ~agen, unb tnet feine ~o±fdjaft nidj± fenn± unb 
nidjt fjiid, oting± fidj um mefjt, aI£l et roeif). SDie Beiten, in benen Die 
Si'itdje .2u±fjet£l ~iimme nidjt mefjt au fidj teben rieB, finb nidjt ifjte oeften 
getnef en. ~ie beratm±e innetIidj. llCidjt oIof) betIot fie ben Buf ammen" 
ljang mit ifjter @efdjidjte unb aerfpH±tede fidj im ~agen nadj IDCenfdjen" 
flinblein, fonbern fie bergaf) audj bie fdjIidj±en @runbIinien nildj±ernen 
unb roafjrfjaftigen @:fjrif±en±um£l, roie .2u±fjer fie aeidjne±e, unb Iief) fidj ber~ 
filfjren au alletIei ~djtniirmerei. ~ie gerie± aUf£l neue in eine atnar feinete, 
aoer be£lfjalo um fo gefiifjrIidjere l:Yorm jener IDCenfdjengeredjiigfeit, bie 
.2u±fjer bodj in feinem Sl'ampf gegen piipftridje.£l unb miindjifdje£l ~efen 
iloertnunben fja±±e. 

,,~o muf) bie .2ofung flir unfere @egenroar± ernf±fjaft fjeiBen: Burilcf 
au .2utfjetl ~fjn f eTher milff en tnir tnieber Ief en unb iloerbenfen Iernen; 
nidjt aI£l 00 feine ~djtiften ba£l @ibangeIium feThft roiiren, aoer roeiI fie 
un£l roie nidjg fonft ba£l @ibangelium redj± berf±eljen Iefjren; nidjt aI.£l 00 
tnir un.£l ~at flir ~at anaueignen fjii±±en, aoer tneiI feit ber m:pof±er Beiten 
oi£l fjeu±e Feiner fo fdjIidj± unb flar au fagen tnuf)±e, roa£l e.£l fei um @:fjriftu.£l 
unb fein !Reidj, um @Iauoen, ~uf)e unb .2ieoe, um @efet unb @ibangeIium, 
um ~eruf unb gu±e ~ede, um Si'irdje unb ~ert. 

"Burilcr au .2u±fjer 1 SDa£l ift allen jenen iluilurufen, beren fromme.£l 
~udjen fie nie au ber ~forte be.£l l:Yrieben£l gefilfjd fjat. ~ie fudjen im 
IDCenfdjenleoen unb in ber eigenen ~eeIe, tna£l bodj nimmer bod au finben 
ift. @iie fudjen fidj fellift au etIiifen burdj ~±eigerung ber inneren Sh"ufte, 
burdj 2eiftung eine.£l oeftimm±en @efinnung£lroed.£l, bieITeidjt gar burdj 
eigene @iraeugung eine.£l djriftridjen ,@Iauoen.£l'; unb bamit fommen fie 
nie au.£l ber inneren .2ilge ljerau.£l unb nie au feftem s;:>art flir .2eoen unb 
~teroen. ~n .2u±fjer.£l ~djule Iernt man bon fidj biiIIig aofefjen unb aUf 
ba.£l fidj fhlten, roa£l auf)er un.£l ift. .2u±fjer fjeif)± un£l gtilnben nidj± aUf 
bie eigene j8ernunft, fonbern aUf @o±±e.£l ~or±, ba£l in ber s;:>eiIigen ~djrift 
un£l gegeoen ift; er roeif± un£l ftatt aUf£l eigene ~irfen unb Si'iinnen auf 
@o±±e£l @iroarmen in @:fjriftu£l, ba£l un.£l in biefem ~ode augefagt unb 
berfjeif)en ift; er aeigt un£l ba£l @efdjenf eine.£l Ieoenbigen unb fdjaffenben 
@Iauoen.£l, ber burdj jene£l ~ort in un£l entftefj± unb un£l reite± unb er" 
neuert. @erabe roeiI .2u±fjer feloft ein auf falfdjem ~ege ~udjenber ge~ 
tnefen roar, barum bermag er, nadjbem er fjaite finben bilrfen, anbern 
ein ~egroeifer au fein aur @etnif)fjeit unb aum l:Yrieben. Unb roeiI ber 
~eg audj ljeu±e nodj fein anberer geroorben iff, fo ift audj filr bie reIigiiife 
~efjnfudjt ber @egenroart fcine anbere @irflillung miigIidj, aI.5 .2u±fjer.£l 
~otfdjaft bon @:fjriftu£l fie oeaeugt. ... 

"Burilcr au .2u±ljer 1 SDiefe .2ofung tnirb unferer Si'irdje aI.5 ganaer 
bier au fagen fjalien. m:u£l bem IDCu±terooben ber !Reforma±ion iff eine 
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bieIgeftaltige unb mannigfaltige tyiiUe bon ~irdjengeoUben ~erborgegangen. 
SDenn ba 2ut~er unb bie @5einen bie tyrei~eit in (;£~riftus· berfiinDigten, 
maren fie jeber cruf3erHdjen '(z;in~eit aogeneigt; fie Hef3en mit tyreuben 
jebem 2anb unb jebem )EoIfstum freien maum, bas firdjHdje 2eoen ber 
eigenen ~rt entfpredjenb au geftalten. Um fo me~r Iegten fie aUen inadj~ 
brue!' aUf bie innere (z;in~eit bes @Iauoens; um i~retmiIIen maren fie 
oereit, fidj berfoIgen au Iaffen unb ben R:>o~n aUer berer aUf fidj au ne~~ 
men, bie jemeHs bem 3eitgeifte ~ulbigten. jillenn mir oei 2ut~er in Die 
@5djule ge~en, merben audj mir es mieber oeffer Ieruen muffen, bas ~uf3er~ 
Hdje mirUidj aIS ~uf3edidjes au ne~men unb aUes baranaufe~en, baf3 
mir im @Iauoen an (;£~riftus ber @5djrift ge~orfam bIeioen, bamit unfere 
@emeinfdjaft eine @emeinfdjaft im @eifte unb unfere (z;in~eit eine (Z;in" 
~eit in ber jilla~r~eit fei. SDaau aoer, um uns bon aUer bIof3en firdjHdjm 
@efdjiiftigfeit unb bon aUer ftoerfdjii~ung bei;; Organifatorifdjen 3uriicl'", 
aufu~ren au bem jillefentridjen, au (;£~riftus unb feinem jillort, baau ift: 
feiner oeffer geeignet aIS 2ut~er, beffen motfdjaft eoen jener notmenbige 
mUf aur mefinnung ift. 

,,(Z;s mirb eine @5djie!'faISfrage fUr unfere ebangeIifdje (;£~riften~eit fein, 
00 fie fidj's ~eute fdjenfen Iaffen l11iII, baf3 ber @eift mieber in i~r friiftig 
merbe, aus bem ~eraus fie bor bier ~a~r~unberten geooren murbe: inur 
aUf biefem jillege mirb ber 3erfpIitterung geme~rt merben, baf3 fie fidj auf 
i~re @efdjidjte oefinnt unb mirb, mas fie fein foU. IDlif3adjtet fie, mas ber 
R:>eiHge @eift ois~er in i~r gemirft ~at, bergif3t fie, unter meldjer ~arole 
fie fidj bom ~apfttum geloft unb gegen bas @5djmiirmertum aogegrenat 
~at, fo mag fie aufe~en, mas fUr ein @eift bann in i~r Ieoenbig ift unb 
meldjer 20fung fie bann foIgt. jilliII bie ~irdje fidj nidjt um bas (Z;ban~ 

geHum oetriigen Iaffen, fo mUf3 fie mieber ~eUe ~ugen oefommen, um bie 
entfdjeibenben SDinge au fe~en unb bie @eifter au ridjten. inirgenbs mirb 
fie eine beffere tyfr~rung in{l ®bangeIium ~inein finben aIS oei bem SDoftor 
ber R:>eutgen @5djrift llJtartin ,lJ,ut~er. IDlit einaigartigem inadjbrue!' ~at er 
immer 1l1ieber aUf bas eine, bas not tut, ~ingemiefen. SDesfjalo ift er ~eute 
aUfs neue ber gegeoene @5ammefpunft aUer berer, Die bem (;£~riftus ber 
R:>eHigen @5djrift ge~oren moUen. SDaau aoer, baf3 nidjt ungenu~t fiegen 
oleioe, mas uns in 2ut~er, bem jillerfaeuge @ottes, gefdjenft ift, unb baau, 
baf3 mir es uns mieber au eigen madjen, um @ott au e~ren, baau modjte 
audj biefe ~llsma~I bon 2ut~ers @5djriften mit~elfen. SDarf fie ba unb 
bort jemanb bie ~ugen offnen fur bie 5tiefe llnb R:>errHdjfeit bes refor~ 
matorifdj~oioHfdjen (Z;bangeHums, bann ~at fie i~ren 3mee!' erfurrt." 

SDer mearbeiter bes 5te~tes ber (;£almer 2ut~erausgaoe fUr baS )Eoff, 
jillolfgang IDle~ger, ge~t bon ber ~nna~me aus, baf3 bas beutfdje )Eon 
2ut~ers SDeutfdj nidjt me~r berfte~e. IDle~ger ~at fidj ba~er entfdjloffen, 
2llt~er "in gutes ~eutige{l SDeutfdj" au "iioerfe~en". (Z;r fagt (j8ormort XI): 
"jillir oe~anbeln alfo bas SDeutfdj 2utfjers mie jeben anbern frembfpradji~ 
gen 5te~t unb ,froerfe~en'." IDle~ger feIbft fommt bie @5adje oebenUidj bor. 
(Z;r fagt: "jillir fennen bie faft unbermeibHdje @efa~r, aIS foldje au er~ 
fdjeinen, Die 2utfjer fdjuImeifteru. jillir Ieiben fetoft unter bem )Eeduft 
an @5djon~eit unb ~raft, ben eine ftoerfe~ung an fo mandjer @5teUe oe~ 
beutet." ~udj bie ,,~. (Z;. 2. ~." iiuf3ert me~rete mebenfen: "SDie @5pradje 
[in ber "ftoerfe~ung" 2ut~ers] ift fo neuaeitridj gemorben, baf3 man 21lt~er 
oft nidjt me~t ~eraus~ott. SDas ift nidjt me~r bie @5pradje bes mefotma~ 
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tors, bie tiJie flirrenbe ~affen flingt ober toie bas Dtaufcljen einer ~ro~ 
lJfjetenljarfe, fo baf3, toenn irgenbtoo - unb es gefcljiefjt fjeute nicljt feIten -
ein 2utfjertoort aitiert toirb, bie lmenfcljen ftilIf±efjen unb fagen: @lo lonnte 
nur ein 2u±ljer flJrecljen, bas ift bie Shaft 2u±fjersJ @llJraclje unb ~nfjalt 
laffen ficlj bei ~rolJljeten niclj± ±tennen. ®s ift i:i:ljnIiclj toie bei ber ~ibeI: 
lman fann ifjren @linn, auclj iljre @li:i:l,?e, mobern toiebergeben, aber ber 
einfaclje lmann fag±: S\)as ift nicljt bas ~ibeItoort. . .. ®in ,uberfel,?ter' 
,2u±fjer fjat niclj± meljr bie Shaft 2u±fjers. Ob ba bie lmenfcljen noclj ftilI~ 

ftefjen, ob fie ficlj bafur in±ereHieren toerben? Ob fie einen ;ite6t toei±er~ 
lefen lllerben, bem bie Shaft ber OriginaIiti:i:t, bie unbergleicljHclje lmeIobie 
ber @llJraclje 2u±fjers, genommen if±? einen ;ite6i, ber im Original iYunfen 
flJrulj±, aber in ber ftberfel,?ung oft langllleiIig if±? S\)as ift unfere iYrage, 
unfere @lorge. lman fjat fcljmeraIiclje ®rfafjrungen mit mancljem Sl!ircljen~ 
Heb gemacljt, bas man ,berbeffern' toolIte; cocnfo mit @)ebet~ unb Sl!ircljen~ 

bilcljern ber m:r±en. Eiegt barin nicljt eine 2eljre? lman lllm 2u±fjer toieber 
3um Gi:fjrif±enboIf reben laffen; aber einen 2u±ljer ofjne bie 2u±ljerflJraclje? 
~ir gefjen fo toeit, au beljaulJ±en: ®in gana einfacljes ~ort 2u±fjer~ in ber 
2u±ljerflJraclje fcljli:i:g± ein; unb bebeutenbe ~or±e 2u±ljers oljne feine @llJraclje 
iDerben uberfjiirt." 

~ir fragen: ~f± es lllidIiclj toafjr, baf3 unferm Gi:fjriftenboIf 2u±fjers 
'1leu±fclj niclj± meljr berf±i:i:nbIiclj iff, lllie ~olfgang lmel,?ger beljaulJ±et? ~ir 
macljen bie gegen±eiIige ®rfafjrung. s\)ie lmiffouriflJnobe fja± beinalje, fo~ 

lange fie beftefj±, ,,2u±fjers llMfsbibIio±fjef", "Eu mul,? unb iYrommen bes 
lu±fjerifcljen (lljrif±enboIfs ausgetoi:i:ljr±e bolIf±i:i:nbige @lcljriften D. lmartin 
2utljers u n b e r i:i: n b e r ± unb mit ben niitigen erIi:i:uternben ~emerfungen 
abgebrucft", in breif3ig ~i:i:nben. Unfere @)Iaubensbrilber in ber iYreHirclje 
bon @lacljfen u. a. @l±. fjaben lllofjl an bie ljunber± ,,2utljerljefte" mit furaen 
~emedungen, aber ebenfalls mit hem u n b e r i:i: n her ± e n 2utljerte6±' 
Unb fotJJoljf tJJ i r in unferer ".\3utljers 18oUsbibHo±fjd" lllie fie in iljren 
,,2utljerljeften" tJJerben bon unferm Iu±fjerifcljen Gi:fjriftenboIf berf±anben. 
S\)as llliffen lllir au~ ®rfaljrung. iY. lIS. 
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His Very Own. Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians. By Norman B. Harri­
son, D. D., Pastor, Bible Teacher, and Evangelist. The Bible Insti­
tute Colportage Association, Chicago, Ill. 176 pages, 5X7%. Price, 
$1.00. 

We are dealing here, not with a detailed exegetical exposition, but 
with a series of lessons presenting the outstanding thoughts of this re­
markable letter. The following are the topics treated: What We May 
Expect to Find in Ephesians; The Most Wonderful Story Ever Told; The 
Most 'Wonderful Body Ever Formed; The Most Wonderful Building Ever 
Built; The Most Wonderful Walk Ever Undertaken; The Most Wonderful 
Bride Ever Wooed and Won; The Most Wonderful Warfare Ever Waged; 
The Church of Christ: His Very Own. - It is a matter of rejoicing that 
books of this type still appear on the American market; for though 




