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Theological Observer. — Kird)lid)-Beitgejdhichtliches.

I. Amerika.

% Was ift (utherifdhed BVewnuftiein? lnter diefer itberfdrift drudt die

HRirdl. Beit{drift” (November 1932) ein Synobdalreferat bon P. J. Leh=
mann ab, in dem biel geitgemdf Widhtiged zum Ausdrud fommt. Wa3 der
Sdjreiber unter ,lutherijdjem Beivuptfein” berftelt, gelhit aus diefem Sab
Pervor: ,Demnad) twollen ivir jagen, daf wir unter [utherifdem Betukt-
jein Die tiefgegriindete itbergeugung ded Qutheraners verjtehen, gemap fwelcher
er in feiner Rirche die Rirche JCfu und jeiner Wpojtel {ieht und in Wort
und Wert alles unterlapt, wasd diefer Erfenninid entgegen ijt, dbagegen alles
erftrebt, wag fie aud) duperlid) zur Darftellung bringt.” Den Gegenjtand
Deleudjtet Der NReferent dann foveiter in den folgenden Thefen: ,Solde3
Bemuptiein ift nidht ein erblided Gut, fondern eine Frudyt treuefter Cr-
giehung und gemiflenhafter Forfdung in der Sdrift, in den Vefenninifjen
ber Rirche und ihrer Gejdjichte. Erleichtert fwird die Crlangung lutherijden
Betuptieind gu Jeiten, da die lutherifhe RKirdje in Vliite ftelhit. Wie da3
sola gratia im Brennpunit der lutherifdhen Lefhre und des lutherijen Lebens
fteht, o ift e3 auc) das ftete Regulativ (utherijhen Bewufstieind und be-
fwahrt e3 jowofhl bor falfdjer Engherzigleit ald aud) vor uferlofer Weit-
Derzigleit. Dedivegen it ed mit dem [(utherifen Bewupifein unvereinbar,
eine Union zu {Qaffen, die nidht auf dem Grund der Wahrheit rufht. Nur
Manner mit ausdgepragtem (utherifem Bemwuptiein fonnen bdie lutherijde
Rirdje bauen. ©Solde Manner lakt unsd twerden, um folde Manner lakt
ung bitten.”

Man foird nidht allen zum Ausdrud gebradjten Gebdanfen desd Refe-
renten guftimmen fonnen; aber in allem, wasd er fagt, zeigt fid) dod) ein
tiefer Grnft, der einen bei der YHeutzutage gefwohnlichen theologifhen Flad-
Heit Guierft angenehm berithrt. Rirdlicge BVereinigungen realifieren fidh,
entiveder wenn man fid) unten im Sumpfe tiefiter Gleidgiiltigfeit zujam-
mentrifft oder fwenn man fih gur BergesipiBe wirflider Glaubenseinigleit
emporarbeitet. Wir freuen ung itber jeden Yusfprud), der dad lebtere be-
fitrioortet, und itieren aud diefem Grunde fier ausd dem genannten Re=
ferat. Cinige Sdge feten nod) Heraudgegriffen: ,So viel mup YHier gefagt
fwerden, daf Die RKirdje fidher dbann blitht, fwenn dad Wort Gottesd lauter
und rein gelehrt fird und wir aud) Yeilig ald die Rinber Gotted danad
leben.” ,Wenn immer die Cniwidlung der Dinge, die fid) in der Refor-
mation burdjfepten, eine Ridtung einjdlug, die nad) allem menjhlichen
Crmeffen berfehrt jdien, fo flitchtete er [Quiher] fidh) ing Wort und priifte
fich und fein Wert daran. . . . So ging er durd) alle Widerfpriidhe Hindurd
aufredgt und jicher; {o fwurde er betwahrt vor fali@er Engherzigleit vie bor
uferlofer Weitherzigleit.” ,Wir miiffen aber lieben und nidht liebdugeln.
Rieben ift gbttlich und ift Plidht; lebdugeln ift auf menjlichem Boben
getvacdhfen und it der erfte Sdritt zum geiftligen Ehebrud).” ,Tief im
Tutherifden Bewufptiein ruht dad Sehnen nad) einer einigen Kirde. Einerlet
Wort und RKelre, einerlet Pragid der Lehrer, einerlei Lobgefjang fet unter
und.”  ,Soll id) nun, weil der BVaptift oder Methodift es nidt tut, e3 ihm
nadmadjen, anjtatt denen zu folgen, die, fweil bon meiner Kirdje, mir Vor-
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bild fein follten? Meinen wir denn wirklih im Crnite, fvir gefvinnen den
Anderdglaubigen filr uns, wenn wir {eine Weife annelhmen? Will er nidht
zu und fommen um der reinen Rehre fvillen, dann braudit er gar nidt zu
fommen. Wil er fommen, fveil er bei un3 die Walhrheit findet, Jo nimmt
er fie aud) gerne an in dbem Geiwand, in fweldem fie ihm bei unsd geboten
foird.” 3. T M.

Quadrennial Meeting of the Federal Council of Churches.. -
From December 6 to 9, 1932, Indianapolis, Indiana, was the host of the
Federal Council of Churches, assembled in its regular quadrennial meeting.
From the reports of the meeting we learn that henceforth the Council
is to meet every two years instead of every four. At the same time the
representation of the churches on this Council is reduced, each cooperating
denomination henceforth being entitled to three members, with an addi-
tional member for every one hundred thousand of its communicants. The
executive committee is to meet monthly. On this committee each denomina-
tion may be represented by two members, with an additional member for
every 500,000 of its communicants after the first 500,000. Decision
on the motion to empower the Council “to administer for any of the con-
stituent bodies such activities as they may commit to it and as the Council
may accept,” was postponed till the next meeting. What is uppermost in
the minds of the promoters of this unionistic agency of American Prot-
estantism is shown by the recommendations presented by a special com-
mittee dealing with social ideals and seeking to introduce or reflect “a new
age of faith.” In reading these recommendations, one is wondering whether
one has before himself a report of a Congressional committee or actually
that of an ecclesiastical commission.

“l. Practical application of the Christian principle of social well-being
to the acquisition and use of wealth; subordination of the profit motive to
the creative and cooperative spirit.

“2. Social planning and control in the economic process for the com-
mon good.

“3. The right of all to the opportunity for self-maintenance; a wider
and fairer distribution of wealth; a living wage as a minimum and,
above this, a just share for the worker in the product of industry.

“4, Safeguarding of all workers against harmful conditions of labor
and occupational injury and disease.

“5. Social insurance against sickness, accident, want in old age, and
unemployment.

“6. Reduction of hours of labor as the general productivity of industry
increases; release from employment at least one day in seven, with
a shorter working week in prospect.

“7. Such special regulation of the conditions of work of women as
shall safeguard their welfare and that of the family and community.

“8. The right of employees and employers alike to organize for collec-
tive bargaining and social action; protection of both in the exercise of
this right; the obligation of both to work for the publie good.

“9. Abolition of child labor; adequate provision for the protection,
education, spiritual nurture, and wholesome recreation of every child.

“10. Protection of the family by the single standard of purity, educa-
tional preparation for marriage, home-making, and parenthood.
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“11. Economic and social justice for the farm-family preservation
of the distinctive values of rural life.

“12. Protection of the individual and society from the social, economic,
and moral waste of any traffic in intoxicants and habit-forming drugs.

“13. Application of the Christian principle of redemption to the freat-
ment of offenders; reform of penal and correctional methods and institu-
tions and of criminal-court procedure.

“14. Justice, opportunity, and equal rights for all; mutual good will
and cooperation among racial, economic, and religious groups.

“15. Repudiation of war, drastic reduction of armaments, participa-
tion in international agencies for the peaceable settlement of all con
troversies; the building of a cooperative world order.

“16. Recognition and maintenance of the rights and responsibilities
of free speech, free assembly, and a free press; the encouragement of free
communication of mind with mind, as essential to the discovery of truth.”

This, then, is the program which the Federal Council of Churches
thinks it and its constituent churches must work for. Do these people
realize to what extent they are neglecting the proper function of the
Church, the preaching of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, and are invading the
sphere of the State? The question is not whether the recommendations
possess merit, but whether it is the function of the Church to solve social
and economic problems. The report says thal voices were heard at the
meeting dwelling on “the basic necessity of personal religion and Chris-
tian faith.”” If the Council had confined itself to this subject and resolved
to study it in the light of God’s Word, perhaps the cause of the true Gospel
would have been somewhat advanced. The president of the Council for
the next two years is Dr.Albert W.Beaven of the Colgate-Rochester
Divinity School, and Dr.L. 8. Mudge, Stated Clerk of the Presbyterian
General Assembly, as vice-president. A.

Will a Division Result in the Camp of the Federal Counecil? —
A writer in the Christian Century who dwells on the Indianapolis meeting
of the Federal Council of Churches held at the end of last year, has this
to say about a deep chasm which became apparent in the Council meetings
dividing those present into two groups: —

“There were evident two types of Christianity. The shadow of the
laymen’s missionary report hovered in the background — not the adminis-
trative factors involved in that report, but the theological. There were
two conceptions of the nature of Christianity in Indianapolis. Is Chris-
tianity an absolute faith, or is it a relative religion? Is Christianity a quest,
with other religious quests, for the nature of God, or does it know through
irrational [sic?] faith the reality of God in Jesus Christ? Is the king-
dom eschatologieal, having relative effects, or is it the cultural and educa-
tional humanism of a Jesus-ideology? The wonder is that Dr. Speer’s
statement about Christianity being a faith and not a religion did not ecall
forth more comment. Perhaps it was because the liberals did not under-
stand or, understanding, simply ignored it as one does a meaningless
anachronism. But here is the rub, and the probable cause of a split in
Protestantism itself. That crisis cannot be long ignored. My primary
proposition still holds here, namely, that there is no hope at all for
a revival within Protestant Christianity until the question of the nature
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of Christianity is settled! It will come, and perhaps in spite of our
vaunted intelligence.”

The same writer on another page of the Christian Century refers to
Dr. Keller’s visit at Butler University in Indianapolis and the latter’s
lecture on “The Influence of Carl Barth’s Theology upon European
Churches.” Dr. Keller on that occasion said that the American theological
scene ‘“needs a controversy about the vital nature of Christianity,” The
correspondent continues: “I agree. But when will we be ready to start?
But to start such a venture, there must be a sense of extremity and im-
potence as regards our present theology. That time is coming — perhaps
has arrived, and many do not know it.” O saencte simplicitas! A,

The Divisiveness of Indifference in Doctrine. —One of the chief
arguments brought against those who insist on faithful adherence to Serip-
ture teachings and who oppose the present vogue of unionism and syn-
cretism in religion is that they create divisions and are causing trouble
wherever they proclaim their message. The divided state of Protestantism
is usually ascribed to their activity. When one hears these critics speak,
one receives the impression that everything would be lovely in the camp
of the Christians if it were not for these little minds who in their narrow-
ness tenaciously hold to their “ancestral” teachings. That these eritics
would be rudely disillusioned if Protestantism ever assumed the form
which they are working for is plain from this little section of an editorial
in the Living Church. Discussing the recent resignation of Dr. Dieffen-
bach as editor of the Christian Register, which is a Unitarian paper and as
such represents what is usually considered the height of liberalism and in-
difference in all questions of doctrine, the editor of the Living Church says:
“Unitarianism, like much of Protestantism, is torn between the ‘new
humanism’ and the remnants of theism with the Holy Trinity left out.
Dr. Dieffenbach’s dismissal is at once an interesting commentary on the
split between the two elements in his denomination and an example of
the impossibility of trying to combine independent journalism with of-
ficial control, no matter how ‘free’ the character of the board that exercises
that control.” In the sentence preceding the ones quoted the editor throws
still more light on the situation, saying: “Dr. Dieffenbach had the mis-
fortune to disagree with his supposedly liberal board in what is generally
considered one of the freest of free churches, with the unfortunate result
that his editorial services are no longer required.” Let the critics please
take notice. A. ‘,

Another Holy Year of the Pope. —In the midst of an unfavorable
economic situation the Pope has declared the year beginning mext April
and extending to April, 1934, a holy year with special blessings if certain
regulations are observed. It will be noticed that this is the third holy year
since 1924. The year 1925 was made a holy year by the Pope because it
marked the end of the first quarter of the twentieth century. Next, 1929
was put into the category of holy years, because in it was observed the
fiftieth anniversary of the ordination of Pope Pius XI. 1933 is given
this extra burden because it marks the completion of nineteen centuries
since the crucifixion of our Lord, according to some Roman Catholie
scholars. When holy years were begun by Pope Boniface VIII in 1300,
it was planned to let such years always lie a century apart, giving a suf-
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fering world a chance to catch ifs breath. But soon a Pope, Clement VI,
decided that the interval was too long and that holy years should come
always at the expiration of half a century. Since Christ was crucified at
the age of thirty-three years, Urban VI in 1378 decided that the interval
between holy years should not be longer than thirty-three years. However,
in spite of his infallibility, one of his successors, Nicholas V, again made
the interval last fifty years. There was something wrong with this decree,
for not many years afterwards Paul II issued an order to the effect that
every twenty-five years should be a jubilee, or holy, year. Strange to say,
this order has not been improved on by his successors, generally speaking;
but as we see from the present instance, it was found impolitic to confine
holy years to those points of the calender which mark the end of a quarter
of a century. In his announcement the Pope speaks of special indulgences
and benefits to accrue to the faithful omes during this year, especially if
they go to Rome. The old errors, which draw the attention of the people
away from Christ, the only Savior, are here reiterated, the pronouncement
manifesting that Rome remains the arch-enemy of the Gospel of justifica-
tion by grace through faith. A,

A New Book on Mrs. Eddy. — In a review of a work which recently
appeared, Mary Baker-Eddy, the Truth and the Tradition, by Ernest
Southerland Bates and John B. Dittemore, the review editor of the Chris-
tian Century, W. E. Garrison, in a very interesting manner speaks of the
scope and the fate of former biographies of Mrs. Eddy. Some of his re-
marks are important enough to be reproduced here. He writes: “It is
worth while to refresh our memories regarding the most important of the
Lives of Mrs. Eddy. Georgine Milmine’s, first published serially in
McClure’s Magazine, beginning December, 1906, wrote into the record much
evidence of Mrs. Eddy’s indebtedness to Dr.Quimby and other data which
were deemed to reflect unfavorably on her personality. This was promptly
answered by the Sibyl Wilbur Life, which is still the biography officially
approved by the ‘Church”’ The Milmine biography, when published as
a book in 1909, was bought up and suppressed, and the plates were de-
stroyed by arrangement with the publisher. About that time Lyman
Powell wrote his first Life of Mrs. Eddy, agreeing on the whole with Miss
Milmine, many of whose damaging statements, he said, he had checked
by the sources and of whose general accuracy he was convinced. It was
no time for an insider with a conscience about the facts of history to write
or publish. Dittemore went on quietly collecting material and putting it
away. Adam Dickey, Mrs. Eddy’s secretary for a considerable time, wrote,
published, and distributed to his former students a story of her last years;
but since this failed to testify, as its author had been instructed to do,
that she had been “mentally murdered,” the copies were called in, and
almost the entire edition was destroyed. Dakin’s Life (1928) dealt freely
and critically with the available materials —now including the Quimby
manuscripts and Dickey’s memoirs. It did not attack Christian Science,
every part of which might still be true even though everything that he
said about Mrs. Eddy was true; but it pictured her as a rather pitiable
and sometimes as rather a ridiculous character. The attempted boycott
upon Scribner’s for publishing it had no success. The rejoinder came
promptly in the form of the “full-length portrait” by Lyman Powell, done
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with the cooperation of the church authorities and with evident anxiety to
please them. As a reply to Dakin, it suffered from the defect of not being
able to challenge him upon any important statement or to present any
credible, unbiased evidence in support of its own positions on controverted
points. Its historical value is simply that of a picture showing how
Mrs. Eddy wished herself to be regarded. And now Mr. Dittemore, assisted
by Mr. Bates, presents the evidence which he had accumulated.” The
conclusions which this new biography arrives at are given thus by the
reviewer: “that the substance of Science and Health in so far as it presents
a system of healing is practically all Quimby; that Mrs. Eddy persistently
sought to conceal her indebtedness to Quimby and to represent him as
merely a practitioner of beneficent mesmerism and herself as the discoverer
of a new and divine science; that she falsely claimed to have written into
Quimby’s manuscripts those passages which can be cited to disprove his
[her?] originality; that she was inordinately jealous of the success of her
own followers and ruthless in sacrificing those who stood in her way; that
her last years were clouded by a fantastic fear of ‘malicious animal
magnetism’; that her power lay not in her discovery of anything, but in
her magnificent ability to organize and promote a movement.” Mr. Gar-
rison thinks that it can fairly be said these things have been proved.
When he holds that “the truth of Christian Science does not stand or fall
with one’s estimate of the character of Mrs. Eddy,” we cannot agree.
Christian Science rests largely on the claims which she made concerning
herself. If these claims are proved false, the whole building has to
collapse. A.

Dr. Voigt, Deceased. — Following an emergency operation Dr.An-
drew George Voigt, dean of the Southern Lutheran Theological Seminary,
located at Columbia, South Carolina, died on January 2, having reached
the age of seventy-four. He served the ingtitution at Columbia from 1903
to the time of his death. His special field was dogmatics. Among his
widely disseminated books are Why We Are Lutherans, Biblical Dog-
matics, and the section on Ephesians in the Lutheran Commentary. In
his theology he seems to have occupied a mediating position between the
extremely liberal wing of the U.L.C. with its strong tendency toward
Modernism and the strong group which endeavors to uphold the prin-
ciples so ably defended by the sainted Dr.XKrauth. A,

Die Widtigfeit griindlidier {Heologifder Ansbildbung, Died IThema
bilbete ben Gegenftand, woritber D. §. Grefham Maden im uni v, F. vor
ber Bible League of Great Britain vebete. €t teilte ben Stoff fo ein: “The
Importance of Christian Scholarship for Evangelism”; “The Importance
of Christian Scholarship for the Defense of the Faith”; “The Importance
of Christian Scholarship for the Building Up of the Church”. Ulle dret
Reden beiveifen, ie man aud) in nidtlutherijden Kreifen die Notwenbdig-
Teit einer gebiegemen Bildbung zur Uusitbung ded drijtliden Pfarr- und
Miffionsdienites empfindet. Christianity To-day gibt den Jnbalt der erjten
Anjpradie {o twieder:

“On the first subject Dr. Machen said that in these days modern
pedagogy claimed to be emancipated from anything so irksome as earnest
work in regard to the acquisition of knowledge. Surely the primary busi-



294 Theological Observer. — Rivdylid)-Zeitgejchichtliches,

ness of the teacher is to acquaint himself with the subject he proposes to
teach. Yet it is conceived to-day that education consists primarily in the
training of the faculties of the child and that the basic work of the teacher
is not to teach, but to enable the child to learn. Self-expression is to take
the place of drudgery and hard work. All this has resulted in a bound-
less superficiality. ‘When shall we have that revival of learning that we
80 much need? When that revival comes, it will sweep away the present
emphasis upon methodology as opposed to content. Then we shall see
teachers on fire with the subject which they are called to teach.

“Turning to religious teaching, the speaker observed that in that
connection it had come to be regarded as the business of the teacher not
to impart a knowledge of a fixed body of truth revealed by God, but to
train and to draw out the religious faculty in the child. ‘The Bible pre-
sents a body of truth which God has revealed. Our supreme function as
preachers, teachers, or parents is to acquire and to impart a knowledge of
that body of truth. The preacher should know above all that which he is
endeavoring to preach. Christian scholarship is necessary to evangelism.
Men to-day are, as ever, seeking to save themselves; but it is all in vain,
Peace with God can be obtained only in the old, old way, by accepting
that living Savior who once for all wrought salvation. In the written
Word are the words of life. There God speaks. It is for us to study it
with all our minds, to cherish it with all our hearts, and then to try very
humbly to bring those words of life to the unsaved that they, too, may
enter into life.”

Den Jnbalt der lebten Rebe gibt bad Vlatt in ben folgenden Worten
toieber:

“Speaking on his third theme, Dr. Machen observed that at that
point, as at the other two with which he had dealt that day, they had
the New Testament on their side. In the Acts of the Apostles they were
told that the Apostolic Church continued steadfastly not only in fellow-
ship and in the breaking of bread and in prayer, but also in the apostles’
teaching. There was no encouragement whatever in the New Testament
for the notion that, when a man had been converted and his name had
been written on the church books, all had been done for him that needed
to be done. Let them read the epistles of Paul in particular from that
point of view. He was the greatest of evangelists and gloried in preaching
the Gospel in places where it had never previously been heard, and yet his
epistles were full of edification of those who had already been won. The
whole New Testament clearly discouraged the exclusive nourishment of
Christians with milk instead of with solid food. In the modern Church
that important work of building up had been sadly meglected, neglected
even by those who believed that the Bible was the Word of God. Often
doctrinal preaching had been pushed from the primary place, where it be-
longed, into a secondary place. Exhortation had taken the place of sys-
tematic instruction, and the people had not been built up. Was it any
wonder that a Church thus nurtured was carried away with every wind
of doctrine and was powerless in the presence of unbelief? A return to
solid instruction in the pulpit, at the desk of the Sunday-school teacher,
and, most important of all, in the Christian home was one of the primary
needs of the present hour. He did not mean that a sermon should be
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a lecture; he did not mean that a preacher should address his congrega-
tion as a teacher addressed his class. One thing that impressed him about
preaching to-day as he had listened to it or heard of it was the meglect
of true edification, even by evangelical preachers. What the preacher said
was often good, and by it genuine Christian emotion was aroused, but
a man could sit under that preaching for a year or ten years, and at the
end of it he would be just about where he was at the beginning. Such
a lamentably small part of Christian truth was used. The congregation
was never made acquainted with the wonderful variety and richness of what
the Bible contains.”

Waz Madjen Yier fagte, diirfte aud) fiir und von Widhtigleit fein.
Unter “Christian scholarship” perftelit er btorfviegend griindlidge Kenntnis
bes RQebrinhaltd der Sdrift, die der Prediger durd) eifiges Stubium auf
Grund der urfpriingliden Spradjen der Bibel getvinnt. “Christian scholar-
ship” Beifst nidht, bak man alled mbglide jtudiert, was die Welt Heutzutage
treibt; aber e3 Yeifst, baf man griindlid) weil}, wa3 Gottesd Wort lehrt.
Nidht multa, jondern multum! Dazu gehirt forigefebied eregetifes Stu-
dium Der Sdrift auf Grund ber Urfpraden, das fleifige Studium der
Sdriften unferer grofen RLehrer, vor allem Dder ,Ehrifiliden Dogmatif”
D. PBiepers, der ,Paftoraltheologie” D. Walthers, unferer [utherijden Be-
fenntnigfdriften ufto. “Christian scholarship” in biefemn Sinme tut aud
un3d fehr not. T

The Moral Advantage over Modernist Adversaries. — Chris-
tianity To-day (November, 1932) quotes H. L. Menken as writing in a cur-
rent issue of the American Mercury: “Thinking of the theological doctrine
called Fundamentalism, one is apt to think at once of the Rev. Aimee
Semple McPherson [and others]. It is almost as if one thought of Lydia
Pinkham or Dr. Munyon in thinking of physicians. Such clowns are high
in human interest; but one must always remember that they do not fairly
represent the body of ideas they presume to voice and that those ideas
have much better spokesmen. I point, for example, to J. Gresham Machen,
D.D., LL. D., Professor of New Testament in Westminister Theological
Seminary in Philadelphia. He is a man of dignity and great learning, the
author of valuable books, and a member of numerous societies of savants.
I confess frankly that I can find no defect in his defense of his position.
Is Christianity actually a revealed religion as the Bible declares? If not,
then it is nothing. Dr. Machen answers questions very simply and very
convineingly. Given his faith, his position is completely impregnable.
There is absolutely no flaw in the argument with which he supports it.
His moral advantage over Modernist adversaries, like his logical advantage,
is immense and obvious.” This is about as honest a statement about
Fundamentalism as one can expect from a man who himself is a professed
agnostic. But it is more. His frank admission, “Is Christianity actually
a revealed religion as the Bible declares? If not, then it is nothing,” is
a challenge to every Modernist either to accept the Christian religion as
it is taught in Holy Seripture or to quit using the name “Christian” and
covering their pagan views by that name. The moral advantage of all be-
lieving Christians is that the Bible is on their side and that no amount of
word-twisting can make it teach what Modernists would have it teach.
Modernism is neither morally nor logically right. J.T. M.

15
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A Roman Catholic Modernist Dies. — One of our exchanges informs
us that not long ago Father Laberthonniere died, who was one of the
prominent Modernists in the French Roman Catholic Church. When the
struggle of the Modernists with the authorities of the Church was at its
height, he championed the views of the former. As a result he was found
guilty of wrong teaching, and as a penalty he was forbidden to issue any
further works. Some time ago, we are told, it was rumored that in spite
of the prohibition of the authorities he would again appear before the
public with a book. Probably this work will appear posthumously. Our
informant tells us that Laberthonniére belonged to the congregation of
the Oratoire, which stands for an educational system opposing the un-
bending discipline of the Jesuits and defending individual expression.
“His religious thought moved along the lines of the Augustinian tradition.
His great struggle was against the intellectualism of Neo-Thomist ortho-
doxy, which he regarded as a child of Greek philosophy rather than of
Christian conviction.” A,

Alfred Noyes on the Present Religious Outlook.— One of our
exchanges quotes what the well-known English poet Alfred Noyes is pur-
ported to have told an interviewer when he arrived in America. While
he was optimistic touching the economic troubles which are besetting the
nations, he took a gloomy view of the spiritual side of affairs. Among
other things he said: “There isn’t any religion any more; there isn’t any
common belief in anything; and when the test comes, how can a civiliza-
tion conquer anything when it does not believe in anything? Marriage is
going, the home is almost gone. The idea in the increasing hordes of books
seems to be a refutation of every uplifting principle that has come to
civilization during its history and reversion to the animal.,” Will anybody
say that the diagnosis is too pessimistic? A.

I1. Auslond.

Gin Weltdriftentinm auf unioniftijhem Fundament, Cin feiner U=
tifel von Pfarrer O. Ger, den die , Freifivhe” abdruct, follte der Widhtig-
feit jeined Jnbaltd fvegen aud) Hier verdifentlidht twerden. Der geehrie Ver-
faffer {chreibt:

~Die internationale Einigung aller Kirden ohne Ritdfidht auf Glauben
und Lefre ird von den bdeutfgen evangelijfen Volfslirden mit Hodfter
Sraftanfpannung und allem Cifer weiter getrieben. IMan fann {agen, daf
biefe Yrbeit feit Dem Ende bes Weltfrieged die groffte und Dbegeidhnendite
Leiftung ber BVolfsfirdjen ift. Jn Herrnhut fand firglidy die Tagung ded
Suternationalen Miffiondrates, dber Vertretung aller Heidenmiiffionsgefell-
jdaften ber deutfden Volfsfirden ivie der meiften englifd-amerifanifen
und andern Rirden und Seften, ftatt. Die Reitung Hatte der befannte
amertfanife Weltpolitifer D. John Mott. Sdon bas fenngeidnet den
fveltpolitijdjen Bived bdiefer Konferens in gang beftimutter Weife. Ein ivei-
terer Hauptzived dber Ronferenz beftand in ber Buriiddbringung und Yus-
jdaltung aller fHrdligen Unterfdiede. Dabei fvird fo verfahren, daf man
allen Rirdjen exlaubt, ihre Glaubenslefren und {tbergeugungen audzujpreden,
bap man e3 ihnen aber verwelrt, aud den {id) ergebenden lnterfdhieden und
®egenjaen in @lauben und Lehre irgendivelde Folgerungen im Leben und
in der Tat zu giehen. Die eine Rirde mag Hied, die anbdere da3 Entigegen-
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gefebte glauben und lefren; die eine mag die Sdriftivafrheil Hefenmen, bie
andere mag fie Defvuft offen Yeugnen — da3 Hindert nidht die volle Cinig-
feit in der Riebel Yuf bdiefe Cinigleit ift man fehr jtolz; fie feftzubalien
und audzubauen, ift der Haupizwed der ganzen Weltfonferengen. Regt {idh
einmal die Wahrheit jo ftart, da die ,Gefahr’ befteht, burd) fie fonnten dodh
die Bertreter bon Wabhrheit und Univabhrheit voneinander gejdieden iver-
Den, fo ift auf diefen Konferengen gleich) jemand da, der mit {efir frommen
Worten gum gemeinfamen ebet auffordert, und mit foldem Gebet iwird
pann bie Walrheit erftidt, und die Einigleit ift tvieder einmal gerettet.
Auch auf der Herrnhuter Tagung iwar diefer Migbraud) ded Gebetd tvieder
au finden. &3 ift Har, bafy auf diefe Weife alles, was Wahrheit Heikt, ja
fvad aud) nur ibergeugung Heift, vollig gugrunde gerichiet wird. Daburd
foicfen diefe Hrdliden Weltfonferengen aud) im Hodhiten Mahe entfittlichend.
»Bezeidnend fiir bie Heutige Heibenmifjion der deutfdhen BVolfsfircdhen
ift e8 aud), dap bem Beridht, ben Miffionsdireftor Knaf von der Herrnfuter
Tagung im ,Ebangelijden Deutihland’, dem Blatt Hed Deutfden Epan-
gelifden Rirdjenbundes, gibt, ald Reittvort ausdgeredinet, ein Wort von
Prof. Harnad borangefiellt wird. Und e3 paft in der Tat fehr qut dagu.
©3 hat eine Beit gegeben, wo bdie deutiden Heidbenmifjiondgefelljhaften fich
jo ieit von der liberalen Theologie Harnadsd unterfdjieden, daf ein Wort
Harnads, der dodj befanutlid) die Crléfung durd) CYhriftum leugnete, ber
feden Glauben an Chriffum ausd dem Svangelium entfernen jvollte, der feine
Cribfung ausd der Gefvall de3 Satand fannie, auf bdie Heibenmiffion der
evangelifden RKirden nid)t gepaft Héatte. Heute pat es. Wenn Harnad
ald Zmwed de3 Chriftentums und feiner Ausbreitung dad Degeidhnet, dap
durdy das Chriftentum jedes BVolf und die gange PMenjheit das fvird, wad
fie fein foll, oder, anberd ausgedriidt, dafy dad Ehriftentum jedem BVolf und
der gangen Menfdheit sur hoditen Kultur- und Geiftedentividlung verhelfen
joll, fo it das in der Tat bda3, wa3 die Heutige internationale Heiden-
miffion der Welifirchen Defreibt, fwasd freilid) mit Evangelium und bibli-
jdhem Chriftentum nicdhtd mebhr zu tun Hat. Dad Chriftentum der Welt-
fivdhen und threr Heibenmiffion ift gum Beftanbdieil und bloken Hilfemittel
per Cniwidlung einer allgemeinen infernationalen Kulfurmenjdheit ge=
fworden. Was Hilft dba alle funftvoll gemacdhte fixdhlicdhe und biblijde Ein-
fleibung? Durd) fie Hindurd) fpiict man auf Sdritt und Tritt bei den
Weltlirdgen den Herridhenden Geift der Welt und der Beit.” .
Dentfdtum und Chriftentum. Die U € L K.“ zittert einen Teil
einer Rede, die Staatdminifter bon Gayl fiirglid in der Guftab-Adolf-
Sunbgebung gehalten Hat. Darin fommen die Worte vor: , Deut{d-
tum und Chriftentum {ind nidht mehr voneinander zu
trennen Wir miiffen einen driftliden Staat bilden, fvenn foir der
feelifhent Mot unferer Beit Herr bleiben ivollen. Jn thm miiffen Pro-
teftanten und Katholifen jid) finden auf gemeinjamer Grundlage und bon
thr aug den gemeinjamen IMarfd) antreten zum Kampf um bdie Bufunft
unfers Bolfes, indem vir uns gemeinfam jagen miiffen: ,Jdh will e poll-
bringen ober flerben. Denn wenn wir ben driftliden Staat nidht vers
teidigen und erhalten, bann wicd unfer BVolfsboden zum Tununelplab innerer
und duferer Kampfe der Weltanfdhauungen, auf dem ed enbdgiilitg fein Enbde
finben fann. [ebem Wefenninidtet! dad polle Redit und bas Seine, aber
in ber Kot unferer Jeit ein gemeinfames Jiel und ein einbeitlicger Wille!”
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Wir zitieren dies alg eine Probe der leiber nur zu oft, aud) von Hod-
ftehenden Perfonen, gemaditen gedanfenlojen Ausipradjen, worin Worte
e3 {id) gebuldig gefallen laffen miiffen, eben nur Worte ohne Bebeuting
su fein.  Deutidtum und Chriftentum jind dod) iwahrelich nidht fHnonym. So
etivad zu Dehaupten, ift, efrlid) gefagt, der reinfte Unfinn. {iberhoupt,
wag it ,Deutfdtum”? Hierzulande Debeutet ed in manden RKreifen ein
tichtiges Glagd Bier trinfen und dabei ,Deut{dland, Deutjhland itber allesd”
jingen fonnen. Ferner, wad it ein ,drijtlider Staat”? NRom iveil ganz
genay, fwad e3 darunter verfteht; aber fiir befenninisireue Lutheraner, die
pringipiel Staat und Sirde tfrennen, gibt es dod) feine ,drijtligen Staa=
ten”. Der Calvinidmus fonnte {idh jhon efer mit dem Gedanfen eines
H»Oriftliden Staated” befreunden. Uber mit feiner Jbee von einmem drift-
lidgen Staat tritt von Gayl aud) in Widerfprud) mit dem papitifhen Begriff
eines driftliden Staated. SGliehlid) noch died: Wohl fagt ein Ruibera-
ner: ,Jedem Befenninisdteil dasd polle Nedht und dad Seinel” sc. auf politi=
jhem @Gebiet. Uber dad it dod) nidht Roms Sprade! Hier Hat man nod
imnter gehorigen NRefpeft vor der Bulle Unam Sanctam; und daf Dieje
Bulle nidht alte Gejdidhte ift, jat Leo XIIL. nidyt gerade {anft beiviefen.
Waz Manner tvie von Gahl fwollen, fann man berflehen und jpiirdigen;
aber man erwarfet bon ihnen eine reine, flave Spradje, die fein Deuteln
gulaft. K. 2.
Bortragdarbeit unferer Britber in Deutidland. Unfere Britder in
Deutjdland geugen djon feit Lingever Jeit auc) burd) dffentiiche BVorirage.
{tber die Lortragdmijfion in Hannover beridjtet Hans Kirjten in der ,Frei-
firdhe”, baf die Bortragdverfammlungen dort ungemein gut befudt fwaremn.
Sie fanden vom 17. bi8 zum 19. November borigen Jahresd ftatt. Der
Redner war P. Fr. Hitberer, und in feinen Worirdgen fwandie er {id) au-
meift gegen die unglaubigen Anbanger Ded Tannenbergbunded. Die The-
men lauteten: ,Nidht Qudendorff und Frau, jondern JEfus und die Bibel,
Paulug und Luther”; , Der Ehrift und die Jubenfrage”; ,Geivifheit itber
dag Leben nad) dem Tod.” Der grope Saal ded BVereinsdhaujed auf der
Pringenjtrahe war jededmal gedrangt voll. Jn den Vortrdgen wurde dar=
gelegt, dafy bie freife um Lubdenbdorff feine Siinde fennen unbd feine Siinder
jein tollen. So Balten fie 3 fiir mit ber Wiirde eined , aufredhten PWen-
jehen” nicht vereinbar, Gott um Vergebung der Siinden zu bitten. ,Damit
aber ar der eigentlidhe Gegenfjab zum Chriftenglauben aufgezeigt”, jdreibt
P. Rirften, ,und der Rebner fand Gelegenbeit, gerabe daran dad Wejen ded
CEhriftentums flargumaden. So boten die Vortrdge reidhlid) Gelegenheit gum
Befenninis der Wabhrheit ded Ebangeliums.” J.TIN.
Goethe Doftor ber Theologie. AIZ Nadtrag zur Goethefeier Deridhtet
paz ,Cb. Deut{dhland”, daf Goethe aud) theologifder Doktor tpar. Wir
lefen: ,Bum @Goethejahr mag die tveithin unbefannte Tatfadje nidht ber-
{diviegen bletben, daf Goethe bei feinem fiinfzigjahrigen Dienjtjubildum
pon der Univerfitdt Jena Dden theologifdhen Doftorhut erbielt, und zmwar
teil er ,al3 Sdjopfer eined neuen Geifted in der Wiffenjdaft und ald Herr-
{djer in dem Reid) freier Gedanfen das fvafire Jntereffe der Hirde und der
evangelijden Theologie madtig gefdrbert’ Habe. Wenig Defannt ift aud),
baf Johann Friedrid Stard, deffen ,Morgen= und Ubendandadten from=
mer Ehriften auf alle Tage bed Jahresd’ nod) Deute iweit berbreitet find und
piel benuBt ierden, ein Onfel Goethed war. Frau Wja ging Dejonders
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gern in jeine Gottesdienfte; ifre Scdjivefter war mit Stard, der eban-
gelifdjer Prediger und Konjiftorialrat in Franffurt a. M. war, verbeiratet.”
©o fehr e3 uns befrembet, dapy eine theologijdje Fafultat einem Manne tvie
®oethe die theologifdie Doftoriviirde verleihf, {o natitrlih muf uns bies
pod) aud) anbdererfeitsd erfdheinen, fvenn man bedentt, was man zu Goethes
Beit (und aud) dielfad) Heute nod)) unter ,epbangelijher Theologie” ber-
jtand.  Un der Univerfitdt Jema unterridjtete damald der ,Rationalift”
Heinrid) Cherhard Gottlob Poaulus, der ,itber Eregefe und {yjtematifde
Theologie [ag”., Was er bariiber Ia3, fvar dem groRen Egoiften Goethe
aud der Seele gefprodjen. Die ,Eeredhtigleit, die bor Goit gilt”, ivie
Ruitber im Romerbrief die dixatosdvy Jeoir iiberfesit, verfehrte er in ,gott-
gefallige Redtihaifenheit ausd iibergeugungsirene”, und er ftard mit dem
Befenninid auf den Lippen: ,Jd) jtehe redtidaffen vor Gott durd) das
Wollen beg Fedhten.” Das hat thm Goethe am Sdhluf feines ,Faujt”
ehrlid) nadgejproden. Daf itbrigend heutzutage folde Manner iwie Fos-
bid, Cadman u.a. ,Doftoren ber Ieologie” find, ift eine ebenjo grope
Sdmad filr dad epangelifge Chrijtentum iwie die BVerleilumng der theo-
Togifdgen Doftoriviicde an Goethe. Nadydenfen mogen tvir Hierhei aud
itber einen andern Punft, ndamlid) daf einjt Jena eine Hod)burg ded futhe=
rifen Befenninifjed, felbit gegen Wittenberg, tvar. I FLA.
iiber bas Jubentum der Welt, Die ,Cv.-Rut)h. Freifirdhe”, dag Blatt
unferer Vriider in Deut{dlond, entnimmt dem ,Reidhsboten” folgende in=
tereffante YufiQliiffe itber die Juben: ,,Der Freund J[sraeld” in Bafel
eift auf die BVerfdiebung der {itbifdhen Vevslferung Hin. Die Judenfdaft
ber gangen Welt foird auf zwdlf Millionen gefdhdbt. Wahrend nod) bor
Jahraehnten der grifte Teil der Judenfdaft in Polen wohnte, fhat fich mun
eine gqrofje Werfdiebung Dber Juden nad) Weften bollzogen. Die Juden
find in einer BVoilferivanderung grofen ©tild begriffen. Der Berjud), den
Strom der Juden nad) Palajtina abzulenfen, ift gefdeitert, da bad ver-
armte Paldftina hoditensd eine WMillion Menfden erndhren fann, bon denen
brei Biertel Dodenjtandige arabifdhe Bslferjtdmumie jind, Die jiidijdge Be-
vilferung ergol i) zuerft in der Hauptiade nad) Deutjdhland, England,
Franfreid) und Holland. Daz Haupteinivanderungsdgediet war aber {don
lange Nordbamerifa. Die BVereinigten Staaten zdhlten 1818 3,000 Jutden,
1888 maren e3 400,000, 1905 11, Millionen, 1927 4,228,029, 1931 41,
Millionen. Die ftreng gehandhabte Einwanderungsquote Umeritfasd bermag
ben Strom der fitdifdgen Cimmwanderer nidt zu henumen, da die Juden nidht
algd ein befonderes Volf gezdhlt mwerden, jondern itberall unter per Qutote
threr Gaftvilfer fallen, jo dak alfo die Juden ald eingiges unter allen Bol-
fern Den Bortfeil Yaben, bald alg Englinder, bald ald Franjofen, Deutide,
Ruffen ufw. in Ymerifa einguivanbern.” 9.
Geifterfitlite Qaubidbaten der Theolngie. D. Rittel ausd Titbingen {dhreibt
beherzigendiverte Worte iiber die theologiffen Kanbiaten, bie die Kirde
Yaben folite. Wir Degieben und auf einen Yufjah in der ,Ullgemeinen
Gp.-Ruth. Kirdengeitung” bom 13. Januar. Er fagt dort: ,Bor zehn
Sabren, in den Beiten, ald die Pfarrer in Mittelbeutidhland in die Fabrifen
geben mufpten, fvaren menige, die e3 wagten, Theologie zu ftudieren, denn
niemand foufgte, ob ed in Jubhunft nod) Pfarrbefoldbungen geben foiirde.
Wenn der Perbitfturm durd) die Bdume raujdt, fallen die diitren Blédtter
und Beige. Wber die fvenigen, die damald Pfarrer werben jvollten, wupten
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fparunt.  Pein heimgegangener Freund Gimther Holftein jagte einmal zu
mir: &b mir hunbdert junge Menfden, in denen die BVot{daft ded Eban-
geltuma zur lebendigen Flamume getworben ift, und Deutfdland fwird in
Bewegung fein.® Er fiigte Hingu: ,Jhr Habt zu biele Pfarrer und Theo-
{ogen, bie jid) ald Beamte fithlen; Dder Heilige Geift braudt Menjdjen, die
pont allem, fvad binbet, geldjt {ind, o ivie vir e3 ald Soldaten im vorder-
jten Graben maren.® QHeute liegt e3 tvie ein Flud) auf dem theologifdhen
Gtubium, dafy ed ein verhdltnidmalig ,ausfidisreides’ ift gegeniiber bder
Uberfiillung aller anbdern Verufe und Studien. €3 gibt Heute fvieber einen
Tppus des ,Konjunfturtheologen’. Wehe der Rirdje, die nidyt adigibt, ihm
ben Bugang zum Heiligtim gu wehren; denn mehr ald durd) alle Jrr-
titmer irrender PMenfden ivird die Sacdhe ded Cvangeliums Defledt durd
bie unretnen Hdnde dever, die unter dem Unfdein, ihm zu dienen, Geivinn
und Ehre und Yusfidten juden.” E3 ijt gewih tvabhr, daf die Rirde redit
gldaubige Rajloren nitig Yat. Aber dariiber darf man nidjt itberfehen,
bafg Die Diener der Rirdje aud) re )t glaubig fein miiffen; fonit fahrt fie
firads in Sdwdrmeret und Aberglauben Hinein, D. Kittel ftinmt in feinen
toeiteren Yusfithrungen dem Voridlag D. Hir{d’ bei, daf die jungen Theo=
Iogen nad) abgelegtem Cramen {id) exft ,.in der frefen Wrbeit eined Eban-
geliften und BVolfBmiffionars befvdfhren” follten, ehe fie cine fejte Unftellung
erhalten. A,
Roman Catholic Educational Work in China. — That the Roman
Catholic Church has grasped fully the need of educational work in propa-
gating its religion in China is shown by the annual official statisties for
1931—32, which have been released recently by the Synodal Commission.
The Central China Post of Hankow reports these statistics as follows: —

“Doctrine Schools .......... 9,442 Enrolment ......... 188,018
Lower Primary Schools ..... 3,177 Enrolment ......... 107,618
Upper Primary Schools .... 309 Enrolment ......... 15,699
Lower Middle Schools ...... 73 Eurolment ......... 8,995
Upper Middle Schools ...... 28 Enrolment ......... 1,637
Normal Schools ............ 25 Enrolment ......... 636
Special Schools ............ 198 Enrolment ......... 6,752
Universities ............... 3 Enrolment ......... 830

Total schools ........... 13,255 Total enrolment.. 330,485

“Major and minor seminaries for the education of clerical aspirants are
not included in these statistics.” FREDERICK BRAND.

National Siamese Christian Church. — We take the following from
the Christian Century: “The National Christian Counecil of Siam, or-
ganized in 1930, will meet in Bangkok next week to consider the proposed
constitution for a National Siamese Christian Church. Preceding this
meeting, there will be a conference of Siamese Christians. The Pres-
byterians have the principle missionary work in Siam, but the Church of
England and the English Disciples have some stations.” We are told that
Siam is a Buddhist state, but that it has always manifested religious
tolerance and that missionaries have received friendly treatment. Accord-
ing to the constitution the king has to be an adherent of the Buddhist
religion, but the same constitution proclaims the principle of religious
liberty for all its citizens. A.
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Bum Ableben D. Theodor Kaftans. UAn einer Mitteilung der , A E. 2. K.
biicfen toir Gier nidit {diveigend boriibergehen. €3 ift died die Nadridt
itber Den Tod D. Theodor Kaftand. Wir lefen dort: ,Um 26. RNovember
fourbe in Baben-Vabden der ehemalige Generalfuperintendent fitr SHhlesivig
D. Theodor SKaftan, Wirkl, Geh. Oberfonfiftorialvat, durdy einen Yanflen Tod
im jedBumdadizigiten Rebendiahr pon Gott dem HErrn in bie Emwigleit
abberufen. Wietwohl dasd Lebensiver diefed feltenen Mannesd unmitielbar
por Dem Neubau unferer Lanbesdfirde in ihrer Heutigen BVerfajfung abge-
jloffen war, Hat jeine geifteBmidhtige Perjonlidfeit und ihre Rebendarbeit
unferer Heimattivde ein Dleibendes Erbe BHinterlaffen. Der Name D. Kaf-
tand wird nicht nur unter und fortleben, er bleibt mit feinem gefamten
Wirfen mit der Gefdidhte unjerer Landestirde filr immer verbumbden. ...
Gein umfaffended Wiffen, feine griindlide theologifhe Durdhbildbung, feine
tiefe und feft im Evangelium bder Sdrift wurgelnbde Frommigett und nidht
aulest da3 ihm eigene Charidma Dber Rircdjenlettung Haben ifm mwahrend
jeined gangen YUmislebens eine filfjrende Stellung in unferer Rambesfirde
gefidgert. ... Weit itber den Rafmen feinesd eigentlihen Wmte3 YHinaus
fat er mapgebenden Cinfluf im Gefamileben ded Luiheriums Deutjdlands,
ja ber Welt audgeiibt. Die Eifenadjer Rirdjenfonferens, der Deutjdhe Eban-
gelifdje Rirdenausiduf und die Ullgemeine Cvangelifd-Lutherifde Kon-
fereng Jaben in ihm einen ifrer Herborragenditen Mitarbeiter gefefen, dem
in der Vertretung der lutherijdien Kirdje Hhohe Aufgaben anveriraut wurden.
Gein Wort hatte burdjdhlagende Kraft, unbd jein trefflideres Urteil, von dem
feine zablreidhen fchriftftellerifchen Urbetten in foeitejler firdhlicher Offent-
lidgfeit Beugnisd ablegien, Haben ihm bden Ruf einesd eingigactigen Sad)-
foalterd bed Luihertums eingetragen.”

Wir fonnen died [ob der ,U. € L &.“ wobhl verjtefen, wollen aud
feinesivegd die Hohe Vedbeutung RKaftans fiir die deutjdhlandifde evangelijde
Sirde unteri@dBen. Kaftand pofitiver Standpunit ift fiir viele zum Segen
getvorden. Namentlid) in feinen fpiteren Jabhrenm, und befondersd wenn er
fitr baz praftijde BVolf {drieb und redete, fonnte Kaftan Tdne freffen, bdie
aud) befenninidtrene Lutheraner in unferm Sinne nur erfreuen fonnten.
Doch dem Kb, dap Kaftan ,ein eingigartiger Sadivalter ded Luihertums”
war, fonnen foir nidt o ohne tveitered guftimmen. Ym Sarge desd Ent-
jhlafenen hat ihm BVifdof D. BVioltel von Kiel die Worte nadgerufen: ,In
feinem YUnirittshirtenbrief bom Jabhre 1886 begeidmete er e3 alg feine ihm
pon Gott an der Rirde geiviefene Uufgabe, dad teure Erbe der Vater un-
verfalfdt und ungejdmalert zu betwahren, dag alte Cvangelium bon JEfu
Chrifto, dem Sohne Gottes, der unjer eingiger Troft ift tm L[eben und im
Sterben, und anf bak jolhesd recht gefhehe, biirfe Quihers Geijt und Luilers
Art nidht bon 13 tweiden.” Aber die Shwade Kaftansd hat er gleidh felbit
angegeben, toennt ex fweiter fagte: ,Der Heimgegangene ift mit allem Nad-
brud flir bie Theologie ald Wiffenfdafl eingetreten und Hat ihre Eigenart
bafin prdzifiert, baf jie Wiffenfhaft ift von der mur dem Glauben zugdng-
lidgen @elbftoffenbarung Gotted in Chriftus, unbd er Hat gefordert, dak bie
Theologie fvie jede anbdere Wilfenjdaft thre Arbeil porausfebungslod und
methodifd fretbe. Lon foldher Grunbdauffafiung der Theologie Yer Hat er
felbft in der iviffenidaftlichen Bearbettung bded Chriftentums Bebeutenbdes
geleiftet.” @erade Hierin lag, mwie gefagt, bie Schwihe Kaftans; er fat {id
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pon feinem ,Rit{chl{chen Erbteil” nicht redht freimachen fonnen. Die Folgen
der falfhen Borausjebung, daf die ,Theologie tvie jede anbdere Wifjen=
fhaft ihre Urbeit borausfebungslos und methodifd treiben” miiffe, Hat
D. F. Pieper in feiner ,Chriftlichen Dogmatif” geniigend beleuchtet. Ebhen
tweil Kaftan die Theologie ivie jede andere Wiffenfhaft trieb, o leugnete er
die BVerbalinjpiration der Sjrift und erflirte die Jungfrauengeburt unjers
gbttlicen Heilandes fiir ,religits tvertlod”. Damit Hat fih aber Kaftan
bont der Sdhrift und bom lutherijden Befenninisd losgefagt; er fwar moder-
ner Theolog, ,Wirflichfeitdmenidh”, dem Ddad ,iheologifdhe Erlebnid” mehr
galt al3 bie Sdrift felbft. Das ift feine Shmahung Kaftans, jondern das
hat er felbft audgejprodgen (,Die mobderne Theologie, die i) bertrete, beugt
i) unter feine nur aufere utoritat”). Alerdings fjindet fih zutveilen
aud) bet Kaftan jene ,gliidlicge JInfonfequenz”, die in der Prarisd ein ber=
fehrted Pringip verneint, und {o ift e3 gefonumen, daf Theodor RKaftan oft
gang al3 Sdrifttheolog auftrat, lefhrte und praftizierte. KT M.

»®ehirt dad wirtlide Audidreiben der Predigt zur Vorbereitung
auf bie Predigt?” IMit diefer Frage Dbefddftigt {ih ,Sdrift und Be-
fenniniz” in einem langeren Yuffap. J[nterefjant war unsd dabei, wasd da
itber eingelme grofe Prediger gejagt wird. So lefen ivir iiber Karl Gerof
(71890): ,Seine Predigten waren bor allem aufgebaut auf dem fjittliden
Grund des Fleiged und der Treue. Sie {ind bon der erften bid gur lehten
aufg grimmdlichjte durchdad)t und bid in3d eingelne forafaltig ausdgearbeitet,
wortlid) niebergejdrieben (mit flarer, ivie geftodjener Handidhrift) und
memoriert.” Ilitber Den grofen WBerliner Oberhofprediger Rubolf Kogel
(1 1896) finden fvir das folgenbe Urteil: ,Seine [meifterhafte] Predigt-
fveife madjte die genaue BVorbereitung unbedingt nodtig. RKogel arbeitete
jebe Predigt mit der peinlichften Sorgfalt, unter vielfadjen SKorrefturen
De3 Qongepts, ausd. Faft tmmer lag, fvenn er die KLangel beftieg, fhon die
nadjtfolgende Predigt fiir die Domfangel fertig in feinem Pult, damit er
nidgt durd) unborhergefehene Umitdarbeiten an der forgfiltigen Uusarbei-
tung gehindert foiirde. Ebenfo genau, ie {ie gefdrieben war, fwurde fie
memoriert (bgl. Den fiir ifn begeidhnenden Yusfprud): ,Wir Prediger Haben
fo oft Gelegenfeit, und griindlid) su blamieren, daf e3 des finjtlichen Mit-
teld ber Nidtborbereitung nidht erft bedarf, um diefen Effeft zu erzielen”).”
Das find fiir uns widjtige Crempel, die wir dod) feine Gerofs und Kigels find.

Spain Uses the Property of Jesuits to Relieve Suffering. —In
the Lutheran of November 17, 1932, we read: “The Spanish Cortez [Par-
liament] has passed a bill ordering the distribution of more than thirty
million dollars for ‘social welfare” The fund was obtained by the con-
fiscation of the property of the Jesuits, whose order was dissolved last
January. Spain, prior to the revolution dethroning King Alfonso, was
most cordial to Catholic monastic orders, some of which found refuge there
when neighboring nations became unfriendly to their institutions. The
founder of the Jesuits was Ignatius Loyola, of Spanish birth, whose mili-
tary career was interrupted and who then became a soldier of Jesus. The
order was formally incorporated in 1540 by the Pope.” A.




