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Theological Observer. — Kird)lid)-Beitgefdhichtlidjes.

L Amerikn.

The Church and Social Questions. —That conservative Lutherans
are not the only ones who are uttering words of warning with respect to
the tendency, now prevailing in many churches, to give their energies over
to the solution of social questions is well evidenced by the following article
in the Presbyterian Banner, which we consider very timely.

“Christ kept largely aloof from political and sociological affairs that
were surging around Him like a boiling sea and fixed His attention and
teaching on the inner life of man more than upon his circumstances. The
Sermon on the Mount was His platform and plan for His kingdom, and
the opening beatitudes embodied its essential elements. Over and over
again He taught that His kingdom was not of this world and was not meat
and drink, work and wages, but is within us, a state of mind and Church.

“The Church should concentrate upon this spiritual goal and teaching
and preach the gospel of repentance and obedience and righteousness and
peace. As we read the topics-of the sermons announced in our churches
and the volumes of sermons issuing from the press and read the deliver-
ances of many church assemblies, we cannot but wonder whether the Church
is not drifting off from its main message and mission into subordinate
fields, where it does not speak with authority and where its voice is lost
in confusion of words. In its own fleld the Church has a great oppor-
tunity to propagate and emphasize the fundamental spiritual principles
that underlie and promote all human welfare.

“Very suggestive and of wide implication and application was that
incident in the life of Jesus when He refused to decide a lawsuit between
two brothers. On one occasion, when He was preaching, a man spoke up
and asked Him: ‘Teacher, bid my brother divide the inheritance with me.
Jesus was not speaking on this subjeet, and the interruption shows what
people may be thinking about when we are preaching. Jesus answered:
‘Man, who made Me a. judge or a divider over you? He refused to interfere
in such a case. It might be thought, and possibly some there present did
think, that He ought to have settled that plain case of injustice. Why
talk so smoothly and beautifully about brotherly justice and love and then
refuse to give justice to a wronged brother?

“There are those to-day who apparently want the Church to step into
the tangled fleld of industrial economics and straighten out its knots and
snarls. But this proposal raises the question of the competence of the
Church. to do this, as it is not trained in this field and quickly shows its
incompetence when it endeavors to do so. As Professor Douglass, professor
of economics in the University of Chicago, showed in a recent article on
this question, the Church usually proposes remedies that result in ‘frustra-
tion.” Some are telling usg that the Church should lay out the general plan
of social betterment and then the economists must fill in the details.
We rather think the economists would smile at this proposal to relegate
them to the subordinate place of filling in details to church proposals and
plans and would say that it is their professional business to propose gen-
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eral plans as well as the details. Anyway, what Jesus refused to touch
it would be well for the Church to leave alone in so far as presuming to
settle plans and details for such a complicated piece of machinery as the
social order is concerned. But it has much to say about the spirit that
should underlie such plans.

“However, we still ask, What did Jesus do about this request of the
injured brother? Did He toss it aside and do nothing whatever about it?
No; He did do something that was fundamental about it. ‘And He said
unto them, Take heed and keep yourselves from all covetousness; for
a man’s life consisteth not in the abundance of the things which he pos-
sesseth.” He put His finger right on the root of the trouble between these
two brothers and intimated that selfishness was at the bottom of the whole
affair. The one brother, if he had wronged the other, and the grieved
brother were both motivated by a spirit of selfishness, which was the soil
out of which this ugly quarrel grew. Change the root, and all the branches
and blossoms and fruit will change with it. All selfishness is sin, and all
sin is selfishness. This is the universal canse of all our forms of individual
and social wrongs; and until we can make this tree good, its fruits will
continue to be evil.

“Christ came to lay the ax at the root of this tree. ‘Take heed and
keep yourselves from all covetousness; for a man’s life consisteth not in:
the abundance of the things which he possesseth.” Covetousness often hasg
to do with things, especially the ‘abundance’ of them, and our social strife
is mostly concerned with these possessions. Jesus shifted our scale of
values from things to spirit, from the outer to the inner, from the kingdom
of this world to the kingdom of God. This is the keynote of His Gospel,
the main message to be preached, and it is the message He has committed
unto us. We make a mistake if we transfer the message from the inner
to the outer and lose it in the world. There are tendencies that seem to-
show that we are substituting psychology for sin, and sociology for salva-
tion. It is a great time for the Church of Jesus Christ if it will adhere to
His Gospel and preach and apply its spiritual message to a confused world,
which has no hope without it.” A.

Against the Lodges.— A clear testimony against the lodge evil
recently appeared in the Lutheran Standerd, in an article written by
E. Gerfen, D. D., who used the caption “The Lodge Question.” After
pointing out that what we have to object to is not the fact that the lodge
has some secrets, the writer considers the arguments which show that.
membership in lodges is contrary to the teachings of the Holy Secriptures.
He first shows that Masonry, “the mother of all other lodges,” “has and
promulgates a certain religion.” Adverting to the chief objection against
the lodge, its antagonism to Christ and His Gospel, the author relates.
this interesting incident: “A vparty well known to the writer was per-
suaded by leading Masons to join their order. They assured him that
there is nothing in their lodge that conflicts with his religion, politics,
or family and that the sole object of the order is fraternity, benevolence,
and sociability. This man was soon made chaplain of the lodge. He once
asked the Grand Orator two questions: 1. When we demand of our mem-
bers the belief in a Higher Being or the great Architect of the Universe,.
do we mean that this Higher Being is the Triune God of the Bible that
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lies on our altar? 2. Why is the name of Jesus Christ not mentioned in
our prayers? The answer was: ‘Your first question is not debatable in the
lodge, since every member may have his own idea about it. As to your
second question, we have memhers who are Jews, Mohammedans, Bud-
«dhists, and others who do not believe in Christ; hence we omit His name
in our prayers, so as not to offend such members”’ Well, that opened the
eyes of this party, and he at once quit the lodge, because he believed in
the Triune God of the Bible, to whom he could pray only in the name of
Christ. From all this we are justified in declaring that Magonry is anti-
christian, and as such we reject any fellowship with it.”

Concerning the method which we are to pursue in dealing with lodge-
members Dr. Gerfen remarks: “Some congregations have a paragraph in
their constitution to the effect that any member who joins a lodge ex-
cludes himself from the congregation. To keep church-members from
uniting with the lodge is indeed a commendable object; but it is wrong
if no sincere effort is made, in the spirit of kindness and love, to deal
with these persons with a view to keeping them fully loyal to Christ. It
may happen, as it did to the writer, that there are lodge-members in the
congregation whose lodge-membership is unknown to the pastor. If such
members hear the pastor preach that Christ’s blood and righteousness
alone, apprehended by true faith, will justify us before God, and not the
work-righteousness of the lodge, they may, by the gracious work of the
Holy Spirit in their hearts, be induced voluntarily to quit the lodge. It is
useless to argue with lodge-members about their signs, grips, and rites,
because the outsider knows very little about them and because a Mason
of any degree above the Blue Lodge may insist that your argument ap-
plies only to the lower degrees, since there are different signs, rites, and
symbols in the higher degrees. The sainted Dr. Schuette writes in his
Testimonies that whether a lodge-member under instruction is admitted
once or twice to the Holy Supper is a question which must be left to the
final decision of the pastor handling the case. And no synodical rule can
determine the pastor’s action in this respect. It calls for private Seel-
sorge (care of souls), for the pastor alone is responsible. If he truly
realizes his responsibility, he will not be lax or indifferent in his Seel-
sorge concerning the entire lodge question.”

These are good, helpful remarks. We merely add that, while it is
true that “no synodical rule can determine the pastor’s action in this
Tespect,” one great purpose why we form synods must not be overlooked
in this connection, namely, this, to have an organization where one brother
will strengthen the other in endeavoring to be faithful to the teachings
of God’s Holy Word. It is indeed not synodical rules that can decide
the questions we are here speaking of, but the Word of God, and the
various pastors, congregations, and individual members of the synod should
admonish one another to be loyal to what the great Head of the Church
has laid down as right and true. A.

Concerning the Attendance of Children at Movies. — The fol-
lowing paragraph is taken from the Commonweal. It represents an in-
teresting development of the attitude concerning motion-picture theaters:
““The bill now before the New York Legislature, bearing upon children’s
attendance at motion-picture theaters and sponsored by the State Societies
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for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children, has that combination of in-
telligence and flexibility, apparently, that renders it worthy of study and'
support. It is radical, in the sense of reversing the present law, which
bars from these theaters unaccompanied minors under sixteen, and speci-
fying instead the conditions under which children in groups should be
admitted. These conditions have been formulated after careful study,
obviously; one is not surprised to learn that they are based upon a state-
wide survey, supplemented by consultation with mayors, fire and police
officials, and religious and civic leaders. It is generally recognized of course
that the statute now assuming to prevent the unauthorized presence of
children at the movies is very loosely enforced; indeed, by the fact that
very large numbers of children constantly evade it and spend mueh time
in theaters in no way prepared for their presence, it may be said actively
to promote the various dangers, physical and moral, which such unlicensed
attendance involves. The new measure aims to control their attendance
by admitting it. The hours specified are the non-school hours until six
o’clock in the evening, at which time all children must leave such theaters.
Houses certified as complying with the building codes are to reserve spe-
cial sections for children, to be supervised by a registered nurse or school-
teacher. The department of education, it is provided, is to approve all
pictures shown to children, with whatever help the particular community
elects to give it by means of previewing committees. It is understood
that the law would not be mandatory, and hence the danger of perfunc-
tory acceptance, with no real effort at enforeement, would be avoided. It
ig not likely of course that the measure will be universally adopted, at
least at once; but those communities which see its value and put it into
effect will be doing a splendid pioneering service in the solution of one of
the important problems of to-day.” P.E.K.
Lutheran Foreign IMissions Conference. — On February 19 and 20
there was held in Milwaukee the Seventeenth Annual Convention of the
Lutheran Foreign Missions Conference, a unionistic organization compris-
ing representatives of the United Lutheran Church, Norwegian Lutheran
Church, Lutheran Augustana Synod, Lutheran Free Church, United Danish
Lutheran Church, American Tmtheran Church, National Lutheran Council,.
Santal Lutheran Mission (which operates in the Santal region, Northern
India), and the Lutheran Orient Mission Society. According to the News
Bulletin of the National Lutheran Council it was resolved by the con-
ference to declare that it favored the publication of a general periodical
in the interest of all Lutheran Foreign Missions. A committee of five was.
appointed to study this subject and to bring in a report next year. “It
was also decided to refer to tlie cooperating bodies for favorable considera-
tion the question of a fourth year of special instruction in Foreign Mis-
sions for missionaries in seminaries.” Concerning the appeal of Lutherans.
in Shanghai, China, for a church, it was decided to “recommend to the
Lutheran Church of China that the Shanghai congregation be made a joint
enterprise of all the Lutheran churches and missions in China and that
the Lutheran Church of China fix the proportionate financial responsibility
of each cooperating mission and church.” The plan of the National Lu-
theran Council for belping the German missions, which are deprived of
most of their income, was given the endorsement of the conference. “It.
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was decided to ask the National Lutheran Council to investigate the pos-
-sibility of having foreign missionaries of American ecitizenship included
in the benefits of the Old-age Assistance of the proposed Economic
Security Act.”

The following theses, drawn up by Dr. Drach, secretary of the Mission
Board of the U. L. C., were approved “with some amendment” and will be
‘submitted to the general bodies concerned. It will be seen that in them
the unionistic spirit of the gathering blossomed forth in fully developed
form. The News Bulletin gives them in the following wording: —

“l. In every Foreign Mission field where more than one Lutheran board
«or society, American or European, is at work, the closest possible coopera-
‘tion should be cultivated in order that there may be in that field one
-organized, united, indigenous Lutheran Church.

“2. In order that this may come to pass as speedily and effectively
-a8 possible and the life of the Church in the mission-field may reach its
highest possible level of activity and service, the Lutheran synods and
general bodies in America now organically divided should merge their
foreign missionary interest and effort by a coordination of all Lutherans
in America.

“3. The Lutheran Church in the mission-field is a part of the whole
Lutheran Church in the world and should be made conscious of this world-
‘wide relationship. At present the only world association is the Lutheran
‘World Convention, where Lutheran nationals from churches in Foreign
Mission fields have been welcomed and recognized as representatives. Lu-
theran boards should emcourage this world relationship by helping to
secure and finance such representatives from Lutheran churches in Foreign
Mission fields.”

These theses seem to take for granted that the only thing separating
the Lutheran bodies of America, and of the world for all that, is nothing
but a little bickering and nagging, which can be removed or squelched by
a few fraternal resolutions. A,

Ohio Lutherans Oppose Catholic Aid. — With the preservation of
the principle of complete separation of Church and State as the key-note
of their arguments, members of the various Lutheran groups in Ohio
joined other Protestants in appearing before the Senate Finance Committee
to oppose the Davis Bill, which provides for State aid for Roman Catholic
parochial schools.

Pastor F.W. Loose, Lorain, O., representing the Missouri Synod, de-
‘clared that the only purpose in maintaining a parochial school is to teach
-children religion. “As a Lutheran,” he said, “I object to being taxed to
help support any religion with which I do not agree. We ask freedom
from the power of the State to force us to contribute to the support of
any religion to the tenets of which we do not subscribe.”

Dr. R. E. Tulloss, president of Wittenberg College, and Dr. W. G. Clip-
pinger, president of Otterbein College, appeared before the committee be-
cause the bill, besides appropriating $3,000,000 for parochial schools, would
appropriate $2,000,000 for denominational colleges not now receiving State
aid. “Have the denominational colleges conspired to violate that principle
-of Church and State?” Dr. Tulloss asked. “Dr. Clippinger and I are here,”
he continued, “because without our knowledge and without our will we
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have been dragged into a situation. We have been placed before the people
of this commonwealth as seeking something we did not seek. With all
the strength and force we can muster we oppose the granting of this aid,
and we refuse to accept it.”

The Rev. Edward W. Schramm, editor of the Lutheran Stendard, told
the committee: “The Lutherans of Ohio, 250,000 strong, are opposed to this
bill. If the State should give the requested funds, it would have the right
to dictate how those funds should be spent. That would be clearly a tie-up.
of Church and State, and that is the thing, far more important than the
money involved, to which we object.” The Rev. Joseph Sittler, D. D., presi-
dent of the Synod of Ohio of the United Lutheran Church, also appeared
at the hearing and declared that ‘“what is asked is mot a surrender of
money, but a surrender of the great principle of separation of Church and:
State.” He predicted that the Church would suffer from the passage of
such a bill because of the opportunity thus offered the State to seek inter-
vention in church affairs. — Lutheran Stendard, March 30, 1935.

The Trial of Dr. Machen. — The first act in what will perhaps be-
come a famous and important bit of church history has now been com-
pleted. Dr.Machen was tried by a court appointed by the Presbytery of
New Brunswick and was found guilty of the charges preferred against him.
He had been ordered by the General Assembly to sever his connection with
the so-called Independent Board of Presbyterian Foreign Missions, and
when he refused to do this, his preshytery took action against him, which
resulted in his condemnation. The commission before which he appeared
consisted of three ministers and three ruling elders belonging to the New
Brunswick Presbytery. The newspaper report says that he was convicted.
of all six charges that were brought against him. “He was found guilty
of defiance of the church authority, not being zealous in maintaining dis-
cipline of the Church, violation of his ordination vows, refusing sub-
jection to his brethren in the Lord, contempt and rebellion against his
superiors in the Church, and breach of his lawful promises.” Briefly, he
was charged with insubordination, and the commission held that the charge
was justified. The sentence says that he is suspended from the ministry
“till such time as he shall give satisfactory evidence of repentance.”

Dr. Machen denounces the trial as altogether unfair. The commission:
refused to permit the introduction of evidence pertaining to the Auburn
Affirmation and the teachings of the Princeton faculty, evidence by means
of which Dr. Machen intended to show that the Presbyterian Board of
Foreign Missions is countenancing false teachings, espousing or tolerating:
doctrinal errors contained in the Auburn Affirmation. Evidently the chief
question which the commission considered was whether Dr.Machen had:
obeyed the order of the General Assembly to cease being identified with
the Independent Board. That this order had not been complied with and
that Dr. Machen had no intention of bowing to it was of course very evi-
dent and distinetly avowed by himself.

One feels very sorry to see that this Preshbyterian commission felt it
should condemn a man who perhaps more valiantly and ably than anybody
else at the present time has been defending the great Bible-teachings de--
clared matters of indifference in the Auburn Affirmation, namely, the fulk
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truthfulness of Scripture, the virgin birth of Christ, His substitutionary
«death as a sacrifice to satisfy divine justice, His bodily resurrection, and
His miracles. The works of Dr. Machen, Christianity and Liberalism, The
Origin of Paul’s Religion, and The Virgin Birth, are considered classics
-even outside of Fundamentalist circles. The very commission condemning
him could not avoid acknowledging “the great service he had done the
‘cause of Christian scholarship and in the field of orthodox thought.”

To show that in opposing the Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions
‘he is merely fulfilling a duty as a Christian and protesting against un-
belief, which is tolerated by this board, Dr.Machen points to books used
-at Nanking University, a union institution in China, which has been re-
ceiving the assistance of the Presbyterian Board. One of these books is
Jesus of Nazareth, by George A. Barton. These sentences are found there:
“It is quite unnecessary to suppose that Lazarus was really dead; that
‘was only the belief of Palestinian peasants.” “The nature of His [Jesus’]
resurrection is not so certain. ... Was His body, which was buried in the
‘tomb, actually reanimated, . . . or was it simply the spirit of Jesus which
made itself manifest to the spirits of His disciples?”’” ‘“The account [con-
cerning the widow of Nain’s son] was written by one who had only the
knowledge of that time and who, in common with all about him, believed
the young man to have been dead. There is nothing in the story, however,
inconsistent with the idea that a state of coma had been mistaken for death
and that Jesus, with His uncommon psychic or magnetic power, had aroused
him from that state.” (Quoted in the Lutheran Companion.)

We can well understand the holy wrath of Dr. Machen in seeing that
‘the official mission hoard of his Church identifies itself, even though in-
directly, with the spreading of views of such a nature.

It seems that a reaction is setting in, in favor of the condemned man.
'The Literary Digest quotes the editor of the Presbyterian of the South as
saying that “because of Dr. Machen’s high Christian character and his
-outstanding work in the Church his conviction, under the circumstances,
‘will do the Church more harm than it will do him.” The editor of the
Presbyterian is quoted in the same journal as stating that “steps are being
‘taken to have rescinded the direction of the last assembly under which
Dr. Machen now suffers this suspension from his ministerial office. All
-over the country pastors and people are becoming impatient with the
-official leadership in the Church which has allowed this chaotic confusion,
whereby belief finds itself on the defensive and enthusiasm for the historic
‘witness of the Church finds itself thrust out from the Church, which is
organized to bear that witness.” Dr.Machen has appealed to the Synod
of New Jersey. If he fails to find justice there, he may take his case
to the General Assembly. The Philadelphia Presbytery has decided to
-ask the Synod of New Jersey to set aside the verdict of the New Brunswick
Presbytery. The moderator of the Presbytery of New York, according to
the Literary Digest, has paid Dr. Machen a remarkable tribute, declaring
that the decision against him “is the more regrettable because Dr. Machen
‘has steadily upheld those doctrines which historically have stood central
in Reformed theology. In an age of loose thinking, of vague conjecture in
“Christian faith, his position has heen clear-cut, definite, the fruit of in-
‘tellectual honesty and passionate convietion.”
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The question seems to be whether the machinery of the Church, which
is dominated by Modernists or by lukewarm adherents of the old teachings,
is to win in this struggle or ardent loyalty, at times probably of the
irugged sort, to the old confessional positions. A.

Some More Papyrus Fragments. —In the Toronto Daily Star of
-April 20, 1935, an article was published by Dr. H. Idris Bell, keeper of
manuscripts at the British Museum. Last year the British Museum ac-
‘quired three papyrus fragments which contain material pertaining to Jesus.
‘The time of writing of these papyri is supposed to have been 150 A.D.
Dr. Bell gives the following translation of what is readable in the three
fragments: —

<«

a2) When they have for ye have, or he has] shut up [the...] in [...]
place . .. it [?] has been secretly placed under . .. [? why is] its weight
unweighed.

“b) And when they were perplexed at [His] strange question, Jesus,
as He walked, stood still [on the] edge of the [riv]er Jordan and stretched
‘forth [His] right hand, He . . . and sprinkled it upon the . ..

“c) And then ... water that had been sp[rinkled?] ... and it ...
‘be[fore them] and sent forth fruit. .. .”

According to Dr. Bell the conjectures of several scholars would restore
‘the text to read as follows: “When they [or ye, etc.] have shut the seed
in a hidden place, when it is laid out of sight in the earth, why does its
-abundance become immeasurable [literally, why does its weight become
unweighed]? And when they were perplexed at His strange question,
Jesus, as He walked, stood still on the edge of the river Jordan and
-stretched forth His right hand, He filled it with [or, He brought] corn
and sprinkled it upon the river. And then, taking water on which the
corn had been sprinkled, He cast it upon the land; and it was quickened
[or, it sprang up] before them and sent forth fruit.”

Dr. Bell admits that a good deal of doubt attaches to this restoration,
and he says that probably it ought to be rejected. It may be that these
fragments, written in Greek, belong to some apoeryphal gospel. We may
«class them with the so-called Logia of Jesus, which were found in papyri
in Egypt by Grenfell and Hunt. At any rate, what is stated here does not
seem to have any connection with material in our gospels. A,

Another Stanza for ‘“America.”” — Rev. Benjamin Copeland, who
belongs to the Methodist Church in Buffalo, N.Y., has written 2 new con-
cluding stanza for the so-called “national hymn.” According to the Chris-
tian Century “the revised hymn will probably appear in the new Meth-
odist hymnal.” We here reprint the stanza.

May all the nations share,

Lord God, Thy gracious care,
Thy name adore.

Praise to the Prince of Peace!
His kingdom gtill increase,

Till wrong and wars shall cease
Forevermore.

One wonders how Jews and other enemies of Christ will take to the sugges-
tion that this stanza be added. A,
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Noted Lutheran Composer Passes On.— The Lutheran Companion
informs its readers that Dr. J. Victor Bergquist of Minneapolis, Minn., who«
was well known as organist, composer, conductor, and educator, died on
February 28, being fifty-eight years old. “His ability as a composer doubt-
less found its highest expressiom in ‘Golgotha,” an oratorio composed in
1904/5 and inspired by his witnessing the famous Pasgion Play at Ober--
ammergau in 1800.” The hymnal of the Augustana Synod contains five-
tunes which were composed by him. A.

Can It Be True? — The News Bulletin of the National Lutheran
Council reports: “For the first time in the history of the Chicago Federa--
tion of Churches the presiding officer will be a Lutheran clergyman, the-
Rev. Joshua Oden, pastor of Irving Park Church, having been honored by
election as president at the annual meeting in January.” Can it be true,.
not, that a Lutheran was singled out for that position, but that a Lutheran
minister was willing to become the head of such a heterogeneous organiza-
tion, where he must fraternize not only with Fundamentalists, but with
outspoken Modernists as well? A.

I1. Ausland.

Luther und HMe evangelifhe Miffion. lnter diefer berfdrift bradte
bie . €. L. 8. in ihren lebten drei Nummern eine Reife bon Ariifeln, torin
RQutherd Standbpuntt ber IMiffion gegeniiber eingefhend ersriert fourde. Einige:
Sglufnotigen, die der Schreiber feimem TleBten UYuffak anfiigt, mdgen bder
Wichtigleit ber Sadje Halber Hier tveitergegeben tverden. Wir lefen: ,Dreier=
Tei bleibt jedenfalld das Werbdienft pon Luiber: Wir finden bei ihm eine
irflidje Sdjeidbung ded ChrijtliGen bon dem Nidtdriftligen. Das ift in
einer Beit, die alle Grengen verifdjen, alle Graben einebnen modte, bon
grifter Bebeutung., Die mifjionterende Rirde Hat allen Grund, i in
biefen ©tiiden auf Quther zu befinnen. Er reidit uns ferner den Uriabne=
faben, Der uns fidjer durd) die Jrrfale und Wirtfale der Religionsgeichidhte
fihrt.  €r madt und endlid) frei bon jeder falfhen Bejorgnis. Die Be=
jdhdftigung mit der Frembdreligion ift unfdddlid). Wix bebdiirfen Feiner
Berfdleierung, aber qud) feiner Verunglimpfung ded egners. Luthers.
Berhalten zum Korandrud degd Biblianber ift dafilr inftrubtiv. Ullerdings,
ba3d Chriftentum bdarf nidt die {tbergeugung bverlieren, daf e3 bdie allein
tafre Religion ift, jonft ift dasdfelbe {Hublod gegen den Ubfall ,angefidhts
bed Roran und desd Unidhauens fo vieler frommer Thrfen'. Man foll alfo
Ieine Meligionspergleidung Dbetretben, jondern bdie Sdrift geltend maden.
Daz ift etne golbene Pijfionsregel.

»Wenn foir am SHluf nod) einmal fragen, warum Luither fein PMiffions=
toerf in Gang gebradyt Hat, dann miiffen tvix und jagen: Weil er der Mif=
fionar Deuti@lands ift. Fiir Cuther war jebenfalld bie Reformation Deutid-
lanb3 feine Miffionierung; denn fiix ihn war die rdimifde Religion die
jpezififche nidtdriftlicge Religion. Unbd diefesd grofe Miffionsiert nurkte
etft gum Ubjhlup gebradyt fwerden, wenn dasd miffionierte DVeutfdhland feiner=
jeits ein neuesd Mifjionsivert beginnen follte. Daf {dGon bdreizehn Jabhre
nad) feinem Tod, alfo 1559, der eble Guftab Waja bon Sdtveden umnter
Dent Rappen einen erften lutherijen Miffionsveriud unternahm, der leider
{deiterte, twar jedenfalld ganz itm Sinn Hesd Neformators.

#Abolf Kiberle jagt einmal: ,Reiner und audy Ieine Theologie und exjt
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redjt feine Sirdje entzielht i) ungeftraft dem Miffionsbefehl.” Undg Luibher
foeif bon diefer Werpflichiung Der Rivdhe gur Heibenmiffion; bariiber Hat
et fidy an dret Stellen mit unviderfpredlicher Klarheit gedupert. So fagt ex
pon ber Bergangenheit: ,E3 ift dad allerbefte Wer¥, daf die Heiden aus
ber Ubgotterei zu Gottesd Crfenntnig find gefithrt fworden’, und aud) bon
ber Gegenivart: ,&3 {ollen die Ehriften aud) dagu viel Frudht durd) das
Wort unter allen Heiden {daffen, biel belehren und felig maden. Das
gilt fitr alle Beit: Oportet semper progredi ad eos, quibus non praedica-
tum, ut plures fiant." (Wir miiffen immerfort zu denen borivdrtsd jdreiten,
benen nid)t gepredigt foorben ift, bamit fie mehr fverden.) Un bdiefem
gottlichen PMup Hangt der Veftand Der evangelifdhenn Miffion. Hdatten foir
nid)t8 von Luibher als nur died eine Wort, {o ivdre Jinreidend ertviefen,
bap die epbangelifdhe Miffion aller Beiten fid getroft auf Luther berufen
barf.” Bergeffen mwerden darf YHier aber aud) nidt, wie fehr LQuiher der
guten Sadje der evangeliffen Weltmiffion gerade aud) durd) feine Bibel-
itberfebung gedient hat. Die ebangelijhe Weltmiffion ift eine direfte Frudt
Der offenen Bibel und des darin geoffenbdarten und allen Simdern fret er-
toorbenen und angebotenen offenen Himmels. 3. & M.

Ronfefiionefle Unbufifertigfeit? Unter bdiefer itber{drift jdhreibt Prof.
D. Yermann Safje, Erlangen, ,ein Wort gum Verjtandnid desd Tutherifden
RKonfeffionalidmusd”, dem fvir die folgendben Sdbe (aud der dritten Serie)
entnefimen: Dielnion ift Befenntnisdlofigleit [bon ihm felbjt
Perborgehoben]. Das ift die Lehre der RKirdjengejdhidite ded neungehnten
Safhrhunderts. Die Einfithrung der Unionen in Deutjdland ift die genaue
Tirdjenge{dhichtliche Baxallele zu der Uuperfraftfebung der reformatorijden
Belenniniffe in den Kirdhen der Schiveiz und in zahlreien andern Rirden-
gemeinfdaften ehemald reformierfen DBefenuinifies. Die Forberung der
Auflofung ber deutfden Unionen ift nidjts anbderesd alsd der Ruf nady der
Wiederherftellung desd Vefenniniffes, ber Heute durch die Kirden der Sdhiveiz
und andere calbiniftifge Sirden flingt. [ene von bdielen ihrer Wertreter
natiiclich nidht gefvollte, bon anbern aber feit Generationen beipupt erfirebte
Befenntnislofigleit ift aud) der tiefere Grunbd fiir bdie RKraftlofigfeit bder
Union. . .. Das ift der {diverfte BVorivurf, den man der Union von ifhrem
eigenen Standpunft ausd maden mup, daf fie e3 nie in ihrer eigenen PMitte
aur Einbeit gebracht Hat. E3 gibt Unierte, die fiir ihre Perfon Fonfefjionelle
RQutheraner ober Reformierie jein twollen und es audh find und die nur ausd
fircgenorganifatorifdien Griinden eine gemeinjame Verivaltung ber externa
ber Sirde wollen. ‘€5 gibt linierte, die weder RQuileraner nod) Reformierte
fein tollen, fondern bdie fih) zu einer befonderen Yudprdagung bded evan-
gelifdjen Chriftentums befennen, foobei diefer ,unierte’ Typus bald als Yihere
Einheit von (uthertj® und reformiert verftanden ivicd, bald al3 ein gemein=
James Heiligtum, por deflen Beireten man die fonfeffionellen Schube aus-
suziefen fat. €8 gibt Unierte, die mit gangem Ernjt die groBen gemein-
Griftliden Dogmen bon der Heiligen Drefeinigleit und bon der Gottmenidhheit
&&fu Chrifti fefthalten. €3 gibt andere Unierte, die folde alten ,griedhijden’
Dogmen ald ungeitgemdh ablefnen. €3 gibt Unierte, weldje bie Yutoritat
Der Heiligen Sdrift allen Anfpriifen der menjdhliden BVernunft gegeniiber
behoupten. €8 qibt anbdere Unierte, die in ber BVibel nur ein Dofument der
menjdlidgen Religionsgefhidte jefen. . . . Wictlidh, e3 ift die Hodfte Beit,
Dafy der Uneinigleit zwifden ben Unfingern der Union ein €nde gemadt
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toird, baf bie Unhdnger bDer religion in which we all agree un3 fagei.
foorin fie benn eigentlid) itbereinftimmen. . . . Wad bleibt ung Konfeifio=
nellen nody iibrig? €3 bleibt ung faum ettwad anbered iibrig, ald baf twir:
bie Unierten fiir einige Beit fid) felbjt iiberlaffen, damit fie, ungeftort durdy
Tonfeffionelle Bivifdencufe, i mun endlid) unieren, fid) dariiber einigem
Ponnen, twad fie denn nun lelren, ob fie eine Lehre, ein BVefenninid Haben.
und ob bie Union eine Sonfeffion iff ober nidht. . . . Sdulier an Sdulier
tverben ivir fiir dad RQebendred)t der alten aud der Reformation geborenem
epangelifden Rirden Deut{dhlandsd fampfen gegen die Untwafhrhaftigheit ber
religion in which we all agree de3 meungefnten Jafhrhunderts. Denn tvir
foifjfen, baf nidyt ein agreement iiber religitfe Gefithle und Ffirdlidge Ein=
vidjtungent, fondern allein Der consensus de doctrina evangelii et de ad-
ministratione sacramentorum die Gemein{daft der {idjtbaren Rirde {Hafft.”

31 begug auf Barth urteilt D. Saffe: , Denn felbft fwenn man ammimmi,.
bak e3 in Deutfhland zu einer Union fame, fpad fodre damit fiir dagd Ber-
palinis der lutherijden und der reformierten firden der Welt geonnen?
BWir Hatten dann den Fehler der deutfden Unionen ded neungehnten Jahr-
hunbertd nur in groferem Mahitab wiederholt. Dad alled Hat Varth nidt
verftefen foollen; er Yat e3 aud) nidit begreifent ¥dnnen, daf veder {eine
Iheologie nod) irgendivelde @edanfen und CErfafrungen ded firdliden
Rebens der jiingften Beit ung einen Weg gegeigt Haben, wie denn die Kluft
Zwifdgen ber Tutherifden und der veformierten Abendmaflslehre ohne innere
Unwahrhaftigleit auf beiden Seiten iiberbriidt iverben Hnnie. Die For-
berungen, die er an un3d ftellte, waren die Forderungen eines Pannes, der
fich zur Reformation unjerer Kirdje berufen glaubi, einer Kirde, der er felbjt
gar nidht angehort, in der er fein Wmt befleidet, bie er von Haud ausd nidi
et und um Deren Werftdndniz er {idh offenbar aud) nidht ernjthaft be
mitht Hat.  Wber fo aufmerfjomr fvir den Tpeologen Barth gehort Haben,
ald Reformator vermibgen foir thn nidt anguerfennen. Wir vermibgen am
thnt jedenfalld nicht den gottlidgen Uuftrag zu exfennen, unjere RKirde
s reformieren. ill er veformieren, glaubt er {id) bagu berufen, danm
tufe er die Sirdjen feimer Heimat, dann rufe er die vton der Reformation
abgefallenen reformierten und predbyterianijden Rirdjen Dder Welt zum
Beferninid ber BVéter und gum Wort Gottes guriid. Wir Lutheraner wollen,
otpeit e3 in unferer Madit teht, dasdjelbe mit dben Kirdjen unfers BVefenni=
niffes tun. Dasd allein ift der Weg Hrdliden Handelnsd, der Weg Dder
unbedingten Wahrhaftigleit, von dent die Rirdje CEhrifti fih niemald ab-
drangen Iaffenn darf. . . . Denn nod) fteht zivi{den ber ,evangelijd=luthe-
rifdgen” und der ,nad Gotted Wort reformierten” RKirde die tfiefe Kluft
in ber Qefre pon Redhifertigung und Prabdeftination, bon der Heiligen SPrift
und dem Verhalinid von Gefeb und Ebangelivm, pom Saframent des Altars,
pom geiftlidgen Amt und bon der BVerfaffung der Rirdje. Hod) Haben twir e3
nidgt gu jenem Konfenjud gebradjt, ofne den e3 nad) ber Rehre Luthersd
und der [utherifen Kirde bdie tvolle firdlide Gemeinfdaft nidit geben
fann. . . . o toridht folite fein Teolog fein, zu meinen, dak efva bed=
foegen, jveil in Der gegenivdrtigen &ituation unferer deutjdjen Nirdjen bdie
Abendmabhislehre in unfern Uuseinanderfebungen feine Rolle {pielt, bdie
Frage nad) der iirfliden Gegentvart ped Leibed und Bluted CEhrifti im
Saframent ded Altars nidht melhr eine gang groge, Lirdjen und Konfeffio-
nen trennende Frage fei: folange aber jene Kluft zwifden den RKirden
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Dejteht, Dbleibt uns nidhts, ald gang ehrlid) und gugleid in aller RQiebe den
Weg Der ftrengjten Walhrhaftigleit zu gehen.” Die grofe Unmwabhrhafiigs
feit einer Union, die tm Grund feine Union ift, fpridt fid in diefen Worten
Har aus. Das hier Gejagte foll und in tweiterer Anivendbung dazu dienern,
paf twir unsd BPierzulande die Gefalren einer Union, die bodh feine fvalfre
Union ift, ebrlid) bor Augen Halten, aud) wenn die Differengen anbderer Urt
find al3 bie, bie zwifden Luiheranern und Reformierten Deftehen. Dad
Wort Saffed: ,Union ift BVefenntnidlofigfeit”, namlid dann, wenn Fragen
ber Refhre und der gefunden Praris iibergangen iwerden, ift ein fiir unfere
Beit widtiges Wort, dad befherzigt twerden iwill, 3TN,

Unfere Profefioven. Unter diefer fberjhrift ridjtet die ,A. €. L K.¥
einen Idangeren Yufruf an die Profefjoren der deut{den theologijden Hod=
{dulen, {idh an bem Befenninisfampf zu beteiligen. €3 ift ein Ruf, der
ung einen tiefen BUE fun lift in die Gebanfen, die jept driftlidhe Kreife
in Deutf@land Dbeivegen. Raummangeld fvegen fnnen foir nur einige
ParagrapPen zitteren. Wir lefen: ,An alled ift der Wedruf der neuen Jeit
Berangeireten, an Gtaat und Bolf, an Kirde und Sdule, an Wrbeiter und
Bauern. Aud) an die Hodifdullelhrer der Theologie ift der Ruf ergangen;
Haben fie ihn vernommen? Jawohl Jaben fie ihn bernomumen; fie find aus
threx ftillen Gelefhrienflauie in die Yrena ded Geiftexfampfesd, ded Rirden=
fampfed, hinabgejtiegen und Haben der Rirde unidhapbare Dienfte geleiftet.
&3 mwar wie eine Yuferftehung der grofen Beit pon einft, in der bie theo-
logijden Fafultaten nod) bie Rehrer und Raigeber der Rirdhe twaren, die
pon Der Rirdje um ifhr Urieil angegangen mirden, fwenn fie bon faliden
Lehren und Wirren YHetmgefudht foar. . . . Gin neued Fafultdtenbild trift
bamit vor unfere Nugen, ein Fafultdtenbild der Kivche. Borbei ijt die Jeit,
da ein Hodfdullefrer e3 bifentlid) berneinte, zum Dienft an Dder Kirche
perpflichiet zu fein. Wiffenfdaft fei Wiffenfdaft, die Wiffenjdaft fei zu
pflegen, in die Wiffenfdaft jei der Student eingufithren. Was geht und
bie Rirde, wasd ihr BVefenninid an? So dbadhte nid)t blof der eine, fo
dadjten piele und faben ofne Niid{idht auf bdle Kirdje in vielen Buhorern
ben Bibelglauben untergraben und fie fo gunm Unut i Vefenninid der Kivdge
untitdjtiq gemadit. Die Rirdhe trauerte daritber; fjie fwurdbe nidht fertig
bamit, dafy bie theologifden Fafultaten nidt mefr iHre Fafultdten fein
follten; Denn bon biefen Fafultdten Her mubte fie dodh ihre Pfarrer be-
giehen, und fie jollte nichid bazgu jagen ditrfen?”

E3 foird Dann fveiter betont, daf ber Rirche dod tmmer einige glaubige
Iheologen erfalten geblieben find, Denen {ie den Nadivuchsd bibelglaubiger
Rfarrer verdbanfte. Darauf fahrt dbas BVlatt fort: ,Die Rirdje ruft in die
Horiale finein, in die Profefjorenftuben: Rirde in MNot! Khr Profefforen,
Heraus an die Front, Yerauf auf die Walle! 1nd was ift die Not der Kirde?
Manded twdre zu nennen; eine HYauptz und Grundnot iff {hr Mangel an
Fheologie, ihre Hilflofigleit und Fafjungslofigieit, als vie eine Springflut
bie Gatularifation in die Sirde Dereinbrad), den Glauben der Bater, ben
Baugrund desd Belenntnijfed, iiberfdivenurend. Sdon frither eclebie bie
Kirde Sturmfluten; man denfe ettva an den Dreifigjahrigen Krieg. Uber
ba Yatte fie ihre THeologen, thre feftgefdulten Pfarrer, die wie Saulen in
Sdrift und Befenninis ftanden; aug den iiberflutenden Waffern Hoben fich
WManner toie Jobann Wrnd, Paul Gerhardt, Philippusd NRicolai unbd toie

30
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fie alle Heigen, an denen die Sturmflut brad). Dasd Marden bon der Beit
per ,toten Orifhodorie’ wird ja nur nod) bon tHeologifdhen Kindern
geglaubt. Die Wiffenjhaft Hat e3 lingft eriviefen, dak e3 eine ,lebenbige
Beit ohnegleidfen fvar, eine Beit von Felfenmannern, bdie Bliitegeit de3
Rirdenlieded. Wo find Yeute die Felfenmdnner unter den Herolden ber
neuen ra, o die PWanner flaren, theologifhen Denfensd? €3 ware nie
fo foeit in der Rirdje geformmen, zu folder Verfvirrung, zu joldem Sid=
nidyt-nehr-LVerftehen, mwenn thre Pfarrer alle aud dem Siahlbad einer ge=
funden, ftrajfen Theologie Yergeformen fodren. Biele iwiffen gar nidit
mehr, a8 Theologie ift. Jns Uferlofe, SHhwarmerijde, gehen ifre Reben
und Gebanfen, eine fnodenlofe Theologie; alled Cmpfindbung, Entaiiden,
Sdwimmen in Gefithlen! Gefviy jind eingelne, die man ald Theologen
anjpredjen darf, die mit gefdfulten Sinnen eine irflige Theologie vers
treten, freilich nidht die Theologie der Offenbarung. Bielmehr find jie mehr
ober minder Sdhiiler und Forifeper der jogenanmtien Iiberalen® Theologie,
bie {heinbar der Wergangenfeit angehirt, in Wahrheit Geute Auferjtehungs-
fefte fetert, nur mit anbern BVorzeidjen. Wber ind allgemeine gefehen, Hat
die Theologie, die den Namen berdient, Heute nur nod) wenig Heimitdtten
in ben Pfarrhdufern; man Hat anberesd zu tun, ald Theologie zu jtubdieren.
Man merkt gar nidt, bi8 zu weldem Maf man bon Luther und dbem Be=
fenntnid der Nutheriien SNirdje abgeglitten ift. Man glaubt nod), darin
au fteden, glaubt e3 efrlidhen Hergens, betont e3 bei jeder Gelegenbeit, und
e3 ift bod) nidt viel mehr da ald Shall und Raud). Goldmiingen bietet
man aud; Dbefieht man {ie ndfer, jo it e8 Mejfing. €38 gibt fein Wort
ber Sdrift, feinen Nrtifel bes Glaubens, der nidht irgendivie entleert ober
umgedeute! fviirde, Wir fwollen nidht im eingelnen nadjveifen, tvie diefe
smodernfte’ Theologie Dereits 18 zur direften BVerleugmumg der efvigen Wahez
Deiten geformen ift. Rur bad fei feftgeftellt, baf wir twieder reditfdaifene
Theologie brauden, feine Feuilletontheologie, jondern denfgeiibte, mannlide
Theologie, wie fie Quiher Hatte, eine theologia sancta, bie mit Harem Yuge
bie @eifter priift und die ihr bon Gott zugetviefenen Uufgaben erfennt,
HNufgaben aus der CEivigleit fiir bie Beit. Und bagu jollen ,umfere’ Pro=
fefforen Belfen. Wie da3? JBunadjt in den Horfalen, diefen Brunnen-
jtuben fiir bag fonmende Sefchlecht der Vrebiger, diefen Sdhmiedetwertitatien,
aud Deren ein Hart gefdmicdetesd Theologengefdhledht fvieder Herborgerufen
fwerden muB, Denfer und Befenmer, die fih nidht vbon jedbem Wind der Beit
fverfen Yaffert. Weiter durd) Sffentliche BVortrdage, indbem f{ie einfpringen,
foo die Stitrme blafen; Ddann durd) dag {Griftliche Wort in Biidern, Schrif-
ten und theologifden Beit{driften. Unfere Theologen wmiiffen in3 iveite
Rirdenfeld Hinaus, fwo bie Kirde jie Yort, Pfarrer und Laien, Bifdhdfe und
Gemeinden; fie miiffen ein Satheder Haben, fwo Taufende zu thren Fitgen
figen. Diefed Latheder ift die Rircjengeitung. . . . it €8 zu biel, venn ivir
jagen, dah BHeute ein jonderlidher Gottedruf en unfere Profefforen ergeht?
Sie gehoren mit zur ringenden Nirdje. Gott Hat jie an den erften Plob
geftellt; ®ott ruft, die firdpe ruft. Gefegnet feien unfere Rrofefjoren, die
mit thren Hohen Gaben in die Reiben treten, Rufer im Streit ber RKriege
pes H&rn!l”

Diefer dringende, die Herzen erfditternde Wedruf fteht in merfivite=
digem Gegenjab zu der Meinung, die man hierzulande manderorts in luthe-
rifden Kreifen ausdgefproden fat, ndmlid) dba man die theologifden Pro=
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fefforen vie aud) die Paftoren, die dag Vereinigungswert auffalten fwollen,
Heifeitefchieben unbd bafiic Laten die fithrende Stellung gumweifen folle. Bieles,
fwad Yier gefdrieben fteht, gilt gemwip aud) dem theologijden Brofefjoren
unferd Qanbded, o jebt aud) {o mande verderblidje Stilrme iiber die Kirdie
Binbraufen. 3.2Mm.

Die Polizei im Dienfte der dent{hen Neidsfirdhe. Sie forgt dafiix,
baf Die LWelt fvenig erfabrt itber die gegenivirtigen Firdilichgen Buftdnde
und BVorfommmuiffe in Deutidland. Man lieft da 3. B. in der ,Ep.-Luth.
Fretfivdge” vom 10. Marz: ,Mitteilung. Nummer 1 2e8 laufenden Jahr-
gangd unfers PBlattes ift wegen ded Ub{dnitted tm BVoriwort, der fih mit
Befenninisficde und Befenninidfront befakte, polizeilich bejdlagnahmt fvor=
ben und fann bafer nidyt geliefert werben.” Sdon am 16, Nobember borigen
Jahres lad man in der . €. 2. R.7: ,Bur Notiz. Wegen desd neuven Prefjes
perbotd De3 Reiddinnenntinifters find in defer Nummer alle Dohumente
itber bie jiingften fircdlidgen Ereignifie weqgeblieben.” [m der Nummer vom
8. Marz 1935 durfte dagd Vereinbarungsdobument ber Bifdhofe bon Han=
nober, Bahern und Wiirttemberg (Marahrens, PMeifer, Wurm), daz eine
engere Sujanunenarbeit der (utherifdien Lanbdesfivdhen bei ftrenger Bindung
an bie Reidhstirdenverfajfung von 1983 in bie Wege leiten {oll, nur aus-
sugsiveife verdffentlidht werden. ,Der gingliche Abdrud des Wktenftiides
nady dem Wmisgblatt der Eb.=Quth. Sirde in Bahern bom 22. Februar ourde
unsd pon der Jenjur unterfagt. Die SPriftleitung.” Die Verdffentlicdhung
eines Crlafles bed NeidhZerziefungdminifters NRuft in der Rumumer vom
22, Marg ift bon der Jenfur nidt berboten fworben. ,Der Erlaf ridtet fidh
an bie theologifdien Fafultdten und unterfagt defen jede Teilnafme am
Rirdenftreit. Die evangelifd-theologijden Fatultdten Yaben {icd jeber Hifent-
lidgen Stellungnahme zum Rirdjenitreit zu enthalten, und zmwar forwohl bet
ihrer RQelrtatigeit toie aud) bei fonftigen mit ihrem Ymt berbundenen
Bilicgten. Die Teilnalhme, baw. Mitarbeit an freigebildeten Frglichen BVer-
einigungen it nur nad) einer durd) Gefud) eingufolenden Genehmigung bed
Minifters geftattet. Dabei muf der Gejudhjteller fich verpflichten, dap er
Den ftaatlid) anerfannten Kirdgenbefirden den jhuldigen Dienit leiftet, und
eine @rflarung bdabingehend abgeben, dap die Defreffende Firdhliche Ber-
einigung fiir den nationaljozialiftiien Gtaat einfritt.” — Was fiir polizei-
fwidbrige Yuslajjungen finden fidh fwohl in jener gefdbhrlichen Numumer der
HSreifivdge” 2 RNad) Umerifa ift fie geliefert toorden. Jit e3 biefer Para-
graph: ,So ijt e8 — leidber — aqud) in der ,Befenninidfront!, die fid) im
lebten Jabre innerhalb der ,Deutfden Epangeliffen Rirde’ gebildet hat.
n diefe Front fonnen foiv und nidt ftellen, tweil fvir die Uniwahrhaftigleit
nicht mitmaden fdnnen, die darin Defteht, dak man ,Befenninis, Belenni-
nig!l ruft und dann dodh befenninidmwidrig Handell und ben Feinben ded
PBelenntniffes Raumr zur Verbrettung ifrer [rrlehren gewvahrt”? Obder
diefer Raragraph: ,E8 fat Hirglid) einer, der nidhi zur Freifivdje gehort,
jondern Rehrer der Rfirdjengeidhidite an einer ftaatlidhen Univerfitdt ijt,
Prof. D. Hermann Saffe in Erlangen, gefdrieben: ,Cine Freifirdge fann
tiefer im Herzen ded Volfed, in Demt fie lebt, berfvurgelt fein und mebr
filx Die inmere und duiere Gefdhidhte des betreffenden Boltd bebeuten als
ein mithfam aufredterfaltenes ftaatsliv@liches ebilbe mit bielen Privis
Tegient, alten Formen und theoretifhen Anipriiden, die niemand mehr ernit
nimmt. €3 it audy feinestvegd o, daf von einer fogenannten BVolfsfirde
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irgendivelde miffionarijden Wirfungen auf dad WVolf ausgehen mitkten.
PMan fann im Gegenteil von fveiten Gegenden Deutihlanbds behaupten,
baf die Boltskrde dort mehr eine narkotifierende (bas Heift, einfdhldfernde)
al3 eine mifjionierende Wirkung ausiibt.’ (Kirdl. Jahrbud), 1934, . 12.)“ 2
Cin getwdhnlidher Biittel toiixde Hier nidhts Staatdgefihrlides fehen fonmen.
Der auf die Totalitatsidee desd Naziftaatsd eingeftellte Bitttel Hingegen fann
o ettwasd nidt hingehen laffen.

Sn der jingften Beit Haite bie Rirdenpolizei (identifd mit Staats=
poliget) alle Hinde voll. Die Velenninidiynode Hatte die angeftrebte und
vielfeitig geiibte Bergitterung bed Siaatd aufs {darfite berurteilt, und
(Bericht bes ,Rirdenblaits” pom 13. Wpril) ,bdie Verurteilung foucrde al3
Proflamation am 10. Mérz in allen ebangelijfen Kirdjen Preuhens, deren
Pajtoren bdbie Autoritdt der Shnobde anerfennen, von den Rangeln Jerab
verlefen. Die Hauptftellen der Thefen der Shnode lauten: ,Wir {eben, ivie
unfer Bolf pon einer tidblidjen Gefahr bedroht ift. Diefe Gefalr Defteht
in einer newen Religion, die eine Yuflehnung gegen bad erfte Gebot bar-
ftellt. Sie erridhtet Den Mythod pon Raffe und Blut. Sie madyt aus Blut,
Raffe, Nation, Ehre und Freiheit Jdole an Stelle Gotted. Die neue Re=
ligion verlangt Glauben an ein ewiged Deutidhland. Nad diefem unfinnigen
Glauben fann fid) der Menfdh felbft reditfertigen und felbft erlifen. Eine
berartige Auffaijung Hat nidhid melhr mit dem pofitiven Chriftentunm zu tun,
fonbern ijt bie Rebre bes Untidrifts. . . . Der Gtaat Yat feine Soubverdnitat
bort Gott. Die KRirde anerfennt die Unttoritdt des Staatesd, tvie jie durd)
®ottes Wort begriindet und begrengt ijt; aber jie faun {ich nidht beugen
bor Der Forderung bed Totalitaisftaates. . . . Die Kirde ift verpfliditet,
ihre im Namen Gottes getauften Ungehorigen bor einer pHilofophifden
und religidfen Crziehung zu befvafren, welde die Heilige Schrift berjtiim=
mtelt und ablefnt, um die Geifter fitr den Glauben an den neuwen Iythos
zu bildben. . . . Die Rirdje muf dariiber waden, dbak dad Beten fiir die ge-
febmdgige Yutoritiat, bas ihr durd) Gottes Wort befofhlen ift, nidt zu einer
Bergottung und Ynbetung von Madt und Menfdenivert twicd. Die Kirche
fwarnt por einem Gogendienjt, durd) den fvir unsd den Jornm und die Ver=
bammung Gotted zuziehen fviirden. . . . Die geheime Staatdpolizei ber=
Daftete die Haupifadlidjten Fithrer der BVefenninisfirdhe, die VWiarrer Nie-
mbller, [Jacoby, Hilderbrandt und mefrere andere, im Augenblid, als fie
jich anfcpictten, die {don mitgeteilten Thefen zu berlefen. Bis fest find
rund 100 PRfarrer in Berlin und in der Proving” (in gang Deut{dland
700 ober mehr, nad) den Beridjien der Tagespreife) ,feftgenonumnen foor=
Den. . . . Jn Der Pfarrei Niemolersd, in Dallem, verfanumelten fidy bie
@laubigen bor der verjdhloflenen Kirdje und begannen bdag Lutherlied zu
fingen: ,@in’ fefte Burg.” (Bu den Thefen bemerft Had , Kirdjenblatt”:
»Eritens: Bu befpunbdern ift ber Mut und die Kraft, mit denen Hier Beugnis
abgelegt foird gegent da3, twad nidht redt ift, und dad Untidriftentum bed
ftaatliden Tofalitdt8aniprudid ald folded gebrandmar¥ fwird. — Biveis
tens: Dasd Proton=Pfeudosd, der erfte und Grundfehler, der altpreupifden
Union lag vor iiber einem Jahrhunbdert barin, daf fie fid) damals bor dbem
Gtaat gebeugt und die Union iberfaupt angenomumen Hat. Hier Hhatte ge-
golten: Principiis obsta, foiderftehe den Unfangen! — Dritfens: Wenn
Der Totalitdtdaniprudy ded Staaid ald antidriftlid) erfannt twicd, {o wdre
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die eingtg richtige Konfequenz die, daf bdie Kirdpe fidh) von fold einem an-
fpruchsbollen Staate [5ft und fret madt. Denique tandem, endlid) einmall”)

Die im Dienfte der in dem Staat aufgegangenen Kirche ftehenbde Rolizet
foird nod) mehr zu tun Yaben, fvenn die Heute (den 26, April) in der Taged=
preffe verdffentlichte Nadridt auf Wahrheit beruht. “Berlin, April 25.—
Nazi Germany moved to-day to eliminate the last vestiges of non-Nazi
influence from the German press. A mew law, effective immediately, makes
the entire church press, Catholic and Protestant and all Jewish organs
still existing, directly subject to Nazi control. The law, signed by Max
Amann, president of the Reich Press Chamber, gives the owners and pub-
lishers three to six months’ grace to bring their publications into line
with the new requirements. Salient features of the legislation are: 1. No
newspaper henceforth may serve interests other than those of the Nazi
state. 2. No newspaper may be subsidized by any outside interests.” 1nd
in ber ebitoriellen Spalte ded Blattes, dem ivir diefe PMelbung entnehuen,
Deift e3: “Church publications in Germany have not given all of Hifler’s
policies their unqualified endorsement. So the publications will be sup-
pressed. ‘Church or professional newspapers as well as papers intended
for groups of subscribers with certain interests henceforth are forbidden,’
reads a new decree issued by Max Amann. ... In view of these commands,
the advice to publishers that they ‘change fundamentally the attitude and
purport of their newspapers,” seems to be superfluous. For if a church-
paper cannot be published by a church organization for subseribers with
certain religious interests, what remains of it? It loses its identity and
its appeal completely and is crushed out of existence, just as many other
publications have been suppressed by the Nazi Press Chamber.” St twirflich
eine oldje unglaublidge Berordnung erlafjen (bie allerdingsd dem Toialitatsd-
anjprud) nidt zuivider ivdre) und toird fie durdgefiihrt, fo iverden bie
~Hretficde” und die ,Alg. K.23.“ uns bald basd Genauere beridjten — denn
Die Berdffentlidung einer ftaatlidgen BVerordnung twird die Poligei nidht vers
bieten — und mit defer Yerdffenilidung zu erfdeinen aufhvren. E.

Flagellanten in Sitbamerita, Wie dber ,Eb.-Ruty. Rirdjenbote” bes
Mrgentinifgen Diftrifts beridhtet, finben fih aud) dbort Iatholifhe Chriften,
bie Flagellanten {ind. Der Veridt famt den Unmerfungen bed Redafteiurs
Tautet:

31 Gantiago del Eftero Haben ein Mann und givel Kinder (zehn und
elf Jahre alt) Demt SHubpatron der Gefingniffe, dem DPeiligen Stephan,
ein @eliibbe erfitlllt, inbem fie Halbnadt fieben Kilometer jweit gingen umd
fid) wahrend desd Gebhend mit Dornbitfden fdlugen, jo dak das Blut rann.
Dabei mwaren fie umgeben bon Reitern, die im Fall der Not ihnen Hilfe
Teiften Jollten, und Yinterdrein zog eine neugierige Menge von ,Slaubigen,
bie durd) Gefdhrei und Rafetengenall den Fanatidmusd immer bon neuem
jdiicten. Das Biel war eine alte, ruinenBafte romijde RKapelle. Dort
angelfommen, ,beteten’ die drei, toorauf fie fich die Beine mit einem Meffer
autfristen, um ihrem ,PHeiligen’ ein ,angenehmes Opfer’ dbarzubringen. Die
WMenfdenmenge, die Dabet ftilljhveigend zufdhaute, itberliel i) nad Cr-
fitllung de3 ,Helibdes’ dem Tangz.

LUnd dasd nennt jidg Chriftentum! € Opfer wirtd dod) bargebradt
sur Berfohnung Hier muf alfo ein Menfd veridhnt fverden durd
ein Opfer! Wir {@liegen dafer niit Redyt, daf Me rdmijde Kirde die alten
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@obent ber argentinifdjen Mreintwohner nur erfeht Yai durdy ifre Heiligen
und baf nun diefen zu Ehren bdiefelben Praftifen geilbt fverden, die von
Dert Heiben ihren Goben zu Chren veranfialtet fourben. — Belflagensdiverte
Menfdhen] Yud) fiir fie ift Chriffud am Kreus geftorben, und aud fie Hat er
mit feinem einen Opfer Gotte verfohnt. Fhr lutherifgen Chriften, diefe
Reute {ollen durd) eun & dad Cpangelivun Horen! Aufl”

Abendmahlsgemeinidoit swifden (ntherifden Finulindbern und den
Unglifanern, Hieritber beridhtet die ,UA. €. L K.7: ,Der fKreid von Ver-
tretern ber lutherifdien Rirdje Finnlands und der anglifanifden Kirde in
England, ber mit der Unterfudfung der Miglichfetten einer Anndferung
ber beiden RKirdjen beaufiragt mwar, Hat joeben einen Beridht iiber die Er=
gebnifie feimer Urbeit verdffentlicht. Nad) voraufgehender PLriifung der
in der Uuffafjung beiber Hirdjen Dbeftefenden Ubiveidjungen der gegen=
feitigen Glaubenslelire wie aud) der gemeinjamen Hrdliden Sebraude ift er
gur Fejtitellung gefomumen, daf biefe {idh in begug auf die widtigften Rehr-
fibe einig find. Wuf GSrund diefer Feftftelung empfehlen nunmehr bdie
anglifanijdhen Bertreter der Sruppe die Bulaffung der Mitglieder ber Rirdje
von Finnland zur Ubendmahlsfeier 1hrer Rirde. Freudig Yaben fie dabon
SKenninid genommen, dap erftere bereitd SLomununifanten anberer Rirchen
die Beteiliqung am Ubendmahl geftattet Yabe. Sollte fortan etiva bder
finnlandifdge Erzbifdof von Turfu oder der Erzbifhof von Canterburi die
gegenfjeitige Enifendung eined Bijdofs zur BVornahnte bijdoflicger Weihe-
hanblungen veranlaffen, {o wird eine {olde Bitte erfitllt werben. Ju bden
Ronferengen, die aud) ben BVertretern anbderer Sirden offenftehen, follen
bie Bijdofe gegenfeitig eingeladen iverden.” Diefe Vereitwilligfeit der
finnifdgen Yutherij@en RKirde zur Wbendmalhlsgemeinidaft mit Unglifanern
ift eine foeitere bife Frudgt der liberalen Steflung, die man in Finnland
fon feit Jahren einnimmt, eine Gtellung, bdie fonfefjionelle Lutheraner
nur beflagen fBrmen. Hier wdre getvi ein fehr founder Punit, auf den
dle Tutherifdjen Weltfonbvente mwarnend und firafend den Finger legen
plirften. KT,

Beurteilung der BHefannten Chriftusftelle bei Tacitud im Lidt bder
Sdallanalyfe. Die A € L K.“ {Greibt: ,E3 ift befanni, daf gewiffe
fritifer (Yrtur Drews, Smith u. a.), entgegen den YHerfomunlichen und
burdgaus gefiderten Anidauungen, die Anfange ded Chriftentums mbglichit
fpat anfebten und fie big in die Beit bed zweiten Jafrhumnbdertd Ginaufriiden
fpollten. Bon Den auperdriftlidien Quellen find, abgefehen bon dem jiidi-
{Gen Sefdidgtidreiber Jofephus, deffen Jeugnid von Ehriftusg (Antig. 18,
3, 3), wo nidt véllig, jo dod) gum Teil unedt ift (vgl. Sdjitrer, Neuteft.
Beitgefd)., . 286 {.), dbrei Stellen bebeutfam: Suetoniusd, Claudius, cap. 25.
(,Chriftus, der Stifter einer religibfen Sefte unter ben Juden), Tacitus,
Annales 15, 44 (,unter Rontiug Pilatus gefrenziat’) und Plinius, Fpistolae
10, 97 (;nadgmals bon feinen Anfingern gottlidh verehrt’). Bon der Tat-
jadje ausdgebend, dap Jnterpolationen zuguniten ded twerbenden Ehriften=
tums gu finden find, Haben jene neueren fritifer alled, wasd dHa3 Chriften=
tum im erften Jabrhunbert bei aukerdriftlien Sdriftitellern Hegeugt, als.
unedt ausdgefdyieden, fo audy die idtige Tacitusjtelle (twir fithren fie nmur
in Der gegebernien bdeutfdjen iiberfeBung an): ,Wljo {Hhob Nero, um bdad
Geriidt niederzuidlagen, Sdulbige bor unbd Deftrafte mit ausgefuditeften.
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Strafen diejfenigen, die iljrer Lafter fvegen verabideut waren und die dad
Bolf Chriften nannte. Der Name leitet {ih vbon einem Chriftus Her, dexr
unter der Negierung ded Kaifers Tiberiud burd) ben Statthalter Vontiug
PBilatus hingeridhtet fworden war. Eine Weile unterdriidt, brad) der un=
Hetlbolle Aberglaube bon neuem ivieder Hervbor, nidt allein in Judda, bent
Nriprungsland diefesd .1tbels, fondern aud) in der Weltftadt Rom, o vow
allen Orten ded Crdfreifed alles Greulidfe und Sdandlide ujammen=
ftrdmt und feine Orgien feiert.” €3 1ift von grojem Juterefje, dafy Dder
RLeipziger Sdhallanalptifer Ehuard Sievers, iiber die Stelle befragt, bie fich
befanntlidh) auf die erfte Chriftenverfolgung unter RNero nady dem BVrand
Roms Degieht, unter 1.7.26 bdie folgende Amitwort gegeben YJat: ,Bisher
Patte iy die Tacitusftelle iiber den Urfprung ded Chriftennamens anglidh
nidt gepriift; e3 bebarf aber nur eined einfadjen Yugenblids, wm den, der
poren fann, zu {iberzeugen, dak flanglidh nidt der geringfte Unlaf zu der
Bermutung gegeben ift, die Stelle fonnte nadivdglid) interpoliert fein.
Qm Gegenfa, die Nusd{daltung iviirbe gugleid eine Storung ded natiirs
lidgen Ublaufs ber Nebde Derborgerufen Haben, die fid) Yeidht in Derfelben
LWeife aufdeden liefe, fuie i) e3 fiir eine anbere befannte Tacttusitelle (iiber
bent Uriprung de3 Germanennanmens) in Den ,Beitrdgen™ zur Gefdidte
per Deutfdien Sprade und Riteratur 2, 49 (1925), &. 429 ., verjudt Habe,
oo wirflidh ein Stitd Tegt ausdgefallen ift. "

fiber Dent Wert der Sdhallanalyfe fiir die Fejtjtellung der Authentie eined
Ferted gehen die Meinungen nodh inumer audeinander; dod) Hat fie Vrof.
@tevers tm Jntereffe der Upologetif fitr die Bemwetjung der Echtheit nament-
lidg der Cvangelien gegen die mwobernen YHoheren Tertfritifer entjdhieden
pofitiv berivertet. it aud) die Cdjtheit der Tacitusjtelle fiix uns gldubige
Chrijten als Betweid dafiir, daf Chriftus wirklidy gelebt habe, von geringer
Bebeutung, fo intereffiert {id) die Ypologetif dodh imumerhin dafiir, ob un=
glaubige Rritifer mit ihren Jnterpolationdtbheorien innerhald und aupers
Balb ber Schrift redht Haben oder nidht. Daf fie auf ber gangen Sdhladt-
linte von titcdhtigen Gelehrien durd geltende Bernunftgriinde Hin gefdlagen
fworben jind, Hat aud fiir unsg biblij@=glaubige Theologen Wert, Der Streit
gegent die Sdjrift ijt eben die Klimay der Unbernmunit. XTI,

Wenig luthertide Paftoren in Rufland. Wie Dr. Reu in der ,Rird-
lichen Beitfdrift” mitteilt, nimunt die Balhl der Nutherifden Paftoren in
Rukland reifend jdhnell ab. Bor einem Jahr gab e3 beren nod) giveiund-
fedizig, Deute jind e3 nur nod) bierunddreiBig. €3 find freilid) nod melr
Paftoren da, ,aber jie ¥nnen nidht amtieren; e fiken in Gefangniffen,
in Berbanntenlagern, und aud) fonft wird ihnen jede Ausitbung ihres Amited
unmdglid) gemadt”. Trogdem daf Rufland nun Mitglied ded3 BVilfer-
bunbesd getworben 1jt, geht die BWerfolgung ber RKircdhe fort. Die Fiibhrer
foollenn gimglid) mit der Religion aufrdumen. Daf ofne Prediger und
Lehrer nidgt blof die ruffifde Jugend im allgemeinen, fondern audy gerabde
bie pon Lutbheranern abftanumnenden Jiinglinge und Jungfrauen berrofen
und ald Heiden jid) enttvideln, wo nidht bad Elternhaus nod) etivad Sdus
getpabrt, ift nur zu flar. ,Wann enbet diefe Nadte” .

Dr. Barnhouse in the Orient.— A correspondence from Bangkok,
Siam, published in the Christian Century contains the following news item:
“Dr. Donald Barnhouse, Philadelphia Fundamentalist, has arrived on his
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world tour undertaken for the purpose of visiting all the Presbyterian mis-
sion-fields. He reports that more than six thousand persons have con-
tributed to the financing of the trip because they want to know whether
they should continue to give money to the Presbyterian Board of Foreign
Missions. Dr. Barnhouse is accompanied by a secretary, who notes down
whatever may be of interest in the conferences held with missionaries;
but he declares that he will not write a book after the tour is finished.
Perhaps his most striking statement was that he would rather see the
Presbyterian Church contribute to the support of opium dens than have
the money go to two colleges in China (which here shall be nameless) ;
for, said he, opium destroys only the body, while these colleges are de-
stroying both soul and body.” We are not in a position to pass on the
merits of the cause which Dr. Barnhouse represents. In general every ob-
server will have to admit that Modernism has become a grave menace to
Christian missions. A.

Gandhi on Birth-Control. —The views of Mr. Gandhi on birth-
control were elicited by an Indian lady in a recent interview and, with his
approval, published in the press. Those who know his views on the subject
and the uncompromising position he takes on the subject of self-control
in the life of men and women will notice that there has been no change in
his attitude. The Indian lady asked: “On discussing very freely the ques-
tion of birth-control with many a married woman, I find in many cases,
especially in the case of those with large families, that motherhood is
often thrust upon them. Woman has no freedom in the real sense of the
word if she has no right over her body. So for the sake of the mother,
whose health is drained away by the bringing forth of too many children,
and for the sake of children themselves may mnot birth-control through
contraceptives be resorted to as the next-best thing to self-control, which
is too high an ideal for the ordinary man or woman?”’

In answer to this Mr. Gandhi replied: “Do you think that the free-
dom of the body is obtained by resorting to contraceptives? Women should
learn to resist their husbands. If contraceptives are resorted to, as in the
West, frightful results will follow. Men and women will be living for
gex alone. They will become soft-brained, unhinged, in fact, mental and
moral wrecks, if not also physical. Then, while I believe man to be the
worse sinner, woman is not very far behind him. Woman is not always
the victim. She should realize her majesty and train herself to say no
when she means it.” The interviewer stated that there was already too
much of sex indulgence and asked whether the introduction of contra-
ceptives would make much. difference. To this Mr. Gandhi replied: “Un-
doubtedly there ig already much of sex indulgence and even sex perversion.
But contraceptives would be putting the cap on them. They will give
a status to intemperate conmnection which it does not enjoy now.

“Contraceptives which are being tried in the West are leading to
hideous immorality, and I am sure that after a few years the Westerners
themselves will realize their mistake.”

P. Oomman Philip, in the Christian Century.
A.
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