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"The history of the Church confirms and illustrates the
teachings of the Bible, that yielding little by little leads to
yielding more and more, until all is in danger; and the
tempter is never satisfied until all is lost. — Matthias Loy,
The Story of My Life

Matthias Loy was a zealous supporter of the Lutheran Confessions, and
to that end founded and edited the Columbus Theological Magazine. Dr.
Loy was Professor of Theology at Capital University (1865-1902),
President of Capital University (1881-90), Editor of the Lutheran
Standard (1864-91), and President of the Ohio Joint Synod (1860-78,
1880-94). Under his direction, the Ohio Joint Synod grew to have a
national influence. In 1881 he withdrew the Joint Synod from the
Synodical Conference in reaction to Walther’s teaching about
predestination.

"There is not an article in our creed that is not an offense to
somebody; there is scarcely an article that is not a stumbling
block to some who still profess to be Christians. It seems
but a small concession that we are asked to make when an
article of our confession is represented as a stumbling block
to many Christians which ought therefore in charity to be
removed, but surrendering that article would only lead to
the surrender of another on the same ground, and that is
the beginning of the end; the authority of the inspired
Word of our Lord is gradually undermined.

The Lutheran Library Publishing Ministry finds, restores and republishes
good, readable books from Lutheran authors and those of other sound
Christian traditions. All titles are available at little to no cost in proofread
and freshly typeset editions. Many free e-books are available at our website
LutheranLibrary.org. Please enjoy this book and let others know about this
completely volunteer service to God’s people. May the Lord bless you and
bring you peace.
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SOME SEEMING CONTRADICTIONS IN THE
SCRIPTURES.

BY PROF. GEO. H. SCHODDE, Ph. D,, COLUMBUS, O.

III. THE HISTORICAL CHARACTER OF THE PENTATEUCH.

a) The Problem Stated. Not for decades only but
actually for centuries the claim has been put forth that the
contents of the first five books of the Bible cannot be and are
not historical, that they are myth, fable, story and fiction.
The ground upon which this claim has been urged has how-
ever changed with every generation of critics. Christian
apologetics have always been ready to meet these charges;
and when confused and confounded along one line of attack,
neological criticism has adjusted its ranks and made another
formation. Arguments that one hundred or even fifty years
ago were regarded as absolutely irrefutable by the oppo-
nents of the historical character of the Pentateuch, have been
silently dropped and their place is occupied by others. No-
body now would dream of reviving the arguments of the
English deists or of the German rationalists. Even the
Baur school of New Testament critics, when only one short-
generation ago enjoyed the monopoly of being regarded as
“scientific” in advanced circles and the teachings which were
regarded just as “sure” results of critical investigation as are
the views of the Wellhausen school at present,has disappeared
and has not left a single representative at any of the Ger-
man Universities. In fact it seems to be a fixed law of
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church History that such negative schools, in both the Bib-
lical and the dogmatical fields, live only about a generation
and then give way to a radical tendency of another class.
Already there is a rival in the field for the Wellhausen
school in the new departure inaugurated by Professor
Troeltsch, of the University of Heidelberg, who on the basis
of the new science of “Comparative Religion,” goes one step
farther by depriving Christianity and the Biblical religion
of its unique and sui generis character and making it at best
aprimus inter pares as compared with the other religions,
such as Moslemism, Brahmanism, Confucianism, etc.

In conformity with this general trend and tendency of
neological criticsm the attacks upon the historical character
of the Pentateuch have been made to conform to the ideas
and ideals of modern theology in general. They are largely
based upon the comparative method of study. Israel’s his-
tory has been set side by side with the history of other Ori-
ental nations; the laws that govern these latter have been
searched out, and then applied to the historical development
of which the old Testament is the official record. In doing
this it has been found that this development is different from
that observed in the annals of other peoples; other factors
and forces have been at work than those that were operative
in the histories of Egypt, Babylonia and Assyria, or, at any
rate it is thought that such a divergency exists between Is-
rael on the one hand and the other peoples on the other. As
an example attention can be drawn to one of a central
proposition of modern criticism, namely that the leading
actors on the stage of Israel’s history, such as Abraham,
Isaac aand Jacob, cannot have been historical personages
and the founders of the race, because it is considered an ob-
served law in the upbuilding of nations that these do not
originate by the growth of a family tree but by the union
of various clans and tribes. Hence the Old Testament ac-
count of Israel’s history must have been false.

In connection with this it is regarded as historically
impossible that a nation could be founded and be established
with a full and complete legal code at its very beginnings.
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Laws are the result of a long historical development, they
do not begin, but they end national history, hence the Well-
hausen school claims that especially the Levitical portion
of the Pentateuch belongs to the very latest parts of the Old
Testament and is the product of the period of Ezra.

This comparative method has farther set up the propo-
sition that even the religious contents of the Pentateuch,
the story of creation, of Paradise, of the Deluge, etc., because
of the parallel stories found especially in the Assyrian and
Babylonian tablets, are not original in the Pentateuch but
have been borrowed from the Eastern neighbors of the Is-
raelites. Recently only Professor Delitzsch, of the Univer-
sity’ of Berlin, published an address, repeated by request be-
fore the Emperor, entitled “Babel und Bibel,” in which the
hypothesis is put forth that even the name of Jehovah (or
Jahwe as it correctly reads), together with all the essentials
of the old faith of Israel, have been borrowed from the
Babylonians, This pamphlet, which has appeared in tens
of thousands of copies, has aroused a vigorous debate, it has
been answered by such men as Professor Kittel, Koenig,
Oettli and others, and it is to the credit of German scholars
that Delitzsch’s extreme view has found no further advo-
cates. But his negative views are representative of the way
in which the whole contents of the Pentateuch are now called
into question.

b) The Probem Examined.

1. The impeachment of the historical veracity of the
Pentateuch, in so far as this is based on the absence of simi-
lar literature and legislation in other oriental peoples of that
age, has within recent years been proved to be without foun-
dation. Early in the year 1888 some Egyptian fellaheen,
digging near the village of Amarna in Lower Egypt, dis-
covered a number of tablets covered with inscriptions. Upon
examination these proved to be a long series of letters, in
cuneiform or Assyrian writing, addressed by the Egyptian
Kings Amenophis III and Amenophis IV to his allies and
vassals in Western Asia. This at once settled that the period
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of this literature, which is quite extensive, was about 1400
B. C, or at least as old as the times of Moses. The only
exceptions to this epistulary character of the contents of
these tablets were several with' mythological contents evi-
dently brought from Babylonia. The rest all came from or
were addressed to Egyptian officidls in Syria and Canaan
and as a rule were written to Kings. It is interesting in
this connection to note that apparently the Cuneiform sys-
tem of writing and the Assyrian tongue were employed by
the international diplomacy of that age just as French has
been used in modern times. -Not the least interesting in this
collection of letters is one from the ruler of Jerusalem, who
writes 'to complain of certain peoples who are attacking him
and against whom he asks for the assistance of the Egyp-
tian King. The name of the Jerusalem King is Abdi-Cheba.
The name of the enemies of whom these Canaanitish vassals
of the Egyptian King have mostly to complain is “the Cha-
biri,” in whom many scholars recognize the Hebrews, as is
indicated by the agreement of the names and the fact that
these events took place about the period of the Exodus.
Names of places mentioned in the Bible occur in nearly every
letter, such as Tyre, Sidon, Gaza, and others. The whole
shows that literature and letters were flourishing at that
time, and that it is not surprising that Israel should at this
period have had a literature at all, but it would be surpris-
ing if such a literature had not been extant. Historical
parallels justify the claim that Israel must have had its own
books at this early period.

2. Still more important than these Tel-el-Amarna
tablets has been a discovery only made recently in Persia,
namely the discovery of the oldest law book of the world,
antedating Moses by a half century and more, and contain-
ing a system of detail commands and prohibitions that in
many particulars suggest the Pentateuchal system. It is
doubtlessly the most important archaological find made for
decades and offers the most valuable indirect evidence for
the historical charcter of the contents of the Pentateuch.
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The history of early law will have to be rewritten.
Moses can no longer stand as the oldest known lawgiver.
It will no longer be possible to charge that the Pentateuch
contains legislation too minute and elaborate to belong to
the period of the Exodus. The Babylonian law code is dug
up in Persia hundreds of years older than Moses. How
Sayce and Hommel, and other conservative archzologists
will delight in this.find in their attacks on the critics.

Hammurabi was King of Babylon about 2300 B. C. He
is the “Amraphel, King of Shinar,” of the fourteenth chap-
ter of Genesis, who led the confederate army that captured
the cities of the plain in the days of Abraham and Melchize-
dek. He established a great Semitic Empire and made
Babylon its capital and Marduk its chief god. His empire
covered all the known East, from Elam, or Persia, to the
Mediterranean Sea.

During the last ten years M. de Morgan has been em-
ployed by the French Government to explore the ruins of
Susa, the ancient capital of Elam. This was “Shushan, the
palace” of Xerxes, the Ahasuerus of the Book of Esther;
whiere Nehemiah was cup bearer to the king, and here after
the accession of Cyrus the Archazmenian Kings of Persia
held their winter court and summer court at Persepolis,
whose columns have been the admiration of travelers and
the reputed abode of jinns and afrites, Susa was visited and
identified by Rawlinson and Loftus nearly seventy years
ago, and its palace of the Persian kings was explored a
dozen years ago by “the Frenchman Dieulafoy, and his
brave wife in masculine attire, and their discoveries were
published in somewhat sensational style.

M. de Morgan is a more careful scholar; and had al-
ready gained his experience in Egyptian exploration. He
knew from the -Babylonian record, and especially from the
mention of Elam in the ancient inscriptions found at Nippur
by the explorations of the University of Pennsylvania, con-
ducted by Dr. J. P. Peters, that Susa was a famous capital
of Elam at least 3000 years B. C.; and he dug below the
constructions of Darius and Artaxerxes, and found the
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remains of Elamite kings and Babylonian conquerors.
Among the last was a wonderful stele, with an inscription
of Naram-Sin and a heroic figure of the king conquering his
enemies, whose date is probably about 3000 B. C., and a
number of “boundary stones” with figures of gods.

But most important of all is the stele of Hammurabi.
M. Scheil, the French Assyriologist, who is the associate of
M. de Morgan' in his publications, has just given us the
reproduction of this stele with text and translation, and-the
picture of Hammurabi worshiping the sun-god, and Dr.
Hugo Winckler’s translation into German is hurried from the
press. The text, in 44 columns on the two sides of the stele,
contains the Hammurabi Code for the government of his
empire, in 280 separate laws. This code is not simply the
weightiest document yet found on Babylonian culture, but
the oldest in the history of the institutions, and one of the
most important in the early history of human civilization.
It will be the subject of innumerable discussions, and will
require not a little critical history to be rewritten. Of
course, its bearing on Old Testament history and institutions
will be of chief interest, for the Code of Hammurabi is more
than half a thousand years older than the oldest date ever
assigned to the laws of Moses. We will give a few extracts
from this Code.

Each one begins with the word “If.” The third is as
follows:

“If any one brings an accusation of any crime before
the elders, and does not prove what he has charged, he shall,
if it be a capital offense, be put to death.”

The punishment is frequently death, by impaling, burn-
ing, or drowning; or the criminal is made to suffer the in-
jury he had inflicted on another. The Code was decidedly
Draconian, more severe than that of Moses, and yet of the
same nature.

Thus we have:

“194. If one gives his child to a nurse, and the child
die on her hands, and she substitute another child, if she
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be convicted of having done this without the knowledge of
the father and mother, her breast shall be cut off.”

“195. If a son strike his father, his hands shall be cut
off.”

“196. If any one destroys the eye of another, his own
eye shall be destroyed.”

“200. If any one breaks out the teeth of another of the
same rank his own teeth shall be broken out.”

For many offenses a lighter punishment is inflicted if
the sufferer be a freedman or a slave.

Surgeons seem to have had a hard time of it.

“215. If a physician makes an operation on any one
with a knife, and heals him, or if he opens a tumor [appa-
rently about the eye], and the eye-is uninjured, he shall re-
ceive ten shekels of gold.”

For a freedman the fee was five shekels, and for a slave
two. But failures were costly:

“218. If a physician makes an operation with the knife
and kills his patient; or opens a tumor with the knife and
the eye is destroyed, then his hands shall be cut off.”

For a broken bone, or ordinary disease, the fee was five
shekels for a citizen, three for a freedman and two for a
slave. If he operated on an ox or an ass his fee was a sixth
of a shekel, but if the animal died he had to pay a quarter
of a shekel to the owner.

The Code fixes wages by the day and the year for ser-
vice. A common workman was paid six gerahs a day for the
five months from April to August, and five a day for the
other months with their shorter days and less exhausting
labor. The pay for the hire of animals was in grain; 180 ka
a day for a team of oxen, with cart and driver, and only 20
a day for an ass employed in threshing.

The laws of marriage and inheritance are minute, and
meant to be just to the woman as well as the man. The
property rights of divorced wives were carefully guarded.
Slander against the character of a betrothed or married
woman is punished with a brand on the forehead. Adul-
tery is punished by the death of the woman and her para-
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mour. In case of a charge against a woman’s fidelity that
cannot be proved she is thrown into the water, and if she
escapes alive her innocence is proved, much as in the. test
of the ashes of the red heifer in the Mosaic law. One of
the divorce laws reads:

“136. If a man deserts his home and runs away, and
his wife then goes to another man’s house, if he comes back
and seeks to recover his wife, then because he had deserted
his home and fled away, the wife of the deserter is not re-
quired to go back to her husband.”

Polygamy does not seem to have been allowed, altho,
as in the cases of Abraham and Jacob, a wife, especially if
childless, could give her maid to her husband as concubine.

“144. If a man takes a wife, and she gives him her
maid who bears children to him, and he then desires to take
a concubine, he shall not be allowed to do so.”

“145. If a man takes a wife, and she bear him no chil-
dren, and he desires to take a concubine, if he brings a con-
cubine into the house, the concubine cannot rank equal with
the wife.”

Here is the case of ‘Sarah and Hagar:

“146. If any one takes a wife, and she gives her maid
to her husband, and the maid bears children, and thereupon
claims equality with her mistress, since she has borne him
children the master cannot sell her for money, but the mis-
tress shall reduce her to slavery and count her among the
maid-servants.”

Parallels to these laws will instantly occur to the bib-
lical student, and many more would appear if space would
allow further quotations; but this can be done when a
really critical translation shall have been published. All
facts point to the belief that the whole neological criticism
of the Old Testament will be overthrown by archzological
discoveries in Bible lands, and that the very materials that
at first are used or rather abused against the Scriptures
will turn out to be arsenals filled with the best of weapons
for the old truth.. The Hamurabbi code will be a thorn in
the flesh of destructive critics. The chief source at present
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is the Delegation en Perse, edited by Schiel, and a popular
account is found in the Supplement of the Munich Allege--
meime Zeitung, No. 254. The best popular discussion of the:
Amarna tablets, is a pamphlet by Carl Niebuhr, entitled:
“Die Amarna Zeit,” Leipzig. 1899.

3. Much of the confidence entertained by those who.
deny that the Pentateuch, and notably Genesis can be his--
torical, is based on the parallels which are found in Babylo-~
nian and other sources in reference to Creation, Paradise, the:
Deluge and kindred subjects, and on the basis of these paral--
lels the Biblical accounts are declared to be secondary and
hence not original with the Biblical writers, or are merely
pronounced mythical and legendary. This is the sum and.
substance of the “Babel und Bibel” controversy, in which
dozens of leading Orientalists and theologians have partici--
pated. The fact that such parallels exist and are found in.
other literatures than the Hebrew cannot be denied. Nor
is this altogether new information. Some of the traditions
concerning the deluge as that of the Greeks has been known
to the world for hundreds of years, but it must be admitted:
that the new cuneiform tablets have furnished an abundance
of new data and details never dreamed of by earlier scholars.
But a closer examination of this material shows that we have-
in it, as compared with the Scriptural account, another illus-
tration of the old saying “Duo si faciunt idem non est idem.””
Only a superficial examination can find in these parallels a
deeper harmony. The spirit and purpose of the Hebrew ac--
counts differ entirely from that shown by the parallels in
Babylonian writings. In the latter nowhere appears that
pure monotheistic and deep religious purpose that appears-
every where in the Biblical account. In the latter these
accounts are all a part and portion of a history of salvation;.
they are consciously made the foundation and basis of a
place of redemption and as such have an importance not for-
themselves so much as for the whole Scriptural superstruc-
ture that follows. The fundamental ideas of God, of man,
of sin, of grace, of redemption are all found in the Old Tes--
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‘tament reports, and constitute the substance of this report,
while in the parallels they are either only incidental or are
-absent entirely. The fact that there are such parallels need
not surprise the student of the Word. The gentile records
.are simply the-corruption of what once constituted the tradi-
tions of early mankind on these essential features in its
-earliest history, the truth having been preserved in the in-
spired accounts of the Pentateuch. Even should it be
-demonstrated that the Babylonian accounts have been put
into written form at an earlier date than the writings of
Moses, this would not be an argument in favor of the his-
torical correctness of the former over against the latter.
In itself an older written account need not be the more cor-
rect, and then too it is quite probable that Moses himself
-drew from earlier Hebrew sources when he wrote his ac-
counts. The Babylonian story of creation is sketched by
Rev. Hohberger, in the Theological Magazine, 1901, p. 354
sqq. cf. also Zimmern, Biblische und Babylonische Urge-
schichte, Leipzig, 1901 as also the brochures of Koenig,
Oettli, Kittel on the “Babel und Bibel” question. The dis-
cussions so far have shown that while the Scriptures used
material on this subject that was common to the Eastern
peoples, they employ them in an altogether different way
and differ from others as truth does from error. The de-
bate on this subject is not yet closed.

4. The history that is recorded in the Old Testament
-differs in kind so much from that found in the records of the
-other Oriental peoples that this very difference furnishes
prima facie evidence that the Hebrew accounts are character-
ized by the truth. These are not filled with the boastings
-and braggings of Kings, such as are the accounts found in
Assyria, Babylonia and Egypt, but the faults and failings,
‘the sins and crimes, as well as the faith and the good deeds
-of the national heroes are depicted without excuse or hesi-
‘tancy. The whole makes the impression of being an account
-of what actually did happen. It is the most natural history
in the world, perfectly honest and truthful.
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Another feature that distinguishes this history is the
fact that it is not confined to the people of Israel, but that it
is .the only one that really includes in its scope ‘the whole
race of mankind. Back of Israel’s records are the great
ideas of the oneness of the human race, the universality of
sin, and the universality of a coming redemption. Israel is
the only people among the ancients that entertained the ideas
of a world’s history. This uniqueness of the Old Testament
history differentiates it fofo coelo from all others and im-
presses upon it the stamp of a truthfulness not .found else-
where.

" In order to illustrate the difference between the kind of
history found in the Old Testament and that furnished by
the records of other nations of the East, we here quote from
the famous Tiglath Pileser inscription some characteristic
lines which at the same time will give the reader an excellent
idea of the contents of the historical inscriptions found in
Assyria and Babylonia.

INSCRIPTION OF TIGLATH-PILESER I
THE BEGINNING.
Column 1.

1. Asur the great lord, the director of the hosts of the
gods,
2. the giver of the sceptre and the crown, the estab-
lisher of the kingdom;
3. BEL the lord (bilu), the king of all the spirits of
the earth,
the father of the gods, the lord of the world;
SiN (the Moon-god), the sentient one, the lord of
the crown, '
the exalted one, the god of the storm;
Samas (the Sun-god), the judge.of heaven and
earth, who beholds
the plots of the enemy, who feeds the flock;
Rimmon (the Air-god), the prince, the inundator
of hostile shores,
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of countries (and) houses;

Uras, the hero, the destroyer of evil men and foes,
who discloses all that is in the heart;

ISTAR, the eldest of the gads, the lady of girdles,
the strengthener of battles.

Ye great gods, guiders of heaven (and) earth,

whose onset (is), opposition and combat,

who have magnified the kingdom

of Tiglath-Pileser, the prince, the chosen

of the desire of your hearts, the exalted shepherd,

whom you have conjured in the steadfastness of
your hearts,

with a crown supreme you have clothed him; to rule

over the land of BeL mightily you have established
‘him ; )

priority of birth, supremacy (and) heroism

have you given him; the destiny of his lordship

for his increase and supremacy,

to inhabit Bit-kharsag-kurkurra

for ever have you summoned.

Tiglath-Pileser, the powerful king,

the king of hosts who has no rival, the king of the
‘four zones,

the king of all kinglets, the lord of lords, the shep-
herd-prince, the king of kings,

the exalted prophet, to whom by the proclamation
of Samas

the illustrious sceptre has given as a gift, so that
the men

who are subject to BeL he has ruled

in (their) entirety; the faithful shepherd,

proclaimed (lord) over kinglets,

the supreme governor whose weapons ASUR

has predestined, and for the government of the four
zones
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has proclaimed his name for ever; the capturer
of the distant divisions of the frontiers

above and below; the illustrious prince

whose glory has overwhelmed (all) regions;
the mighty destroyer, who like the rush

of a flood is made strong against the hostile land ;
by the proclamation of. BEL he has no rival;
he has destroyed the foeman of Asur.

May Asur (and) the great gods who have magni-
fied my kingdom,

who have given increase and strength to my fetters,

(who) have ordered the boundary of their land

to be enlarged, cause my hand to hold

their mighty weapons, even the deluge of battle.

Countries, mountains,

fortresses and kinglets, the enemies of ASSUR,

I have conquered, and their territories

I have made submit: With sixty kings,

I have contended furiously, and

power (and) rivalry over them

I displayed. A rival in the combat,

. a confronter in the battle have I not.

To the land of Assyria I have added land, to its
men

(I have added) men; the boundary of my own land

I have enlarged, and all their lands I have con-
quered.

At the beginning of my reign twenty thousand men
of the MuskAava and their five kings,

who for fifty years from the of ALzI

and ‘Purukussi had taken the tribute

and gifts owing to ASur my lord,—

no king at all in battle

had subdued their opposition—to their strength
trusted and came down; the land of KuMMUKH
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they seized. Trusting in Asur my lord

I assembled my chariots and armies.

Thereupon I delayed not. The mountain of Kasi-
YARA,

a difficult region, I crossed,

wtih their twenty thousand fighting men

and their five kings in the land of KuMMUKH

I contended. A destruction of them

I made. The bodies of their warriors .

in destructive battle like the inundator (RIMMON)

I overthrew ; their corpses I spread

over the valleys and the high places of the moun-
tains.

Their heads I cut off; at the sides

of their cities I heaped (them) like mounds.

Their spoil, their property, their goods,

to a countless number I brought forth. Six thous-
and (men),

the relics of their armies, which before

my weapons had fled, took

my feet. I laid hold upon them and

counted them among the men of my own country.

In those days, against KuMMUKH, the disobedient,

which had withheld the tribute and gifts for Asur
my lord,

I marched. The land of KuMMUKE.

I conquered throughout its circuit.

Their spoil, their property, their goods

I brought forth; their cities with fire

Column II.

I burned, I threw down, I dug up. The rest

of (the men of) KumMMUkH, who before my weap-
ons

had fled, to the city of SERESSE

on the further bank of the TiGris
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passed over; the city of their stronghold

they made. My chariots and warriors

I took. The difficult mountains and their inac—
cessible

paths with picks of bronze

I split. A pontoon for the passage

of my chariots and army I contrived.

The Ticris I crossed. The city of SERISE,

their strong city, I captured.

Their fighting men, in the mist of the mountains,

I flung to the ground like sling-stones (7).

Their corpses over the Ticris and the high places.
of the mountains

I spread. In those days the armies

of the land of QURKHE, which for the preservation:

and help of the land of KuMmMukH

had come, along with the armies

of KuMMUKH, like a moon-stone I laid low

The corpses of their fighting men into heaps

in the ravines of the mountains I heaped up;

the bodies of their soldiers the river Name

carried away into the TIGRIS.

Kili-anteru the son of Kali-anteru,

(the descendant) of ’Saru-pin-’siussuni,

their king in the midst of ‘battle my hand

captured; his wives (and) children

the offspring of his heart, his troops, 180

bronze plates, 5 bowls of copper,

along with their gods, gold (and) silver,

the choicest of their property, I removed.

Their spoil (and) their goods I carried away.

The city itself and its palace with fire

I burned, I pulled down (and) dug up.

Boastings of this sort continue for columns, but not one:
word is said that would lead to the belief that this king had
met with defeats or that he had failings and faults. In view
of this kind of extra-Biblical history in Oriental records it
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is not surprising that the Egyptian hieroglyphics have noth-
ing to say about the Israelites and the Exodus. It was an
auncomfortable chapter in the annals of the country.

In particular too it should be added that the further
‘these Babylonian inscriptions are investigated the more de-
tails they offer in confirmation of the Scriptures. Among
the latest finds made by Dr. Hilprecht at Nippur are tablets
-containing the names of three of the five Kings against
‘whom Abraham made war when he went to rescue Lot.
More evidences of this kind can be confidently expected, as
‘tens of thousands of these tablets that have been found have
not yet been read or translated.

‘5. For a Christian the evidence furnished by the New
"Testament in general and by Christ in particular on the his-
‘torical contents of the Pentateuch is absolutely convincing.
"The former matter has been discussed in detail in connec-
tion with the third thesis on Inspiration furnished by the
-author in the December issue.of the Magazine for 1901, and
found also in the Report of the Canton Meeting of the Eng-
lish District for 1902. We will accordingly add here some
-evidence from the testimony of Christ concerning Moses.

The theology of the past has spoken much of Moses as
a witness unto. Christ. The disciples of all schools were
‘unanimous in placing Mosaism with its highly developed
Levitical system of priesthood and sacrifices at the head of
‘the religious development of the Old Testament, and thus
made the Pentateuch the theological and literary basis of
Tsrael’s succeeding history. From these premises, and on
‘the principle that the books of the pre-Christian codex are
‘not an accidental collection, but the record of the gradual
-‘unfolding of the kingdom of God in its preparatory- stage
-and of a Christocentric character, all the Messianic rays that
-appear on the gloomy horizon of the Old Testament, and
presage the rising of the Sun of Righteousness and the dawn
-of the day of salvation, formed the cynosure toward which
the eyes of investigation delighted to turn, and did so profit-
-ably. The history of the Messianic ideas in the Old Tes-
tament, beginning with the Protevangelium of Genesis iii,
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and culminating in the grand picture of the suffering Ser-
vant of Jehovah in Isaiah, the Evangelist of the Old Testa-
ment, formed a most interesting and important chapter in
theology. The testimony of Moses concerning Christ, as
the root of this. later development, was for that reason al-
ready a matter of fundamental importance.

Of late, however, matters have changed, in this respect.
Not Moses’ testimony of Christ, but Christ’s testimony of
Moses is now sub judice. The Pentateuchal Problem, this
“burning question,” which has come down “like a wolf on
the fold” in the theological life of America, has shifted the
centre of discussion. The most radical school of Old Testa-~
ment criticism, the naturalistic and rationalistic clan of
Wellhausen, Kuenen, and others, is making a display of its
charms in order to fascinate and lead astray the Evangelical
theology of the new world. Its fundamental thesis, main-
tained in the face of a thousand difficulties with a boldness
that savors of impudence, is the revolutionary statement
that the so-called Priest-Codex, embracing the greater por-
tion of Genesis and Exodus, all of Leviticus and nearly all
of Numbers, 4. e., all those sections of the law which Jew
and Christian have at all times regarded as the very essence
of Mosaism, the whole grand Levitical system of religion
and worship which is looked upon in the New Testament,
especially in the almost systematical presentation in the
Epistle to the Hebrews, as the shadow and type of what
Christ’s words and works were the fulfillment and reality —
that all these portions of the Fentateuch are not Mosaic
in origin, but are post-exilic, a fabrication of Ezra or his
contemporaries, and are thus not the source and fountain,
but the result and culminating point of the political and
religious history of the chosen people. '

In this shape the Pentateuchal Question, for many de-
cades back and in various forms already a vexed point in
the critical schools of Europe, especially of Germany, has
been imported and offered to the American Church. Of
course this modern wisdom denies i fofo the Mosaic origin

Vol. XXHI. 2
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of the books, not only in letter but also in spirit: But just
this point, which the “new school” regards an wueberwun-
dener Standipunkt,” has become the punctum. saliens in the
discussion in our country, the discussion of which again is
narrowing down to the question, whether Christ and His
Apostles acknowledged the Mosaic authorship of the Pen-
tateuch. Christ’s testimony of Moses is thus coming into
the foreground as never before and the church still respects
the authority of Christ and His Apostles in the discussion
of even a critical question. While for the former the utter-
ances of the New Testament on this point have only the
force of ordinary historical evidence, to be weighed and
sifted as evidences drawn from other sources must be,
American circles debating this matter concede the infalli-
bility of Christ on this and all other points, and endeavor
only to turn the edge of this testimony away from them-
selves. In thesi they thus recognize his decision ag beyond
higher appeal. While he is not looked upon as a Doctor
Criticus, who came into this world to teach the correct prin-
ciples of Old Testament Isagogics, yet he is acknowledged
as a Doctor Veritatis, whose words outweigh even the most
satisfactory theories and the most searching criticism. In
other words. our investigators, as a class, endeavor to con-
duct the examination of the mooted matter in a Christian
spirit and from Evangelical principles, ready in their en-
deavor to find an answer to the Pentateuchal Sphinx, to
" listen to him who is truth itself. Accordingly between those
who maintain the traditional views of the Church, and those
who deny to Moses the literal if not the spiritual author-
ship, in whole or in part, of the five books bearing his name,
there is under discussion only the scope and extent of the
many direct and indirect references of Christ to the law-
giver in Israel. That the Savior's testimony vindicates to
the Pentateuch its historical character, and sees in the events
recorded there not myths and fables, but history and fact,
seems to find general assent among conservative scholars,
but not in the camp of extréme and sensational critics. But
does this testimony cover the Pentateuch also as a literary
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production, and can it be lawfully used'in proof of the Mo-
saic authorship of the first five books of the Bible? Here
the agreement ceases, and we are on debatable ground.

.. To reach a satisfactory conclusion on this most impor-
tant matter and learn whether: the theology of former days
was correct in claiming Christ as a witness to the Mosaic
authorship. of the Pentateuch,:it will- be necessary to put
under the exegetical microscope the many references of
Christ to. Moses found in the Gospels. These passages have
been catalogued and classified so frequently since there has
been an Old Testament question, that it would be a work
of  supererogation to do so here again. Conservative critics
have always found in these passages undeniable evidence
that Christ ascribed to Moses the literary authorship of the
Pentateuch, and with justice regarded this as one of their
sharpest weapons. Traditional exegesis from the days of
Christ, virtually without protest,. has -been declaring this
a settled- fact. In fact, the matter was considered so evi-
dent that the opponents of new departures in the Isagogics
of the Old Testament, from such shrewd ones as Carpzov
in his Introductio, Leipzig, 1721, down to Hengsten berg and
Keil, regarded it as sufficient to prove Christ’s standpoint
by simply citing the various passages, deeming it unneces-
sary to add any exegetical apparatus whatever. 'The Ger-
man and Holland critics, together with their imitators in
‘France and England, have at least tacitly acknowledged the
justice of this claim; at least we are not acquainted with a
single sober atemtpt from that side of the water to under-
mine this foundation of the traditional views. There it is
not regarded by many as a matter of great importance to
maintain a position antagonistic to Christ, if only thereby
the harmony and consistency of some pet hypothesis is se-
cured. In America; however, those who have been charmed
and lulled into carelessness by the siren song of a gaily be-
decked theory, are often bold enough to take this stand, and
hence must endeavor by some other means, fair or foul, to
get this serious obstruction out of their way. The method
adopted is not novel; it is an old way of defending a new
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error. It is essentially identical with that which refuses to
recognize the doctrine of the Trinity, or the dual natures of
Christ in the oneness of person, or the atonement through
Christ’s death as biblical, because these are not found ip-
sissimis verbis in the sacred records. This remarkable her-
meneutical rule has been frequently applied recently. All
that he and others before him have demonstrated is, that it
is possible, by hook or crook, to put a meaning into these
passages which does not convey Christ’s acknowledgment
that Moses is the author of the Pentateuch; or, rather, to
demonstrate that there is no passage in the New Testament
which cannot be misconstrued into at least leaving the mat-
ter in doubt. Of course this is only an attack on the Church’s
stronghold; only. a negative result is claimed, hence the
onus probands still rests with them. But such negative re-
sults are far from being satisfactory; truth is positive, and
such exegesis is not a witness unto “the whole truth.” The
facts in the case warrant further conclusions. Even conced-
ing —what, however, we do not concede—that Christ’s words
do not explicitly teach the Mosaic origin of the Pentateuch,
that the Synagogue and Church were not justifiable in ap-
pealing to him for a “thus saith the Lord” testimony, yet
therefore the matter need not still be i suspenso. Leaving
to the readers the perusal of the passages here referred to,
we will draw attention to and seek to apply a principle that
can be lost sight of only at the risk of dangerous literalism.
In order to understand the import of a Scriptural verse or
expression, in its whole length and breadth, lawful hermeneu-
tics demands that we must make requisition upon every avail-
able aid at our command. Grammar and lexicon alone do
not always exhaust the sense of a passage, as little as pure
etymology does the meaning of a word. Peculiar relations
of time and surrounding circumstances may give a passage
a meaning that these ordinary exegetical means entirely fail
to reach. Implicitly it may convey a meaning that the words
alone or in another connection and combination would not
contain. Proper interpretation must unravel the meaning
out of the living language of the day, and with all the assist-
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ance that history, contemporary literature and thought, and
the spiritual status of the people to whom the words were
addressed, can give, endeavor to reproduce the idea that the
word or words as originally spoken were intended to con-
vey and did convey. The pasasges containing Christ’s words
concerning the Pentateuch are so shaped and formulated,
that, regarding them in connection with the time in which
‘they were uttered, the audience to whom they were addressed
and the peculiar views this audience entertained, and the
idea which Christ’s words would necessarily convey to these
people, they must be considered as endorsing the Mosaic
authorship of the first five books: of the Bible.

Nothing is historically better attested than that at the
time of Christ’s pilgrimage the Jews with one accord,
whether they were Pharisees or Sadducees or Essenes, Alex-
andrian or Palestinian, Orthodox or Samaritan, all relig-
iously maintained that Moses, under the inspiration and
guidance of God, had written with his own hands the words
of the law. For the contemporaries of Christ this thesis
had the force of a self-evident truth, and in none of the
remains of the literature that clusters around the first Chris-
tian century is the endeavor made in a formal manner to
defend this standpoint. . The references we find are all given
in an incidental manner, chiefly in connection with the de-
fence of the inspired and revealed character of the Penta-
teuch. The period of legal formalism which commenced
with Ezra’s zeal had most distinctly pronounced its decision
on the authorship of the legal code which formed the basis
of its dogmas and ritualism. In Josephus we have quite a
number of such incidental testimonies, the most important
of which is probably the one found in the well-known pas-
sage Contra Apion, 1, 8, where he gives the compass of the
Old Testament Canon, and says of the biblical books:

Ka) todrwy névre pev doti vd Mowvséws., However fantas-
tic Philo’s allegorical system of exegesis is, and however
much he yielded of the essence of Mosaism in order to
make it palatable to the philosophical tastes of the Greeks,
yet throughout his works he finds in Moses not only the
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wisest of philosophers but also in the books of the law writ-
ten by his hand the proof of this claim. Cf. Vita Mosis
passim. In the Targumim and the Mischna we find the
same state of affairs; and probably the best idea of the views
of the day on the inspiration and Mosaic authorship of the
Pentateuch and the relative acceptance of these two is for-
mulated in Sanhedrin, g9 a: “Whosoever says that Moses
wrote even a single verse from his own knowledge, is a liar
and despises God’s Word,” Cf. Schiirer, N. T. Zeitge-
schichte, p: 440 -Other testimony to this effect could be
cited in abundance, -but suffice the statement, that all -the
-evidence as to the position of orthodox, and unorthodox
Judaism in the days of the Savior on the literary authorship
of their-law-book are unanimous in ascribing this to Moses
their great lawgiver. And unbiased historical investigation
has always. acknowledged this result. -Bleek, who always
cautiously feels his way in the labyrinth of the Pentateuchal
Question, says in his Einleitung in das. Alte Testament, iv.
edition, p. 14: “This view [namely that Moses is the au-
thor of the Pentateuch] must be considered as generally
accepted in the days of Christ and His Apostles; we find
express testimony to this effect in Josephus and Philo.” Tt
was an article of faith in those days and remains so for tfie
Jews down to our own times. C{. on this whole matter the
interesting and highly instructive volume of Weber, System
der Altsynogogalen Palaestinischen Theologie, Zweite Ab-
teilung, p. 78 sqq.

From all the evidence at our command it is clear, that
the contemporaries of Christ based the authority of the law
not only upon its inspired character, but-also, and this to a
great extent, upon the fact that Moses the lawgiver was the
.medium of this revelation and the recorder of the laws re-
vealed to him. And to the authority of this law as a divine
revelation Christ repeatedly appeals, and connects these ap-
‘peals in such a manner with the name of Moses, that his
words could not fail to convey the thought that he, too,
like those to whom and against whom he spoke, rested this
authority upon the Mosaic character of the books. When
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such expressions as“Book of Moses,” (Mark 12:16), “writ-
ten in the laws of Moses,” (Luke 24:44), “Moses and the
Prophets,” (Luke 16:29, 31), “Moses commanded,” (Mark
10:3-5), “Moses suffered you,” (Math. 19:8; John 7:22),
“Moses said,” (Mark 7:10), and the many other similar and
like statements again and again fall from Christ’s lips, such
utterances could not but convey to the minds of his hearers
that the Savior here referred to and maintained the authority
of the law as of Mosaic origin, and that it was his intention
to impress upon them the importance of this or that legal
prescription by reminding them that Moses had spoken and
written it. Such words and expressions ‘uttered by Christ
meant exactly the same thing that they did. when spoken’
by an ordinary Jewish Rabbi. The idea that Moses was the
author of the Pentateuch was a part of the definition of
such words and expressions, and this was always connoted
by them. As long as Christ in his public instruction made
use of them and similar expressions, and for the same pur-
pose that the teachers of the day were accustomed to appeal
to them, they necessarily must carry with them the same
idea and convey the same thought that they did when uttered
by anybody else. In Hillel’s or Shammai’s instructions they
would, as is acknowledged by all fair minded investigators,
have been implicitly an acknowledgment of the Mosaic au-
thorship of the Pentateuch; in Christ’s instruction, who
spoke the same language, addressed almost the same audi-
ences entertaining the same religious convictions, as that of
Hillel and Shammai, these words could have no other mean-
ing. To the minds of his hearers they manifestly did con-
vey this idea, and such they manifestly were intended to
convey. It requires but little knowledge of philology and
psychology to understand this. The words of Christ must
be understood as defined by his age and surroundings, and
when regarded in-this light they conveyed to his immediate
hearers, and hence should convey to us, the knowledge that,
as far as the Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch is con-
cerned, Christ was in harmony with the teachers of his
age. He makes use of the same words and expressions that
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other Rabbis did, hence he conveyed the same idea by such
uttrances that they did. He could not have hidden under
the same words that they used a meaning foreign to the
asually accepted one, an idea which such teachers did not
express in them. Talleyrand’s unprincipled principle, that
the object of language is to hide thought, had not yet been
invented ; and Christ would have been the last to adopt this
maxim. The Savior spoke in the language of the people,
in a manner and in terms that they could understand him,
not seeking to conceal a higher “gnosticism” under the
words and forms in common use. Had he entertained a
different view of the origin of Israel’s law-book and been
convinced that his contemporaries based its authority upon
a wrong principle, he would not have hesitated to pronounce
against it. He who did not shrink from wounding popular
Phariseeism to the quick by exposing its hypocrisy and at-
tacking its central doctrine of self-righteousness, would not
have been slow to correct an historical error. True, it was
not his sphere to correct the historical blunders of tradi-
tional Judaism, should such have existed; but still less was
it his sphere by his voice and by his silence to endorse such
a blunder if it existed. It is still true what Witsius wrote
in answer to Clericus and others, namely that Christ and
his Apostles “fuerunt doctores veritatis, neque passi sunt,
sibi per communem ignorantiam aut procerum astum im-
poni.” We are thus justified in asserting that, even if Christ
did not explicitly and in so many words teach the Mosaic
origin of the Pentateuch, he did this émplicitly, in a- manner
not to be misunderstood or explained away. Conservative
critics and theologians are therefore in the right when they
appeal to Christ as a witness to Moses as the writer of the
five books bearing his name.

THE CAPITAL UNIVERSITY.
BY PRESIDENT L. H. SCHUH, PH. D., COLUMBUS, 0.
The whole duty of the church is summed up in this
brief commandment: “Go ye and preach the gospel.” The
church has nothing more and nothing less to do than to
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declare the message of salvation. As a Synod it must be
our chief concern to extend the kingdom of Christ on earth,
‘and, therefore, we hold that our missionary work must be
our chief duty. This work may be conceived in the more
general sense of promoting all church work, or as the spe-
cific duty of establishing new congregations in localities in
which we do not yet have any. But look at it as we will,
that work cannot be successfully carried on without the
aid of our educational institutions. It must not be for-
gotten that Christ has established the Christian ministry
and has given us the example that the workmen are to be
trained for the work. What advantage is it to establish
congregations if they cannot be supplied with workmen?
Our missionary. and educational work complement and sup-
port each other. Each would be lame without the other.
There ought to be and“we believe there is, within our Synod,
an interest in both of these departments of our Synodical
work.

As a Synod our interest in educational affairs must be
begotten of our interest in religion. The church has no
call to educate for education’s sake. But since religion
may draft education into its service, we educate. We
realize that without education our religious work would be:
seriously hampered. But we keep steadfastly before us our
calling as a church. Luther’s great watchword was: “Give
the people the Bible.” Second only to his interest in reli-
gion was his interest in education. Both of these causes
needed a reformation in his day and he undertook them
both. But his work in the educational field was only a
means to an end. Luther was not only the foremost re-
former, but also the foremost educator of his time. He
laid the foundation for the public school system of Germany
and practically this has served as a basis for all Protest-
ant countries. He educated that people might read and
study the Word. While education advances many other
interests, it aids the cause of the church. This explains
why we are a Synod, having the plain commandment to
preach the gospel, nevertheless have our schools of learn-
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ing and why, though we are interested in the kingdom of
God, we yet expend as much money, time, energy and
thought upon our schools, as upon our mission work.

The chief of our schools is the Theological Seminary
at Columbus, Ohio, and next to- this comes the Capital
University.. The following remarks are written strictly
with reference to the college department, although some
of them will apply to the theological department equally
well. With.a view of creating greater interest and infor-
" mation regarding our work .the following outline of its
chief needs and its chief obstacles is presented for the con-
sideration of the readers of the MAGAZINE.

THE CAPITAL UNIVERSITY.

I. Its Chief Needs.

It needs an improvement in its equipment. The me-
chanic must be well supplied with tools if he is to turn out
a high grade of work. If he is a good mechanic he will
turn out something even with poor tools; but:the quality
and quantity of his work will be vastly improved by a
liberal supply of tools. A teacher like a mechanic must
be equipped and to do the highest kind of work, he must
be supplied with the best helps that have been devised in
his line. Our school is decidedly lacking in “Lehrmittel.”
There is no department in which the supply is satisfactory
and in which a higher grade of work could not be done;
but there are some lines of work which even clamor for
improvernent. About ten years ago a “scientific course’”
was introduced. The idea, undoubtedly, was to attract a
larger number of non-ministerial candidates. The idea
was a good one as the trend of modern education is toward
the scientific field. If we can hope to build up a large
school, we must lay more stress on this feature of our work.
Running a school successfully implies studying the demands
of men and meeting them. Schools may create a demand.
The large universities of our country and of the world are
setting the pace. They have created a demand and schools
which cannot in a measure meet this will be without patron-
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age. We see nothing -wrong in the church supplying such
instruction providing it does not militate against her main
work. We see no such conflict between our courses. In
fact, we see a reason why we should offer our young men
an opportunity to study science under the sanctifying re-
ligion of Jesus Christ. If we abandon the whole field to
infidels, atheists, materialists, evolutionists and agnostics;
the church will find even more opposition than she has now.
If she has ‘the key of knowledge, she will be called upon
to unlock: the departments now occupied by those who
secretly are robbing: our youths of their faith in divine
things. We hold that the only-true science is that which
accords with the Scriptures, that there.is no conflict between
the natural and the revealed and that some Christian men
have the duty to give the world the light. Such men must
study the sciences under Christian teachers and learn to
interpret natural truth in the light of the Cross.

When the “scientific course” was introduced into our
school it was largely a paper resolution. . There were never
any adequate appropriations made for it and there never
have been any since. Small, paltry- sums of money have
heen voted for this department. But what are a few hun-
dred dollars in this field? A drop in the sea! We are col-
lecting, very slowly, an equipment. Few realize what sums
of money are demanded to forge ahead in this field. It
does not enter our minds to compete with our state insti-
tutions or with other schools whose endowment runs into
the millions. Nothing of the kind! We are outclassed at
the very outset. But it would be possible for us to be so
fitted up that we could do very satisfactory work and help
students at the very time when they need help most, viz.:
at the beginning of their course. If they can be started
aright, if good principles can be instilled into them at the
beginning, if they can be rooted in the truth, they could
withstand with greater fortitude the attacks of the -gain-
sayers. It would be an easy matter to spend millions in
laboratories for original research; but it would be possi-
ble for our school on some thousands to fit up a chemical
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and a physical laboratory which would enable our professors
to do satisfactory work. While we are able now to per-
form all the experiments of the ordinary text books this is
not yet satisfactory. The expenditure of a few thousand
dollars would put this department on such a footing that
we could with good grace urge our young men to come
hither for their preliminary scientific education. We can
never hope to set up a technical school, which will prepare
young men for a complete course in the mechanical and
scientific courses; but we can reasonably hope to keep our
young men under the influence of the church until they
have mastered the fundamental principles of the natural
sciences and thus are fortified against error.

Our libraty facilities are inadequate. The Capital Uni-
versity has no library which in any way would suffice for
a college. Ours is a theological library. It is natural that
it should be. The theological department came into exist-
ence, first and it has overshadowed all other work. It is
right that it should but there is no necessity that all our
interests should stop there. Our library numbers about
6,000 volumes. After discarding the duplicates and trash
about 3,000 volumes might be left. These would be almost
entirely theological. The departments of belles-lettres, his-
tory, philosophy, science, geology, biology, art and a long
list of other-subjects, on which the best works of at least
two languages should be at the disposal of the students,
are either entirely wanting or are scantily supplied. True,
our literary societies have good selections of the standard
classical literature in German and English, and we are
within reach of the large Ohio State Library, but there
should be within easy reach of the student plenty of the
best books of reference, as the sight of these would be a
stimulant inciting to use.

In addition to a good general library filled with such
books as the student cannot buy, many schools have depart-
mental libraries in their recitation rooms. The professor
in charge of the department has at his elbow the chief books
on his subject. He suggests their use to his pupils. This
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creates a desire for research and the student is thus led be-
yond his text book and begins to inquire for himself —a
most hopeful sign in a pupil. One such departmental
library exists at our school. Several hundred volumes have
been gathered on ‘“missions.” They are in charge of one
of our professors. The students are urged to read these
books, and no other library about the school is so well pat-
ronized as this. The same would be the case in other de-
partments. There always are students who have decided
preferences in certain lines of work and to whom the daily
sight of good books would be a constant incentive. The
teacher would urge the matter; in class constant reference
would be made to these works and the results. would be
satisfactory. From 100-300 volumes would constitute a
good nucleus with which to start a departmental library,
and the expense would not be insurmountable.

A combined auditorium and gymnasium would add
materially to our equipment and aid us in developing cer-
tain departments of work now almost neglected. We have
no convenient assembly. hall for public occasions. We are
obliged to hold our Commencement exercises under the
canopy of our grove. This does well for good weather,
but at night or during a rainy season it discommodes us
very much. Our literary societies ought to have a place to
hold an occasional entertainment. Young men at college
should be brought face to face with an audience. While
they have class exercises and drill in their own hall, they
ought not to forego the training which comes to them by
looking at a real audience. As the large majority of our
pupils will need the art of public speaking greater stress
should be laid on it. With the introduction of a course in
-elocution now beginning, such an assembly hall becomes
even a greater necessity than before.

But we need such a hall even more for a gymnasium.
Educators in all times have considered the proper devel-
opment of the body a necessary part of a complete educa-
tion. We have hitherto overlooked it. We could have
saved some of our students much trouble in after life and
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made them more proficient during their student days, had
we taught them, yea compelled them, .to take a reasonable
amount of exercise. In his educational scheme. Luther-in-
cluded physical training.. We are well aware of the fact
that at many schools athletics have absorbed the attention
of the student body; but the abuse of a thing does not abol-
ish its use. We. would deplore it much if the day came
that physical training were put- on a level or above the
mental. We do not advocate the introduction of the Spar-
tan ideal. We are aware that the Spartan. contribution to
the legacy of nations was not abiding. They laid the stress
on the wrong place; but we are also aware that the spiritual
is conditioned upon the physical and that the maxim of
the ancients, “a -sound mind in. a sound body” is correct.
What is a sadder sight than an educated mind in a wrecked
body. The sedentary life of a student subjects him to pecu-
liar and .deadly sins. Exercise is one of the safeguards.
Should we not throw it around our boys and so save them?

The near future should be the time for such a hall.
The Alumni of this school should erect it as a tribute of
affection and a testimony of gratitude to one who. has
largely made this. school what it is. This hall should be
known as the M. Loy Auditorium, and this- pupils should
take the initiative in its erection.

2. Our school reeds an enlargement of its courses.
Opinions are much divided in Synod as to the object of our
school.- Some wish to-make it strictly a school for minis-
terial candidates. They wish to see the whole course ar-
ranged with this one end in view. Should others desire to
take such studies.as we have, well and good ; but the friends
of this tendency do not desire any special branches intro-
duced for the sake of catching any other.students. There
is much to be said in favor of this. It would enable the
church to accomplish its purpose, and it would entail less
expense upon us. We would need less teachers, less build-
ings and we would be operating in a field in which there is
no competition. A smaller attendance. would still give us
a better standing in the eyes of the church and of the world,
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for it would be recognized that our territory is very limited,
and no one would look for a large school.

On the other hand, there are those who desire to see
our school prepare men for the ministry and also to be of
use to our Lutheran youths generally. We know of none
who do not wish the chief stress laid upon the preparation
of ministerial -candidates. So far there is unanimity
throughout Synod. But there is a predominating element
which wishes the aim of the institution to be two fold.
Thus far the friends of this tendency have had their views
prevail as will appear from the Joint Synod minutes of
19oo. But it is one thing to resolve, another to execute.
The mere resolving that a thing shall be so, does not accom-
plish it. If our Lutheran youths are to be invited here
they must be furnished with what they demand. No mat-
ter what arguments may be advanced, such as that the gen-
eral principles of all education must be the same, that all’
study gives mental discipline, etc., the truth of the matter
is, that young men will go where they find the subjects
offered which they wish to pursue. A young man who
wishes to follow dentistry or engineering will find much
discipline in the study of Latin and Greek; but can you
prevail upon him to take up studies which are apparently
so foreign to his line? OQur experience is that you cannot.
The large schools are built up on the large number of
courses, e- g., our State University, with a Faculty of 120
men offers g6 regular courses. It has an attendance of
1,600 or about 16.6 students to each course. This is a fair
sample of what may be gleaned from the catalogues of the
leading schools of the land. We have two courses, the
classical and the scientific. As long as.we abide by them
we are bound to have a very limited attendance. They do
not offer what many young men want, therefore, they go
where they find such work. We should do one of two
things, either limit our work to preparing pupils for the
seminary, or-enlarge our courses. We have the basis and
could easily add a Literary and a Business and a Normal
course. We might beyond this add a Musical course. But
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this would entail expense and also demand a larger teach-
ing force. Are we ready for it? If we are not, why resolve
to make our school one of general usefulness and then won-
‘der why it does not develop according to our expectations?
We cannot carry out the idea of the majority without en-
larging our courses; we cannot enlarge our courses with-
out a greater teaching force; and we cannot employ more
teachers without more expense. In view of our limited
conditions our school will bear comparison with others.
The Ohio State University spent last year for all purposes
about $400,000, or at the rate of $250 per student. We spent
just one half that amount per capita. While they had a
general average of 16.6 students to a course, we had 38.5.
Men usually find.that which they assiduously seek. We
have sought to put men inte the Christian ministry. We
have succeeded, and as long as we labor and pray in that
direction we are going to succeed. We might also succeed
in the other direction, but not until we fulfill the necesasry
conditions. Until the Synod does this, let our school be
not unjustly blamed, but rather let there be an impartial
examination of -the whole situation and we believe that the
conclusion will redound to our praise.

3. Our school needs an increase in its appropriations.
It receives from the general treasury of Synod, .from tui-
tion, rent, scholarships, annuities, etc., about $12,500. This
sum varies slightly each year. About $11,500 are demanded
for salaries, so that by the time the hundred and one items
of expense are met, we have absolutely nothing left with
which to forge ahead. If our Synod would definitely resolve
that. our sole purpose is the preparation of men for the
ministry, we could get along on this appropriation. The
equipment for a classical course is not so extensive nor
costly. But since we are expected to attract our boys gen-
erally, we must have more money with which to do’' the
work. We know of no school where so much is expected
for the money as in ours. -Given a liberal supply of money
and a reasonable amount of time, we make bold to say that
our attendance could be raised to 400 or 500 students. But
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on its present meager support it can.look chiefly for minis-
terial candidates.

The prospects for a larger approptiation are poor. So
far as we have learned the minds of our pastors, and we
think that by this time we have some insight, the majority
do not want to work their people any harder for this cause
than they have been worked. Nor do they want any one
else to work them. It is true that there is a goodly num-
ber who would rejoice to see the school well remembered,
but they think that the funds should come from elsewhere,
not. from their people. It makes one sick at heart to think
of the possibilities if a united effort and then compare the
result. Our Synod is now credited with 90,000 communi-
cants. We have grounded reason to believe that these statis-
tics are low. If there were no comparison made in the annual
parochial reports between the-communicants and the offer-
ings the number would be much higher. Our school is to
receive from the general treasury $9,000, i. e, our people
are raising the enormous sum of 10 cents per communicant
for our work. As long as our pastors and people are sat-
isfied with this tremendous strain upon their purses, of
course, it will compel ‘us to plod along in the old way. If
anything like the former “fifty cent plan” could be realized
there would be money -enough for all our institutions to
meet their current expenses and also to branch out. Com-
paring the financial condition of our people now and 30
years ago and adding the increase in numbers, there must
be from 10-15 times the wealth now in our church that
there was then. But our growth in liberality has not been
in keeping with our increase in wealth and numbers. We
know of another college president who maintains that the
difficulty lies with our pastors and our own experience com-
pels us to subscribe-to his judgment. There are some who
are working well, recognizing the debt of gratitude which
they owe this place and its absolute need for the spreading
of the kingdom. All honor and praise to them. But many
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are absolutely indifferent to our advancement and care little
whether the work languishes or not.

Special efforts by the president of the school have been
discouraged both by the General President of Synod and by
the College Board. Certainly there are some strong argu-
ments in favor of that position. Our only hope seems to
be to increase the interest in the general treasury and then
prevail upon Joint Synod to be more liberal in its appro-
priations. This can probably be done, but it will be a slow
process and those who are anxious to see the school speed
along must in the mean time exercise a great deal of pa-
tience.

4. We need a large number of students. But as the
lack of ministerial candidates was just ably presented in the
MacaziNE we will pass this point by for the present.

II. [Its Chief Obstacles.

I. As the first of these we would mention the lan-
guage question. The same thing that perplexes and dis-
tresses our congregations and pastors is making itself
keenly felt in our school. Our church is in a state of trans-
ition" from the German to the English. The majority of
our older people are German; their children and grand-
children are leaning toward the English and if the church
desires to hold them it must be done in the language toward
which they are partial. We need such pastors who can
serve both old and young; thus holding the family together,
keeping both extremes with the congregation and aiding
this transition to be made without any serious loss to the
church. That this is a serious problem most of our pastors
will admit. Few, if any, Synods of America have handled
the language question with greater skill than our own and
yet it has not failed to cause distress and friction.

This transitional stage of our church has forced the
language question upon our school. We attempt to supply
the congregations with bilingual men. We have, therefore,
made both English and German media of instruction.
While there may be a few schools of other Synods which
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are confronted in the same way, there are none that are
compelled to handle the matter as we do. In the Eastern
Synods the transition has progressed to a stage where the
English language predominates; and in the Western Syn-
ods the German is in the lead. Our Eastern Lutheran
schools pay their chief attention to English instruction;
and the Western Lutheran schools to German. But we
continually attempt to give both languages an equal chance
and accordingly we are confronted with peculiar difficulties.
The secular colleges know nothing of these troubles. They
instruct in English only, with the possible exception of the
German work and in most cases even that is taught as a
dead language. We attempt not only to give our pupils
a reading knowledge of both languages, but a speaking
knowledge. Our students are urged and expected to qual-
ify themselves to make addresses in both languages. The
conditions in Synod having set for us a different object,
it is not fair to make constant comparison ‘with schools
which strive for much less and apparently attain it. Let the
graduates of secular schools be brought forth; let us hear
them address an audience now in German and now in Eng-
lish and we feel that our graduates will stand the compari-
son and come off with laurels. We are not prepared to say
that those schools which lay stress on one language do not
accomplish more in it than we do. A moment’s reflection
will show the reasons. But when the double work is con-
sidered we know of no school, either secular or denomin-
ational, whose work surpasses ours. When comparisons
are made they should be fair.

We have two separate courses in German. Some of
our students on coming -to us have a fair knowledge of
German, but lack the theory. Others are entire strangers
to the language. Years ago all were put through the same
course, much to the disadvantage of some. But now we
maintain separate classes throughout the preparatory and
college course. This is a decided improvement, but it entails
extra work. We have separate text books. Those for the
German boys being purely German and adapted to those
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who have a practical knowledge of the language and who
are to be acquainted with its theories and literature. In the
English-German course the text books are the best that can
be found. They start in with the natural method and are
graded up until the pupil begins to read, translate and par-
aphrase the classics.

In addition to this work in the German course, are
Hebrew, Sacred History, Universal History in two classes,
and the Catechism in three classes are taught through the
medium of the German. It must thus become apparent
that we are laying a great deal of stress upon the German
language.

The results of the work are just what might be ex-
pected. The ardent admirers of the German do not find
our pupils sufficiently qualified in that tongue and the ex-
tremists in English raise a like objection. This is proba-
bly the best proof that our school is trying to do justice to
both camps of the church. While we endure a great deal
of criticism on this point, we fail to remember any instance
in which the work of another school was held up as superior
to our own when both languages were considered.

This emphasizing of the German entails some hard-
ships. There are those who do not come to us on account
of it. There are those who do come who lament about it
and who allow a prejudice to arise in their minds and so
make the work doubly hard. There is a small percentage
that accomplishes but little, falling far short of the expecta-
tions of the Faculty and the Board; but the overwhelming
majority reach the goal. And if the bias were not too great
with some, this would be recognized and our work would
receive due praise from both sides. Usually the men who
find so much to criticise in our German work are deficient
in English; the men who fault the English severely are
weak in German. They are best satisfied who have a fair
knowledge of-both tongues. -

As long as the language question continues to distress
our congregations, our school will have to contend with it.
When our congregations have solved that question and
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have finished it, then it will be solved here. But that is a
Iong way in the future. As yet the majority of our commu-
nicants are German, and for this reason we must have pas-
tors who can minister to them. But the coming generation
is growing English, and we must hold it to the church,
and so we must continue to wrestle with the problem for
another generation or even two, and then it will find a nat-
ural solution. We should beware of hastening the transi-
tion from German to English, and we ought not be foolish
enough to think that it can be permanently hindered. The
aim of our school is wise; it is justified by the state of the
church and we must seek to attain it.

Incidentally it ought to be said that even if our stu-
dents did not need to preach in German they ought to have
a good reading knowledge of it, because it opens up to them
the richest theological literature of the day. The wisdom
of our church is still buried in the German language and in
a sense its very genius and life are bound up with this
tongue. For the Lutheran pastor the knowledge of German
would be preferable to that of Latin and Greek, and this
reason would justify our school in continuing to urge its
pupils to perfect themselves in the language of the fother-
land.

2. Another matter which complicates our college work
is the vast amount of outside duties which are thrust upon
our teachers. What are they expected to do? First of all
each one of them is expected to do a full man’s work as a
teacher. They work in the class room from 4-6 hours a
day. Judging by other colleges and high schools this is a
day’s work. Nothing else is expected of secular teachers.
But in addition to this the Synod expects our men to serve
as editors and board members, to write and edit books, to
assist pastors on-all regular ‘and special occasions, to act
as agents of the school, to supply vacant congregations, to
be Presidents of District Synods, to be treasurers and sec-
retaries of any cause which may need promotion, etc.
When a man is called to a chair there seems to be no limit
to the confidence which his brethren have in his ability, and



38 Columbus Theological Magazine.

when he complains of over-work or lack of time, there is a
surprised tone in his correspondence. It is considered that
our men are public servants, that everyone has a right to
their time and that it'is their bounden duty to assist right
and left. Of course no one wants the work of the school
neglected. The teacher is do do just so much extra. Some
of our men have been professors, editor of two of the chief
publications of Synod, District or Joint Synod president,
pastor of a congregation, president of the school and have
had sundry other duties. There is a difference in the ca-
pacity of men; but no living man could do full justice to
such an amount of duties almost any one of which would
require the full time of a man. It is unjust to ask of a
person to arise at 6. A. M. and to work incessantly until 10
or 12 or even 2 o’clock in the night. It is true that there
are periods of relaxation, otherwise the strain would break
down the very strongest.

This outside work keeps men from fixing their atten-
tion upon their subjects and becoming real masters and
even authorities in them. While it is true that they may
have a command of the fundamental principles of their
branches, this is not satisfactory in college teachers. We
expect them to advance and to direct the thought of others.
They must not move within the subject but must rise above
it. There must be an advance beyond the text book. The
teacher, like the preacher, who does not advance is hound
to retrograde. His instruction becomes lifeless. He fossil-
izes and is then of no real value to his school. The only
way to be of permanent value is by a constant growth which
can only be attained by unremitting study. President
Thompson of the Ohio State University, is trying to shorten
the hours of instruction to two and one-half in order that
his teachers may devote themselves to research. While we
can never hope to attain this on account of our straightened
financial condition, we do hope that the day is in sight when
our Synod will see that from 4-6 hours’ instruction a day
is sufficient work for a professor, together with what is
implied in it, viz.: careful preparation of lessons, advance-
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ment in knowledge, ‘correction of exercises, etc. Our teach-
ers do not count this extra work, but they suffer it to escape
criticism and to keep peace.

This reacts on our school in various ways. Teachers
are compelled to miss half days. Ambitious students -com-
plain about it. There always are those who want to ad-
vance, who realize that their college days come but once,
and that they must make the most of them. The drones,
of course, rejoice over every holiday. But some of them in
after life wake up and they are bitter in their denunciations
against their “alma mater.” The school is blamed for not
having prepared them better for life. The graduates of the
institution, who ought to be its best agents, feel that they
have profited too little and, therefore, do not recommend it
heartily to others. We find among our pastors a lack of
enthusiasm for our school. There are laudable exceptions.
But there is a readiness to find fault that is alarming and
disheartening. Undoubtedly the school is partly to blame
for this lack of enthusiasm and love in its pupils; but how
can men who are trying to do double and treble duty, who
are scattering their energy over a large field, carry forward
a work with enthusiasm which demands their whole time,
ability and energy. The very members of Synod who com-
plain that there is a lack in the work will vote with perfect
complaisance to ask this or that Faculty member to under-
take still more. Personally, we propose to discourage this
extra work, and to encourage our professors to give them-
selves wholly to their college duties. There are seasons
when this outside work may be done and no harm result
for the school; but with vacation ended all efforts should
be concentrated here. Overworked men cannot be enthusi-
astic teachers, and a school without enthusiasm is a failure.

There are a few other points which we had outlined to
discuss, but this article has grown so long that we will
desist.
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THE STRENGTH AND INFLUENCE OF THE
LUTHERAN CHURCH.

A HISTORICAL STUDY FOR OUR TIMES.

BY PROF. E, PFEIFFER, A. M,, COLUMBUS, O.
I

We Lutherans have reason to be proud of our ecclesi-
astical lineage and enthusiastic admirers of the work and
the Church of the Reformation. But it ill becomes us to ex-
press admiration for the Reformation and to boast of the
history and character of the Lutheran Church, while we re-
main ignorant of its fundamental principles and while these
are only partially and very inperfectly realized in our walk
and work. Last year a congressman from Indiana said in
regard to the opposing political party: “Itis an impractical
party. It is glad to forget its past, shuns the responsibilities
of the present, and revels in the glories of its unknown fu-
ture.” Some parts of this incisive description of superficial
boastfulness remind one of a class of Lutherans who are
very loud and lavish in their use of the name, but equally
careless and indifferent in the fulfillment of what the name
implies and requires. In certain quarters, there may be
heard loud clamor for co-operation and union, in forget-
fulness of the past, especially the insistence of our faith-
ful and conscientious fathers upon “the form of sound
words” learned from the sure Word of prophecy; there
may be heard vociferous iterations about the greatness and
the glory and the achievements of the Lutheran Church,
without a corresponding zeal to understand its historical and
doctrinal, — its Biblical character, and to realize and ful-
fil our individual and corporate present responsibilities.
All such boasting is vain and sounds very much like that of
the Pharisees who, in the days of John the Baptist, felt se-
cure and self-sufficient in their spiritual ancestry, saying,
“We have Abraham to our father.”
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The rising young Lutherans of the present genera-
tion need to be taught to distinguish between rising upon
the shoulders of our fathers of the Reformation and feed-
ing upon the honors which they won and priding ourselves
upon the glories 'which they achieved. It is an idle and fu-
tile endeavor to present their achievements in lieu of our
own activity. Our indifference and sluggishness and re-
missness are neither stoned for nor justified by the abund-
ance of their fervor and industry and loyalty. Our slack-
ness and poverty in spiritual fruit are all the more beg-
garly and glaring when brought into comparison with the
heroic deeds and sacrifices of those who have made the
Lutheran name illustrious in the world. In order to bear
that name truthfully and worthily it behooves us to make
full proof of our ministry, and church membership, our
" stewardship, in this, our day, as our fathers did in theirs.
From their toils and trials and triumphs we can gather
mruch help and inspiration for- the solution of the problems
that confront us and the fulfillment of the mission which
the Lord has given us. But for such solution and ful-
fillment their deeds and acvhievements. will not suffice. We
ourselves must do and dare and endure. We must be
strong in the Lord and quit ourselves like men, as did they,
and thus we on our part will be instrumental in con-
tinually renewing and maintaining the strength of the
Lutheran Church and perpetuating its saving influence. In
elucidation of this subject and in hopes of contributing a
few suggestions looking to our adequate equipment for the
execution of our exalted mission, we purpose to review the
cardinal principles of the Reformation and to consider sev-
eral sphc.es of their application and realization.

CARDINAL PRINCIPLES.

We can not speak intelligently of the strength and in-
fluence of the Lutheran Church without reverting to the
cardinal principles of the Reformation as to the source of its
strength and influence. It will be sufficient, however, for
our present purpose to consider the three great principles
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which constituted the heart of the Reformation of the six-
teenth century and have ever been vital and fundamental to
its growth and permanence, its stability and power: Justifi-
cation by faith, the supreme authority of God’s Word and
the right of private judgment.

1. Justification by faith alone without the deeds of
the law, — this is the central, the material principle of the
Reformation. It exalts and emphasizes, on the one hand,
the grace of God, ths.merits of Christ and the work of the
Holy Ghost through the divine Word and sacraments, as,
on the other hand, it presupposes the Scriptural doctrine of
man’s utter depravity, his inpotence and helplessness with
respect to his salvation, thus excluding all work-righteous-
ness, all synergism, all meritoriousness of man’s doings. It
is plainly the doctrine of the Bible, taught most clearly by
our Lord Jesus Christ and reaffirmed by His apostles. Only
those who are bent on finding discrepancies and contradic-
tions in Holy Scripture, and who wish to find Scriptural
support for the human and to the natural man very ac-
ceptable doctrine of work-righteousness, will persist in in-
terpreting the utterances of St. James as teaching a doc-
trine directly opposed to that taught most plainly and re-
peatedly throughout the New Testament. Luther was
doubtless led to his judgment of the Epistle of St. James by
the fact that the Papists were able so readily to draw solace
and support from some of its statemeits. When, however,
the viewpoint of St. James is noted, his declarations in re-
gard to works and faith and the relation of faith and works
to salvation appear in full harmony with the doctrine of
justification taught by St. Paul. In short, the doctrine of
justification by faith is the central ‘theme in all the .doc-
trines of revelation, prefigured and typified in the Old
Testament, and taught with great clearness, unanimity and
repeated emphasis in the New. .

This being the case, it is strange and striking that er-
roneous teachings on this vital point set in so early in the
history of the Christian Church and grew apace in scope
and influence until, in the middle ages, thedoctrine of justifi-
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cation by faith in the merits of Christ was almost com-
pletely hidden from view under the rubbish of self-ap-
pointed works and commandments of men. No doubt the
presence and use of so many apocryphal writings, the prev-
alence and persistence of bold heresies and the inability of
the early, uncritical period to sift thematerial afloat and
discriminate between the true and the false, tended to ob-
scure the true doctrine handed down by the apostles and
led even the sounder teachers of the Church to deviate from
the purity of the Gospel. Even while the apostles still lived
Judasizing teachers and other heretics crept into the newly
established churches and subverted the faith of many. The
writings of the Apostolic Fathers of the second century, no-
tably the Homily of Clement and the Shepherd of Hermes,
present a somewhat clouded and distorted Gospel by
making fasting and alms-giving meritorious. Cyprian, the
influential Latin Father of the third century, goes still
further in this direction and gives a strong impetus to-
ward the inauguration of the Romish doctrine of synergism
and the meritoriousness of good works. The root of the
trouble and thes ource of the growing infirmity in the ap-
prehension of the true doctrine of salvation solely through
the merits of Christ seems to lie in the failure of the patristic
writers and teachers to grasp the full import and scope of
the Biblical doctrine of original sin. The eastern fathers.
especially were inclined to take a synergistic view that
would very naturally and almost necesasrity become a.
menacing factor to undermine the citadel of the truth.
They laid considerable stress upon the fredeom of the will in
the work of salvation and pressed this view (e. g. Origen)
particularly in their contention against the Gnostics and
Manichetans. Even such staunch defenders of orthodoxy
as Athanasins and the Cappadocian theologians held the
prevailing view with reference to the freedom of the will.
The western fathers on the other hand, had a deeper com-
preension of original sin and consequently -were less in-
clined to accord to thenatural man the power of co-opera-
tion in the work of conversion. The doctrine of man’s utter
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‘depravity and entire dependence upon Christ for salvation
was taught with comparative purity by such teachers as
Irenzeus and Ambrose, but mose clearly and explicitly by
Augustine. ~ In his day Pelagius arose and by his unsullied
‘virtues and specious arguments won considerable favor in
the East and might have won over the whole Church to his
destructive heresies, had not the most influential leaders by
“this time, partly in consequence of the theological contro-
versies that had arisen, been led to a profounder study of
“the canonical Scriptures and to clearer apprehension of its
revealed doctrines. Pelegianism was condemned by the

. Church in the fifth century, and Semi-Pelagianism in the
-sixth. But the false doctrine which had been so widely pro-
mulgated was not rooted out. It continued to have adher-
-ents and. advocates, and so it grew and developed during
‘the middle ages, entering as a' determining factor into the
‘Romish doctrines of salvation until it was officially ap-
proved by the Council of Trent and promulgated as the ac-
cepted doctrine of the Romish Church.

Among the able defenders of the Gospel over against
‘the assaults of Pelagius, Augustine took a leading part.
But even he, with his clear and strong views in regard to
‘the utter depravity and helplessness of man and the all-suffi-
ciency of the merits of Chirst, did not distinguish clearly
‘between justification and sanctification. And by this time
‘monasticism, with its false view of the Christian life and its
-dangerous tendencies, had arisen and was developing and
spreading both in the East and in the West. The claims of
‘the Romish hierarchy were becoming bolder and more
pronounced. Little by little, on the basis of the doctrine of
‘purgatory, taught since Gregory the Great, the doctrine and
‘practice of indulgences, like hungry leeches and deadly
‘parasites, began to infest the heart and vitals of the
‘Church’s' life. Even so great a thinker and scholar as
"Thomas Agquinas further developed this hideous doc-
trine of priestly authority to superintend and op-
-erate, as it were, a dispensary for the forgiveness of 'sins,
and arbitrarily to transmute the eternal punishment which
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sin has merited into acts of temporal penance, as fasting,.
saying prayers, alms-giving, pilgrimages, etc. Hand in
hand with the subversion of the Gospel of the grace of God
and the all-sufficient and only availing merits of Christ went
the growing degradation and ignorance of monks and
clergy, the insinuation and intrusion of worthless priests.
and reputed saints as mediators between a righteous God.
and the condemned sinner, the substitution of human com-
mandments, and priestly tyranny, and stories of innumerable-
saints, and imposing rites and ceremonies, for the Word of-
God, the preaching of Christ and . Him crucified and the
power of His resurrection.

What wonder that, in the time of such characters as
Leo. X and Albrecht of Mayence and John Tetzel, the havoc-
and ruin in things spiritual seemed to be complete. In vain

"had individual voices ben raised here and there, down these
ages of decline and growing darkness, against the prevail--
ing apostasy. There had been some brave and honest striv--
ing and struggling after the light amid the deepening dark-
ness. The Church was not extinct, though it was small and
feeble and contemptible in contrast with the powerful and’
grand external establishment which had usurped the glo-
rious name. There were believers, true, simple-minded be--
lievers, who clung to Jesus and rejoiced in the hope of sal-
vation through His dear name in spite of Romish saints:
and priests andtheir infernal priestcraft and fatal heresies,
There were, amid these imposters and usurpers, preachers.
of righteousness, too, true and eloquent preachers of -the-
Gospel of Christ, like Otto of Bamberg, the Apostle of
Pomerania, Berthold of Regensburg and other Franciscan:
and Dominican preachers, and Bernard of Clairvaux, but.
they were brililant exceptions in the mass of profligate mem--
bers of their orders and priesthood. The Brethren of the-
Common Life in the Netherlands, the Waldenses in France-
and Germany, Wielif in England and Hus in Bohemia, —
all these and many others longed for and strove after a re-
formation. But none of them grasped and apprehended
clearly and fully the doctrine of justification by faith. with~
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out the deeds of the law. Even the Waldenses, the purest
of all sects which arose in opposition to the established
hierarchy, failed to grasp and develop and apply this vital
and central truth of Scripture in the fullness of its comfort
and the diversity of its consequences. The eyes of these “re-
formers before the Reformation” were still holden in many
respects, and their voices of protest and testimony, were
soon hushed. We can see now that the fullness of God’s
own time had not yet come, the time of His gracious visita-
tion and great deliverance. But we can see, too, how their
failure to penetrate into the full knowledge of the truth
unto salvation and particularly to apprehend this central
and fundamental doctrine of the redemption through Christ
and the appropriation of His all-sufficient merits by faith,
materially weakened their protest against error and ren-
dered them far less powerful and efficient as witnesses for
Christ.

All the world knows and acknowledges to-day that the
central figure, the chief human agent, in the Lord Jehavah’s
provision for a radical reformation, for the bringing in of a
new epoch in the world’s history, was Dr. Martin Luther.
A man of God standing head and shoulders above his con-
temporaries, of towering strength, of indomitable courage,
of invincible faith, a chosen vessel unto God for leadership
in the work which only almighty God could accomplish in
His own good time, and through agents of His own choos-
ing and His own equipment. To our young people in par-
ticular, the rising generation of Lutherans on whom the
care and burdens of the Church are soon to devolve, we
would commend the careful perusal of Luther’s career and
the work of the great Reformation. In pursuing these de-
lightful and invigorating studies we find that it was in the
stern school of experimental theology and soul conflict that
Luther and the Luetheran Church finally emerged from-be-
neath the accumulated rubbish of ages, from the darkness
and despotism of the Papacy, into the renewed possession of
the pure gold of God’s eternal truth, into the light of the
kingdom of Christ and the liberty of the children of God.
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In the damp and dismal cloister, amid vigils of the night
and debasing labors of the day, on his way to and from
Rome, on Pilate’s staircase in “the holy city,” in his cham-
ber with his God and the Holy Bible, Luther the monk, the
priest, the professor of theology, learned to spell out in the
oracles of God the sentence: “The just shall live by faith.”

All the remaining work of the Reformation may be re-
garded as a result of the apprehension and promulgation of
this principle of the Gospel — justification by faith. It is
this that determiaes the proper place in the body of divinity,
the Church’s dogmatic, of the doctrines of God, of man,
of sin, of Christ, of the Church, of the means of grace, and
all the rest. Hence, too, it occupies a central place not only
in the Augsburg Conifession, but in all the Confessions of
the Lutheran Church, as well as in all the writings of sound
Lutheran theologians, in all the sermons and ministrations
of truly Lutheran preachers, and in all the thinking and
living of good Lutheran people.

The Church of the Reformation was. strong and in-
vincible, and its work.of purification, revival and re-build-
ing successful, because of this fact. It had laid renewed
hold upon the vital, central truth of the Gospel and was
entrenched in the citadel of God’s almighty strength. Hence
Luther could sing, and all believers with him, “A tower of
strength our God is still!” And the compact phalanxes of
the enemy’s forces gave way before them. The importance
which the Church of the Reformation attached to the doc-
trine of justification by faith is evident from al our Con-
fessions.*  But all too soon old errors crept in again,

* Cf. e. g. the Formula of Concord: “This article concerning
Justification by Faith is the chief in the entire Christian doctrine,
without which no pure conscience has any firm consolaton, or can
know aright the riches of the grace of Christ, as Dr. Luther also
has written: ‘If only this article remain in view pure, the Christ-
ian Church also remain pure and harmonious and without all sects:
but if it do not remain pure, it is not possible to resist any error
or fanatical spirit’.” Book of Concord, Jacobs, p 571 (6).
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many deviated from thé truth at this vital point in the body
of theology and the life of the Church, and the cause of the:
Lord was weakened, in some places prostrated, before His.
foes. The evangelical doctrine of justification was assailed.
and corrupted by the pelagianizing teachings of Arminian--
ism, and this position became more and more prevalent and
dominant- among the churches of the Reformed type. It
was still more vigorously and completely rejected by So-
cinianism and every form of ratiopalism which followed in
its wake. The errors which were promulgated in the Osi-
andrian and the Majoristic controversies, when Romish er--
rors were revised by confusing again justification and sanc-
tification and distorting the proper relation of faith and
good works to salvation, caused some local disturbances,
but were promptly condemnned by the Formula of Concord.
Pietism arose in protest against the formalism and rigidity
of a dead orthodoxy which, in the garb and under the ban-
ner of the true doctrine, was creeping over the churches of’
Germany, but it soon went off into devious paths, under-
valued confessional orthordoxy and prepared the way for
the blighting reign of rationalism. The last century was.
occupied with the persistent asasults of ever recurring and
various forms of rationalistic unbelief, asslming often the
pretentious and attractive names of advanced thought, schol--
arship and higher criticism. And to-day these neological
schools and tendencies are exerting .a very marked influ--
ence upon the doctrines and the life. of churches and de--
nominations in Europe and  America.

A careful study of the different periods in the life of
the church will show that, generally speaking and in-a com--
prehensive point of view, the Church declined in spiritual
health and in evidences of spiritual vitality in proportion as.
the central doctrine of justification by faith in the vicari--
ous merits of Christ was undervalued and denied, whilst,
on the other hand, it was spiritually healthy and strong and
fruitful whenever and wherever this heart of the Gospel re-
mained intact and was alowed- to exert its salutary influ~
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ence upon the hearts and lives of the people. Compare, for
example, the apostolic age, the time of the Church’s pure
faith and first love, with the Middle Ages; or the age of the
Reformation with the age of rationalism; or note the his-
tory of Halle and its works. of mercy during the time of
Francke and during the period of decline. How powerful
and lasting has been the influence of the Lutheran Refor-
mation upon the Church in Germany, and how deeply im-
bedded are the vital, central truths of the Gospel in the
thought, the faith and the activity of the German people,
is shown by their loyal and unswerving adherence to the
faith once delivered unto the saints in spite of all the mighty
and seductive influences of unionism, rationalism and the
efforts of modern scholars and neological ecclesiastics to rob
them of the inspired Scriptures and their time-honored con-
fessions.

2. The supreme and final authority of God’s Word in
all matters of faith and life.

It was a great find, a momentous discovery, which
Luther made when, a young man of about éighteen years,
he came upon the Latin Bible in the university of Erfurt.
But a grander hour still when the monk of Wittenberg stood
before the emperor and the representative dignitaries of
the realm at Worms, and, in reply to the.repeated importu-~
nities to recant, appealed as persistently to the Word of
God as the highest and final authority in the matters under
consideration, and the only authority to which he was will-
ing to submit his faith and conscience. It was a unique
spectacle, a new position for a-man to take at that time. It
was startling, alarming, in.its boldness and radical departure
from the beaten path, in which popes and potentates, priests
and kings, monks and clergy, philosophers and ‘theologians,
the learned and the ignorant, the weak and the mighty, had
been treading for a thousand years. The.nearest approach
to the position taken by Luther was that of John Hus, and

Vol. XXIII 4
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for that very principle in the main he was burned- at the
stake in 1415 by order of the august council of bishops and
scholars assembled at Constance, one of the three great, im-
posing and well-menat reforming councils of the Middle
Ages, councils which had for their object and aim the bring-
ing about of a much needed reformation of the Church in
head and members. The ablest men of the time, the pro-
foundest scholars of the age, were there. The professors
and theologians of the university of Paris, the leading in-
stitution of the day in the educational world, with such lead-
ers as D’Ailly and Gerson, were scholarly, earnest-minded,
determined men; but their eyes too, were blinded by the
mists of medieval superstitions, and for the autocracy of
the Pope they would fain have substituted the authority of
councils.

“The supreme and absolute authority-of God’s Word
in determining all questions of doctrine and of duty is a
fundamental principle of the Reformation, — a principle so
fundamental that, without it, there would have been no
reformation, and so vital that a reformation without it,
could such a reformation be supposed, would have been
at best a glittering delusion and failure.”* Of this char-
acter were the purposes and products of the reforming coun-
cils of the fifteenth century. They were marked by honest
intentions and earnest efforts to correct abuses and bring
about a reformation which was universally desired and de-
manded outside of .the. hierarchic circles themselves, but
‘they were equally abortive and fruitless. The vain labors
and struggles of these learned and earnest men are really
pitiable to behold. The councils of Pisa, Constance and
Basel spent over twenty vears in investigations, discussions
and attempts at improveinent, and the French, German,
English and Bohemian delegates were earnestly desirous of
accomphshmg what was felt to be an 1mperat1ve need. The
fact that their combined efforts were in the end an almost

*Kranth, Conservative Reformation, p. 14.
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complete failure can only be explained by the fact that they
fought on insecure, sandy ground, applied wrong princi-
ples and pursued faulty methods. They were in error both
as to their diagnosis of the disease and as to the remedy to
be applied. They labored with the symptoms and did not
reach the seat and source.of the malady. They were bent
on abolishing flagrant abuses, checking arbitrary acts and
usurpatious of authority, and effecting outward improve-
ment. They seemed to think it superfluous to search and
examine and try the spirit, the faith, the doctrine, the funda-
mental principles of the Church. They applied their
scholastic methods of investigation and argumentation, felt
themselves strong and allsufficient with the weapons of dia-
lectics, logic and patristic authority, and went forth to battle
without putting on the chief weapon, the indispensable ar-
mor of the victorious soldier of the cross, the sword of the
Spirit, the Word of God. They reaped disappointment and
defeat. Their much sought reformation was “a- glittering
delusion and failure.”

.One of the characteristic developments of the Middle
Ages was’ scholasticism, a system of study and investiga-
tion which represented at once considerable learning, dili-
gent research and acute, dialectical penetration. But its
fatal weakness was that the subject of study and research
was not Holy Scripture, but rather the decrees and decis-
ions of church councils, the decretals and deliverances of
popes, the sentences and writings of the church fathers, —
the traditional and universally acecpted teachings of the
Church, with all the erorrs and delusions-and superstitions
with which they were overlaid and permeated. - What was
wanting was direct and independent study of the Word of
God. Men ere satisfied to drink at the muddy pools of
human writings instead of. going to the sparkling fountain
of Holy Writ. The authority of the Church, and of the
Church in its outward organization, with its warped polity
and usurped power, had supplanted the authority of God’s
Word.
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This was the time-honored, unassailed position of the
Church when Luther nailed his famous Niney-five Theses
to the church door at Wittenbery He himself had not yet
at that time broken away from the traditional doctrine on
that point. He had been a zealous student of the Word for
a full decade and more and had a clear aprpehension and
complete grasp of what became the material principle of the
Reformation, — justification of the sinner before God
through faith™ in the merits of Christ. Two years later,
during his disputation with Eck at Leipzig in 1519, he at-
tained clearness and firmness of conviction-in regard to that
which is called the formal principle of the Reformation, —
the supreme’ authority of God’s Word in all questions. of
faith and of life. Here Luther had the grace to see and the
courage to assert that even Church councils could err and
had erred, and in the face of the most revered traditions he,
the voice of a lone man crying in the wilderness, denied
that the Church had authority to frame articles of faith.

It is significant and a cheering evidence of strength that
Luther and the Lutheran Church reached and promulgated
the formal principle of the Reformation not upon the .road
of scientific, critical investigation ; not as a rule or law com-
ing from without and to be thus applied, but upon the prac-
tical road of faith and living experience of the grace of God
in the justification of the sinner, as a matter of faith.and
personal conviction under the tutorship and guidance of the
Holy Spirit. The formal principle was not the first to be
apprehended, but the material, and the former through the
latter. In the central doctrine of justification the authority
and truthfulness and saving power of God’s Word had been
learned, tried and proved. That was a matter of faith and
life which was the believer’s own possession and could never
be relinquishéd. The Scriptures, being the source of truth
and the supreme norm and rule of doctrine at this vital and
central point, must be the source of all saving truth and
the infallible rule and final authority in all matters of faith
and morals. And as long as the Lutheran Church holds
fast this article with which the Church stands or falls, as
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long as it retains with the conviction of faith the doctrine of
the sinner’s justification upon the ground of the atonement
of Christ, it will be in little danger of relinquishing, in sur-
render to the changing assaults of .destructive criticism, its
faith inthe authority and sufficiency and reliability of the
Word of God.

All the Confessions of the Lutheran Church are imbued
with this fundamental principle. It is implied and pre-
supposed in the earlier confessions and explicitly stated in
the Smalcald Articles and the Formula of Concord. It
stands in opposition and protest over against the Roman
Catholic position that co-ordinates tradition with the Holy
Scriptures as a source of saving truth and makes the Church
(and since the Vatican Council, the Pope) the infallible
judge of doctrines to be believed; against the view of the
Reformed, according to man’s reason unlawful authority in
the interpretation of Scripture, and against all the vagaries
of rationalism and modern theology that would put the re-
ligious consciotisness of the Christian congregation and
what not-on a par with the written Word.. “To the law and
to the testimony ; if they speak not according to this Word,
it is because there is no light in them.” Is. 8, 20. May our
beloved church never never cease to say and sing with
Luther, “The Word. of God. they shall let stand,” and to
the end of time it will be successful, as he was, in combating
error and promulgating the truth to the glory of God.

3. The right of private judgment, and growing out of
that, the principle of civil and religious liberty.

The Reformation not only restored the. Word of God
to its rightful place, but it emancipated the individual believer
from the thraldom of priestly and papal tyranny and re-
awakened in him the consciousness of personal rights and
personal accountability. . As soon as the Reformers felt
themselves bound in conscience by the Word of God, they
could not and would not any longer endure the bondage of
-man, individually or collectively. They repudiated the tra-
ditional and assumed right of the Church to interpret Scrip-
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ture for the individual believer and legislate in matters of
faith even to the extent of putting errorists to death. The
history of religious intolerance, from the slaying of the Bis-
cillianists in Gaul in 385, through the terrible ages of the
Romish inquisition, down to the persecutions carried on by
Protestants, Reformed and Calvinists in Europe and Amer-
ica, is a bloody chapter in the history of the Church and of
the world. The Lutheran Reformation, in its, fundamental
principles and in its practices, in its spirit and in its Confes-
sions, is a protest against all attempts to coerce consciences
and inflict violence upon those.whom the Church pro-
nounces heretics.

The right of private judgment is connected with the
New Testament doctrine of the universal priesthood of be-
lievers. Every believer is a priest, having the royal right to
go directly to the mercy seat solely upon the ground of the
mediation of Christ our common. High Priest, without the
intervention or mediation of a human priesthood. In the
same way the believer, with his Bible in hand, sits at the feet
of Jesus and is taught of God and has not only the right,
but the duty, as an individual who must give account of his
own soul to God, to examine and prove in the light of the
divine Word all teaching and preaching, so that he may ac-
cept the true and discard the false. Hence the earnest-
ness and industry of the Reformation to put the Bible into
the hands of the people and to urge upon them the high
privilege and holy duty of searching the Scriptures as did
the Bereans, and for which they are commended in Holy
Writ, over against the zeal of Romanism to withhold the
Bible from the laity and to denounce and prohibit its use by
them as a dangerous thing.

The right of private judgment, as maintained by the
Reformers and by the Lutheran Church ever since, may be
and has often been misunderstood and abused. It is no ad-
vocate of liberalism and wanton individualism. It means
and implies the right, and duty of men to form their own
convictions with regard to saving truth in accordance with
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Holy Scripture, without being subjected to inquisitorial
powers or civil penalties inflicted by State or Church. It
does not mean that, before God, men have the right to be-
lieve and teach as they please, nor does it in any wise re-
lieve the Church of the right and duty to set forth the truth
in Confessions, to controvert .and reject error, to require
subscription to its Confessions on the part of pastors and
teachers who desire to preach and teach in its pulpits and
seminaries, to excommunicate contumacious errorists, and
the like.

The practice of sacerdotalism and hierarchical arro-
gance, like that of work-righteousness and indulgence, was
of gradual development. It began as early as the second
century, and with every succeeding generation the arrogance
and assumed authority of the priesthood increased, while
in the same ratio the rights of the individual conscience were
repressed. It lay in the very genius of the papal system and
was its studious aims to crush out and subdue individuality,
— individual rights and responsibilities. Notice in illus-
tration of this, the domination of the priesthood through
the confessional, the prohibition of Bible reading on the
part of the laity, and the matchless despotism represented
in the constitution and workings of the order of Jesuits. In
classic antiquity-the State was everything, and patriotism
demanded that the individual citizen sacrifice his identity
and personality for the greater glory of the commonwealth.
In the Middle Ages the Romish Church sought and in very
large measure gained this despotic position, and the power
of the Church was vested in the hierarchy of which the
Pope was the head.

When Luther published his memorable challenge at
Wittenberg and called attention to the distinction between
true repentance and papal indulgence, when he put forth such
celebrated writings as those entitled, “To the Christian No-
bles of the German Nation,” and “The Freedom of a Chris-
tian,” in which he exposed the fallacy of the papal claims
and advocated the rights of the believer, when he hurled the
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papal anathema into the fire and thus hurled defiance at the
man of sin, the son of perdition at Rome, when he stood be-
fore the imperial Diet and refused to recant unless from
Holy Scripture he were convinced of error, when at Spires
the evangelical princes protested against the usurpations
and encroachments of the papacy and gave us the title Pro-
téstants, when at Augsburg the evengelical party delivered
that noble Confession which repudiates the arrogant as-
sumptions of the Popes and establishes with clearness upon
the ground of the Word of God, the rights and privileges,
the duties and responsibility of the individual believer, —
under all these conditions our fathers were exercising the
right of private judgment and preparing the way for the
era of civil and religious liberty.

Well did the Reformers express and declare the right
of private judgment and the principle of religious liberty
when, - at Spires in 1529, they made the immortal declara-
tion: “In matters pertaining to God’s honer and the salva-
tion of our souls, every one must stand and give an account
of. himself before God.” Our Confessions protest solemnly
and repatedly against “casting snares upon consciences,”
and reiterate and emphasize the injunction of St. Paul, Gal.
5, 1 “Stand fast therefore 'in the liberty wherewith Christ
hath made us free, and be not entangled again with the
yoke of bondage.” The principle of liberty of conscience,
-affirmed at Spires, slowly but surely exerted its leavening
power and fought its way through ecclesiastical and civil
and political relations and into the heart of society, in spite
of all the machinations of the Jesuits and the protests of the
Papal See, was re-affirmed in the Peace of Augsburg in
1555 and again, more comprehensively and permranently, in
the Peace of ‘Westphalia, at the close of the Thirty Years’
War, in 1648. This concession to the principle of the Ref-
ormation, ensuing as the conclusion of a series of wars
which had essentially been a struggle for religious liberty,
was the death-blow to the old principle of religious intol-
erance,. The struggle continued through succeeding gener-
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ations, but it was a growing victory for the-principle of
personal - liberty and issued in the constitutional freedom of
the United States and Edicts of Toleration in most of the
countries of Europe.

It is idle for the enemies of the Reformation to charge
this movement for the liberation of mind and conscience
‘with being the fertile mother of lawlessness and insurrec-
tion against authority, to affirm that the Reformation of
the sixteenth century is responsible for the Peasant War,
the Thirty Years’ War, the French Revolution, and all the
rationalism and anarchy and pestilent evil of modern times.
If the work of restoring to man the possession of his God-
given rights and liberties is held responsible for these and
similar outbreaks of wickedness, then the charge is in
reality not against the Reformers, but against the most
high God Himself, who made man with soul and conscience
and will call him to personal and individual account. But
'what, if in the conduct of some men, liberty has degenerated
into license? Would it have been better on that account to
have perpetuated the reign of usurped authority and the
thraldom of immortal souls in defiance of their Maker’s
laws? To express the thought is to reveal its sacrilegious
character. Let God be true, and every man a liar. The his-
tory of the world is a preliminary and partial vindication
of His wisdom and righteousness, and the final judgment
will be a complete and satisfactory justification of His un-
swerving and unerring justice.

THE IMPORTANCE OF THOROUGH PREPAR-
ATION FOR THE CATECHETICAL CLASS.

BY REV. F. W. ABICHT, A, B,, MARYSVILLE, O,

To read a Scripture lesson, a hymn, a marriage, bap-
tismal or burial service, to conduct an altar service of any
kind and do so in a spirit and manner tending to arouse
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attention and interest, to awaken participation and devotion
— even such seemingly perfunctory matters require all the
general and special preparation possible.. Who can doubt it,
when even the elecutionary reader makes the most stren-
uous efforts to read a selection as well as can be done?
And if mere elocutionary practice on such holy forms and
words be deemed unworthy, is it out of place, does not the
matter and occasion demand this much at least, that prayer
and meditation on the sacredness of such ministerial acts
and the weighty matters they contain take place as a prepa-
ration? This being so, what then of the sermon to be
preached, the special pastoral visit to be made.to the af-
flicted or erring, the lesson to be taught to the catechymens?

“Take no thought how or what ye shall speak, for it
shall be given you in that same hour, what ye shall speak,”
was not intended by our dear Lord to be a down pillow
for the pastor’s drowsy conscier ce and sluggish brain. In
the first place, He mentions’ the circumstance when they
shall not take thought, “when they deliver you up,” in the
second place, “taking thought,” ( peptpvde ) is entirely for-
bidden, as can be seen by comparing Matthew 6, 25, 27, 28,
31, 34, Philippians 4, 6 and 1 Peter 5, 7, where the same
word is used in the original; in the third place, dare it be
forgotten that Christ sent out his disciples with special
powers, both as to preaching and working miracles? And
yet, even in their case, dare it be assumed that they did not
prepare themselves for their ever recurring task of teaching:
and preaching, not even by meditation and nrayer? Were
they such automatic instruments as to be indifferent what
and how they should speak, when they preached and taught?
And if they did, as Paul counsels Timothy to do, if they
gave attendance to reading, meditated on these.things and
gave themselves wholly unto them, how much more the
mediately called and mediately equipped pastor of our day.
The King’s message must be well understood, its form of
presentation well prepared, before we attempt to present
it. This cannot be called in question.
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All the more is this urgent upon the pastor, when he

reflects on the nature, purpose, aim and responsibility of the
Holy Ministry. The preacher, pastor and catechist are ser-
vants of Christ, stewards of God’s mysteries, God’s co-
workers, ambassadors for Christ, messengers and teachers
(1 Cor. 4, |; 3, 9; 2 Cor. 5, 20; | Tim. 2, 7). He is to
deal out to the members of the spiritual household each his:
portion, is to labor together with God in the work of con-
verting souls, is to entreat in Christ’s stead: be ye recon-
ciled to God. ITe is to make known the King’s message
and teach the truth that makes wise unto salvation. Can
he do this without thorough preparation? How can any
one be conscious of his great responsibility, if he does not
make it a point to prepare himself as well as he can.

This is applicable to any form of teaching and preach-
ing, be it public or private, be it sermon or catechization..
I, for one, have not yet been able to concede that the sermon
is the most important form. Where is the warrant for such
an assumption, either in the Scripture or in reason? The
instructions of the young in the elements of divine truth
has always seemed to me to be equal to the sermon in im-
portance, and it would even seem to be more important.
Luther evidently thought so, for he avows that he can
hardly see anything more important than such instruction
and draws attention to the fact, that young trees can be
bent, whereas old dogs cannot well -be trained. The laying:
of the foundation must needs be as important as the rearing'
and finishing and ornamentation of the building. Consid-
ering that the young mind and heart is plastic and suscep--
tible to formative influences and training, what can be more:
harmful than blundering and misdirected attempts to in-
struct and train and what more fruitful than imparting-
divine truth by tried and approved methods of teaching
diligently and rightly applied? A poor sermon will do
harm — and woe unto the slothful minister who of sheer
laziness and damnable indifference preaches poorly! But
poorly conducted catechetical lessons are none the less harm-
ful, they are apt to produce more lasting evil impressions,.
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because it is the more receptive and more retentive memory
of the young that is involved. Is there any less blame,
‘then, on the slothful catechist? The evil effect of illadvised
catechization would in no way warrant the assumption that
‘the - catechetical  instruction is of minor or secondary im-
portance.

Such an assumption cannot stand on the plea that good
‘preaching is more of an art than good catechizing. This
is manifestly an error. Of course, if the mere putting of
'questions, the random explanations and loose and disjointed

lectures on the catechism text be called catechization, .it
‘would not ‘be much of an art. But the mere putting of
‘questions is no more a catechization than mere talking is
preaching a sermon. Foolish people can keep up a verita-
‘ble volley of questions and brainless fops can talk without
end. The emptier the vessel, the more noise, is often ap-
‘plicable to men, and it is quite often the wise man who
is at .a loss for words, while it is the fool who
has an endless tongue and no lack of words, even though
‘the ideas and thoughts and the logical connection be sadly
lacking. To catechize well is an art every minister should
covet and put forth his best endeavors to possess. It will
-cost him as much strenuous effort to acquire this skill as it
‘will to become a successful pi‘eacher and_.makef, of sermons.
For a minister who does much preaching, lecturing and
_talking, the art of putting the righu kind of questions in the
right order, is.a quite different matter, and even a person
~equally gifted for the one and the other, will find no end
to the room for improvement. That catechization is of
‘minor importance, has nc¢ver impressed anyone who has
“taken the pains to study and practice the art of both preach-
-ing and catechising.

Nor will it appear from the Scriptures that sermons
‘in the modern sense are more important than catechetical
lessons. The fact that the word preaching is so often used
“to designate the proclaiming of divine truth, does not war-

* rant anyone to place the one form of inculcating saying
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truth above the other. The fact is that the Lord-prescribed
no form. To bring the truth into the minds and hearts of
sinful men in order to save them, was what He so earn--
estly commanded His church. To dress divine truth in
garb of literary polish and oratory is more a custom of the-
church than a command of the Lord, and the instances of’
teaching the Word in the form of a dialogue or conversa-
tion are more numerous in the Lord’s life than those of’
preaching in the form of monologue discourses or sermons.
The thing to be done was everything to Him; the way of
doing it, was to Him a matter of circumstances. So it must.
ever be to the church. The young and the old must be
taught and baptized, the lambs and the sheep must be fed.
Adults are baptized after teaching, children taught after
baptism. Large assemblies are best preached to in a mono--
logue style, a few or one is best taught in the dialogue ot
conversational method. It will do to preach to adults, but
children must be taught to know, to understand, to appre-
ciate, to apply. The question and answer method serves:
to arouse interest and attention, to call forth thought and.
activity of mind and heart, and hence from very ancient
times the catechetical method has been in vogue and in
modern times it is growing in popularity among educators.
It'is the application~of the best pedagogics to religious in-
struction and training. It is a handmaid to preaching. It
lays the foundation for the effective preaching of sermons
and ‘nowhere is good preaching so appreciated as in the
church of good catechetical instructioms —in the Lutheran
church.

It cannot be a question among us, that catechetical in-
struction is of fundamental importance. I fear it may be
a question, whether our practice is not largely at variance
with our own better convictions. It’s only a class of chil-
dren; they are not in a position to judge and if they are,
the critics are few, and the pressure of sermonizing labors
or pastoral duties in the parish pushes the adequate prep-
aration for this pastoral duty into the background. But it
is a sin against the tender souls entrusted to our care, a sin
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against God who has made it an incumbent duty, a sin
against ourselves. Here are young, plastic minds and
hearts, still receptive and retentive ; they have come and are
sent to learn the science of all sciences; perhaps the great
importance of these catechetical hours has been impressed
upon them by a mother’s endeavor, and now — the pastor
has made lettle or no preparation, explains and lectures
disjointedly and- at random, puts questions without any con-
nection and either asks such silly and self-evident things or
in language unintelligible to a child, no answer follows —
how can there? A feeling of disgust and discouragement
seizes children and teacher and the glorious opportunity to
sow and plant for harvests of eternity has been turned into
sowing tares. How dare a pastor go before his class with-
out the best preparation, of which he is capable?

But it is also a sin against God and himself. Many a
pastor has made such a miserable impression on his pupils
by his lack of preparation and the ensuing unpleasantness,
that they learn to despise or slavishly fear the God whom
they should by these very lessons have learfied to love and
fear with childlike awe. A poorly conducted lesson .on
divine truth misrepresents God and brings Him into false
repute.. The teachers of secular sciences and of unbelief
prepare their lessons faithfully, in order to teach them suc-
cessfully and make a good imgression of the thmgs they
advocate and profess —how much more does a catechist
owe it to his God and His truth to come with a mind and
heart and lesson prepared as wel as time and circumstances
permit! The catechist who attempts to teach a class with-
out preparation, will find it stich a disagreeable task that he
will learn to loath the class-room and the hour, at which he
is copstramed to answer duty’s call in outward, action and
with his personal presence, at least. He will learn to hate all
instruction of the young, and the pangs of a violated con-
science will throw him into abject misery of mind and
heart. He will finally be totally unable to bring about any-
thmg like a respectable catechization. He will catechize,
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because he must, not because he delights in it as a pleasure.
His inability will be evident in the estrangement of the
youth of his church, and through the young he will lose
Las hold on the adult members. It will be one of the very
potent factors in bringing him to the “ministerial dead line.”
Unless he is hopelessly self-conceited, he himself cannot be
satisfied with his work. He becomes a mere slave and
drudge of his work, and the worry caused him by the evil
effects of his neglect will be one of the most fruitful causes
of disease, especially of the nervous system. A prominent
educator of Ohio once said to a disconsolate looking corps
of teachers, in a tone never to be forgotten: “Do you know
what causes those pale cheeks, those sleepless nights, that
dissatisfaction with yourselves and your work? It is lack
of preparation!”

Thorough preparation for the catechetical class is verily
important enough to drop some other secondary matter, in
order to gain the requisite time. Some of the things ex-
pected of us and which we are also found doing, are not a
part of our work anyhow. These time-consuming social
functions and business matters of the church, these civic in-
terests and secular educational enterprises, are not our work.
These “hustlers” and “mixers,” I fear, will not accomplish
the most real work for God’s kingdom. Preaching — pas-
toral visits — catechizations! These must be the pivots
on which a pastor’s activity should turn. The Word does
the work. No wonder Paul so strenuously admonishes
Timothy to preach it, teach it, read it, meditate on it, ad-
monish with it. In a course of catechical instructions there
are, perhaps, one hundred hours, just so many golden op-
portunities to engraft the Word; but if these hours are to
be filled out well, there must be many more hours of thor-
ough preparation. Let Johann Fecht give a concluding
citation from his Instructiones pastorales: Although the
sermon is considered as the most important official act of a
pastor, because of the divine truth which he speaks, it can-
not be called into question that the catechetical instruction,
which is a part of the preaching of the Word, is more
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profitable to the hearer for the reason of the more personal
contact, and the constant putting of questions arouses his
attention, which is often wanting in regard to the sermon.
Hence the pastor should devote himself to these instructions:
as the most important duty of his office. It should be a
matter of the intensest conscientious concern to him to do.
this work with utmost earnestness, and to plant Christi-
anity in the hearts of the young. Any neglect in this respect
will cause defects in their training, which will be of dura~
tion all their lives.”
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OBSTACLES TO LUTHERAN PRACTICE.*
BY PROFESSOR M. LOY, D. D., COLUMBUS, OHIO.

Consistent practice is a subject of controversy even
among those who accept the Lutheran confessions. This is
a source cf trouble to the Church. It leads to estrange-
ments and sometimes even to divisions, declaring thus the
importance of difference in doctrines when one minister
practices what another on grounds of conscience condemns,
they cannot walk and work together in harmony. The
trouble will not be blown out of existence by the magzis-
terial wave of some one's hand who esteems himself super-
ior to such trifles. It is a real element of discord. and
thousands” are grieved by it. If anything can be done to
better the situation let us, for the love which we bear io
our dear Lutheran Church and the high ends for which it
exists, endeavor to do it.

We cannot believe that all those who profess to hold
the faith which is confessed in our symbolical books, but
who persist in building up congregations without regard to
those distinctive doctrines which separate us from other
dencminations, are insincere in their profession. If there
were. no other way to explain the phenomenon, charity

#* Qur readers will study this article with special interest, com-
ing as it does from the sick room of the man who has, under God
done most to make the Joint Synod of Ohio.in doctrinal matters
what it is. We hope to be able to bring more words of counsel from
Dr. Loy’s pen in future numbers.— EDITOR.

Vol. XXIII. 5
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would not only not stand in the way of believing this, but
would demand it. But there are other possibilities in the
case. A man may say that he believes the Lutheran doc-
trine as taught in our Confessions and even teach it to his
congregation, and yet when it comes to admitting to mem-
bership or to communion not make his believing and teach-
ing the indispensable rule of such admission and he may do
this without being subjectively a hypocrite. There are other
things that may influence him to such inconsistency. He
may think that he is right. To a few points which are
obstacles to a right apprehension of the subject by such
persons we would here invite attention. ‘

I. We hope it will not be taken amiss if we mention
as first of these obstacles an undervaluation of the body of
truth which the Lutheran Church teaches and confesses.
We do not say that the great salvation offered in Christ is
not appreciated. But there are many who, while holding
sincerely to -this, have never taken the trouble to under-
stand the bearing which distinctively Lutheran doctrine has
on the subject. Sincerely believing that Christ is cur Sav-
ior, and that there is no other name in which we can be
saved, and believing that the Lutheran Church with all the
other denominations preaches this common truth, thev ex-
perience no strong impulse to give prominence in their
practice to that which is peculiarly Lutheran. It does not
occur to them that there would be any inconsistency in this,
and under the circumstances it is not surprising that they
resent as an injustice any questioning of their Lutheran-
ism on this account.

But the matter is not exactly as it shapes itself in their
minds. If they were willing to give it the measure of
reflection which its importance demands, it would seem
different even to them. The distinctive doctrines of the
Lutheran Church are not indifferent appendages to the
gospel, whose reception is merely a matter of taste or con-
venience and which can fitly be treated in the minister’s
work as a mere accident. On the contrary, they are the
marks of the Lutheran Church as a visible organization by
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which -she is known and alone by reason of which she has
a right to exist among other churches. If these were aban-
“doned she would become a sect, whose very existence, in
view .of the divine commiand that there shall be no'divisions
among us, would be a sin. But she cannot abandon them.
There is more at stake than simply the question of one more
or one less visible church organization. There are such
organizations, many of them, the cessation of which. would
be without damage to the world. But this cannot apply to
the Church of the Augsburg Confession. For the Lord’s
sake she must live and bear testimony to the truth which
He has given her and ordained her to proclaim among all
people. Other denominations have portions of the truth re-
vealed from heaven, some of them portions that make their
preaching a blessing to their hearers, but what the Lutheran
Church preaches in all its fullness and power they do not
furnish. If they had the complete truth in Jesus, and be-
lieved and appreciated and preached it, and built up Chris-
tian congregations on this ground and by this power, as does
the Church of the Reformation, they would cease to be
Romanists or Adventists, Methodists or Baptists, and be-
come Lutherans. They are not because they have errors
which set them in conflict with the Lutheran Church, and
have in these errors the ground of their separate organiza-
tion and of their different names to designate the different
things. Surely we are not saying a liarsh thing in using
terms that any right-minded man could regard as offensive
when we make the statement, that a minister who professes
to accept the Lutheran confession as the declaration of his
own faith, but still fails in his church pi’aétice to make this
the test of membership and communion, lacks appreciation
of that which is distinctively Lutheran in his confession.
He practically pronounces it superfluous and thus worthless.
This does not imply that such a person makes a hypocritical
profession when he confesses the Lutheran doctrine and
practices unionism, but it does imply that he has never fully
realized the power and comfort of the gospel as contained
in that which is distinctively Lutheran, but regards it at
best as furnishing points for theological debates, in which
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his personal opinions as well as his church relations induce
him to side with Lutherans. i

We have sought to put the best construction on the
unionistic practice of professed Lutherans. We believe that
in many cases the act is not meant as badly as it looks. Ia
our estimation the failure to prize the Lutheran faith, of
which those articles that are distinctive form an integral
part, is one of the obstacles in the way of pursuing a right
practice. That is the thought which we are desirous of
impressing, in the hope that some who reflect on the subject
will be led to bring their practice into harmony with their
profession. It is due to the Lutheran Church, whose min-
isters they are called to be, and to themselves who are striv-
ing to make full proof of their ministry, that they should
labor on the foundation and in the spirit of that Church,
and not deceive themselves by the unwarranted assumption
that Lutheranism has nothing of value which is distinctively
its own and has no legitimate interest which cannot as well
be subserved by helping other denominations and giving
them the sanction of their approval as by contending for
the truth set forth in their Lutheran confession and devot-
ing their strength to the building up of congregations that
will maintain and perpetuate that faith. The liberalism
which urges them to disregard the special treasure which
the Lord has committed to the Lutheran Church may lead
them, as it has led others, to a broader indifference which
gradually includes all that is essential to salvation, until
nothing is left of Christianity but the name. It behooves
ministers to take heed unto themselves and unto the doc-
trine, that they may please God, though they forfeit the
favor of men. It is dangerous to let precious portions of
the Word of God slip, and especially so when we profess
to know them and accept them and yet ignore them because
others do not appreciate them.

2. Another obstacle in the way of sound Lutheran
practice with many ministers is the confusion into which
they have fallen as regards the nature and work of the
Church. Considering the universality of God’s gracious



Obstacles to Lutheran Practice. 69

plan of salvation and the corresponding universality of the
Church that possesses it and dispenses it through the mears
instituted for this purpose and committed to her charge, it
seems to them unworthy of broad minds and large hearts
to require’such a narrow policy as that of confining the work
of Lutheran ministers to the gathering and guiding of Luth-
eran congregations. Their contention looks plausible, that
when a man has great talents for larger uses than those of
a particular denomination, and greater opportunities than
‘those of any local congregation, it would be a quenching of
the spirit to cramp his ability and his work by ecclesiastical
limitations. Hence there are many free lances among Chris-
tians who claim the world for their parish and refuse to be
hampered by denominational boundaries or congregational
fences. No doubt some of those who dislike strict Luther-
an practice have themselves been troubled by such profess-
edly broad-minded people and have thus been induced to
think a little about the matter. But it looks plausible when
the claim is put forth that the Lutheran Church, whose call-
ing must be world-wide as is that of the Christian Church,
should not be confined in her ministrations to the compara-
tively few who accept her confession and her name. But the °
mere statement of the case exposes the confusion. The
Lutheran minister is a servant of that Lord who has
redeemed us all. His office is to win souls for Christ, not
for Luther or Calvin or Wesley. To do this he preaches
Christ and Him crucified : he knows no other name by which
men can be saved. He accordingly preaches the Word by
which the Holy Spirit works and the Savior is brought into
the hearts of men. When he preaches to dying men the
truth unto salvation it is the precious truth which the Luther-
an Church confesses. If he is a sincere Lutheran, that is
the gospel truth which he believes and from which he draws
his daily comfort and strength. Could any one reasonably
suppose that he honestly could preach anything else? By
the blessing of God he wins souls for the Savior, and His
truth makes them free. They are Lutherans, and under his
preaching they would not become anything else. Organized
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into congregations they form a Lutheran, not a2 Romanist or
Baptist congregation and he is accordingly the pastor of a
Lutheran church. Others teach what they conceive to be
the gospel and become pastors of congregations that are not
Lutheran, because they refused the Lutheran confession and
accordingly adopt other names. What has our Lutheran
pastor to do with them? They are not of his flesh, he is
not their pastor. While he has a hearty concern for the
salvation of all the world and therefore for the spiritual
welfare of all Christians, he is not the pastor of those who
are in other churches and under other pastors. The Luther-
an Church has the commission to preach in all lands the
truth as the Bible teaches it and our confessions declare it,
but. when men will not receive it they cannot be gathered
into Lutheran congregations; and if other denominations
that teach otherwise can gather them into congregations
that refuse to accept the Lutheran confession, the Lutheran
minister has no duty and no responsibility as regards feed-
ing and leading them. They are not his charge. On the
other hand the Lord has assigned to him his place and his
duty, and has given him enough to do in faithfully filling
" his place and discharging his duty. How could he with
any semblance of right put forth the claim that he, being a_
member of the universal Church, must be a universal pastor
with the right and the duty to meddle with the work which
the Lord has assigned to other pastors, arrogating to him-
self the right to feed the flocks which others are called to
feed? Whether he means well or ill, he is not attending
his own business, and his professedly large-hearted service
is often a source of strife and bitterness by interfering with
the discipline of other denominations and the work of other
pastors.

Some in their confused notions about the nature of
the Church imagine, that strict adherence to the duty of a
Lutheran pastor and refusal to extend their ministrations
equally to  other denominations, necessarily unchurches
others and assumes that the one and only Church of Christ
is the Lutheran. ~ Such an error cannot fail to stand as an
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obstacle in the way of consistent Lutheran practice. But
the error has not been learned from the confession of the
Church whose ministers they are. Its existence among us
is rather.an evidence of the harmful influence exerted upon
them by the-denominations with whom they seek to frater-
nize. According to Romish tenets such an opinicn has some
ground; for Rome knows of no Church but the visible or-
ganization under the pope and can recognize no other. And
not a few of existing Protestant churches virtually accept the
theory, that the one Church of Christ must needs be some
external organization, with a visible matk of its unity as the
universal Church. No doubt much of the zeal and energy
displayed in the endeavor-to unite the different denomina-
tions has its root in this mistaken opinion which pays so
little regard to the spiritual nature of the kingdom of Christ,
which is not of this world and cometh not by observation,
and to the essence of which nothing external or visible per-
tains. If Lutheran ministers were mindful of their -con-
fessional principle, that “unto the true unity of the Church
it is sufficient to agree concerning the doctrine of the gospel
and the administration of the sacraments,” (Augsh. Conf.
Art. 8), they would be less concerned about the appearance
of unity in human traditions and arrangements, but all the
more in maintaining the reality by clinging unwaveringly
to the doctrine of the gospel, by which alone unity can be
attained and preserved. For it is Christ who builds as well
as rules His Church, and He does this by the means which
He has appointed for this purpose, through which the Holy
Spirit never ceases to apply His grace for the sinner’s justifi-
cation and sanctification by faith in His name. The Luther-
an Church cordially and thankfully accepts the Word of the
Lord, by which alone lost sinners can be delivered from the
death which is their doom ; and armed with this Word which
is the power of God unto salvation, she goes forth. conquer-
ing and to conquer. If people will not hear when she comes
with her gracious message, she pities them and keeps on her
blessed course; if they find fault with parts of the divine
truth which she proclaims and prefer to follow others who
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presume to dispense them from belief of portions of the
heavenly truth which the Lord has revealed for their good,
she is sorry and goes on in her blessed course; if they believe
she receives them as members of the Lutheran Church and
leads them on until their course is finished and they enter
into the eternal joys of their Lord. God has been gracious
to her and given her the truth unto salvation; He has com-
manded her to publish this to all the world ; He has required
her to hold this fast. Under His blessing she has acquired
a large membership, all of whom make the same confession
and receive the same commission to bring souls to Him and
to the great salvation which he offers them. They have no
right, and enjoying the blessing which He has given them,
they have no desire to add anything or detract anything
from the Word of grace which He has given them. They
gather a flock by the pure gospel which Christ has given
them, and by that they feed it in His name. What can they
need more? How can any sincere believer desire that they
should have less? If there be others who think that by add-
ing something to the gospel or subtracting something from
it better congregations can be built than the Lutheran, or
if they gather congregations on that theory, the Lutheran
Church, having nocthing to yield, is undisturbed in her faith.
She has a grand work to do, and she does it joyfully and
well and thus dispenses blessing wherever she labors, add-
ing daily to the church such as shall be saved. And now
what can a Lutheran minister do more?. It is required of
a steward that a man be found faithful. If he can do more
in his ministry than he has been doing, let him be faithful
to his Lord and his Church and do it.- There are churches
that have not accepted our Confession. That is a pity. If
they with that defect in their constitution and work still
succeed in winning souls for Christ, they add them to His
Church, for there is no other; and if they call the companies
which they gather Episcopal or Presbyterian, that does not
change the fact that all who believe in the Lord Jesus Christ
shall be saved. They are Christians and their organizations
are churches, notwithstanding the Episcopalianism or Pres-
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byterianism which cripples them. The Lutheran minister
has the vows of God upon him to preach the faith which he
confesses, and those whom God converts and confirms
through this- truth, which embraces the whole counsel of
God, are Lutherans. They are also gathered into congre-
gations, and these are known as the Lutheran Church.
Not all who believe in Christ are in its visible organization,
and not all who are in its visible organization truly believe
in Christ. The Lutheran name does not make a pefson a
Christian. The kingdom of God is within us, and the doc-
trine of Christianity is not an outward act or name, but the
faith of the heart which our eves cannot see. Where Chris-
tians are joined together there is a Christian Church, which
‘means simply a body of believers, no matter what name the
visible organization may bear. Where the means of grace
are administered the Holy Spirit does His saving work and
builds a Christian Church, and He does this notwithstand-
ing the unbelief or the impiety or the false wisdom and arro-
gance of His ministers. Hence we have corrupt churches
like the Romanist, which tampers with the saving gospel
and renders difficult the accomplishment of its purpose, and
:a pure church like the Lutheran, which refuses to let human
error displace any portion of divine truth given for our sal-
vation. There are indeed associations assuming the name of
‘Christian churches whose claim we cannot allow, such as
the Unitarian and similar parties, that deny the Lord
Jesus as God over all and Savior of the wotld. They have
not the gospel of Christ through which He does His saving
work, and therefore among them there are ng souls born of
the Spirit and can be no church because there can be no
believers. In regard to these it is true that a Lutheran min-
ister cannot have fellowship with them because they are not
‘Christians and their assemblies are not churches. But with
regard to denominations that, notwithstanding their errors,
still accept the Bible as God’s Word and still lead to Christ
as the Savior from sin and death, it is not true. Our Luth-
eran practice is; founded on no such presumption, and those
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who are unionistically inclined cannot find an excuse in such
unwarranted imputations.

What we urge is that our confession sets forth the pure
truth of the gospel and that those who sincerely believe it
cannot in their hearts or in their churches accord equal rights
to error. The Master makes no concessions to those who
are disposed to make some departures from His- teaching,
and He permits us to make no concessions. Loyal subjects
of the great King do not desire such a privilege, rebuking
their own treacherous hearts if, by the workings of the flesh,
they allow such a thought to arise. He gives us His Word
and requires us to be faithful in administering and apply-
ing it for man’s enlightenment and comfort and eternal
blessedness. The Word of the Lord endureth forever. It
is the Word of eternal wisdom that can never change. In
comparison with it all human wisdom is trivial. That Word
of everlasting truth which alone is able to save the soul,
must be maintained in all its purity and power, and the
very thought is disloyal that any change would be possible
without peril to the souls which He has purchased at so
awful a price. Not only has this gracious Lord bound it
upon our conscience-to hear His Word and keep it, that we
may always have the comfort and joy of the salvation which
it brings, but He has expressly prohibited any deviations
from it in cur own faith and in our teaching and practice
with regard to others. His gospel is the power of God unto
salvation; all else, so far as this salvation is concerned is
weakness and vanity. “Now I beseech you, brethren, mark
them which cause divisions and offenses contrary to the doc-
trine which ye have learned, and avoid them.” Rom. 16,
17. )

- 3. A few words must yet be said about charity in
this relation, as this too is often assumed to be an obstacle
to consistent Lutheran practice. The underlying thought is
that Christians of other denominations as well when they
ask ministrations at the hands of Lutheran ministers as in
their social intercourse should in charity be considered
brethren and receive the same treatment as members of the
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Lutheran Church. . But the subject at once becomes. con-
fused and darkened when social relations and secular affairs.
are thus jumbled together with questions of religion and
the Church. The employments and enjoyments of our
earthly life, except so far as avoiding wrong and doing
right are involved in all our actions as moral beings, are
not under the jurisdiction of the Church and have nothing
to do with her fellowship. We may have business dealings.
or engage in amusements even with heathens; for religious
tests can have no application where no religious question-
is involved. We do not say that Christians will exercise
no caution in this respect. Qur Lord’s command that we
should watch and pray that we enter not into temptaticn
will never be disregarded by an earnest believer, and its
observance will have much to do with his choice of associates.
for business or pleasure, but he would only make himself
ridiculous if he sought to apply the tests of Christian fellow-
ship in the Church to human association in the world. The
question whether a Universalist can be admitted to commun-
ion is not the same as whether we may read Dante with him.
or walk in his company to the meatshop. The world in
which all men live is not the same thing as the Church.
which is gathered out of the world and in which only be--
lievers live. The truth in regard to Christian love is peril-
ously perverted when love to our neighbors, which embraces.
all our fellowmen, is understood to mean that our neighbors
in. the world are all to be dealt with as brethren in the
Church.

Lutherans with unionistic proclivities are largely influ-
enced by prevalent opinions to the effect that there can be:
no assurance of faith, and find in this an obstacle to strictly
Lutheran practice. Their idea seems plausible, that Luth-
erans can have no certainty which other Christians may not.
claim in equal measure. If Methodists and Baptists estab--
lish churches on other ground than Lutherans, refusing to-
unite with us because they cannot accept the doctrines which.
we confess and insisting on peculiar tenets which we must:
reject, have they not the same right to search the Scriptures.
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.and to decide for themselves what is the truth revealed as
we have, and is it not a violation of love to refuse fellow-
‘ship with them because they have reached a different con-
-clusion and confess a different doctrine? Must not charity
-accord to them what we ask them to accord to us? And
‘love thus seems to settle the difficulty. But the whole pre-
‘sentation is an illusion. In the first place the Lutheran
Church in her confession does not deal with human opinions,
‘but accepts the truth as the Lord gives it in His Word,
‘untroubled by difficulties which reason may suggest. She
-simply Dbelieves what the Lord says, and therefore in her
faith is sure and has a certainty which no appeals to human
‘sources or authorities can render doubtful or set aside. In
‘the second place she does not ask that ministers of other
-denominations should make no distinction between our peo-
‘ple and their own. Tlie members of our churches have sub-
scribed a different confession and make that a test of mem-
‘bership. If others regard the difference in doctrine a suffi-
cient ground to justify their séparate organization and the
-establishment of other churches where ours is already estab-
‘lished, we can see as little love as faith in their proselyting
-endeavors on the plea that there is no difference. Love
:should lead to a recognition of our rights on their part as
‘it requires a recognition of their rights on ours. If they
-cannot agree with us to build churches on the Lutheran
‘foundation, which with us is a matter of faith and conscience,
‘it is impudence, not love, to ask our cooperation in build-
ing their churches on a basis which divides them from us.
‘They may express willingness, now that the schism is an
-accomplished fact, to ignore the doctrinal difference by which
‘it was brought about, implying that such difference lies in
the sphere of liberty and must be left to individual opinion.
. But that only enhances the difficulty. We cannot admit that
‘the distinctive doctrines of the Lutheran Church are mere
‘human opinions which we can retain or abandon according
‘to our own convenience. They are important parts of our
Lord’s revelation and commission to His people, and how
«ould any Christian regard it as a requirement of love that
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we should give them up to accomodate other denominations.
who, while unwilling to accept them, are ready to treat them.
as indifferent, notwithstanding their continuance to maintain.
them as a sufficient ground for their separate denomina-
tional existence. If members of such denominations are
desirous of communing with us, they are always welcome
to do so on the same terms with the members of our
churches, and the thought that they would be permitted to
do so on other terms never has its birth in Lutheran hearts
with their Lutheran faith. We can have but little confi-
dence in a professed love that has no respect for the Word.
of the Lord and the conscience of Christians.

Lutheran ministers are-badly mistaken when love seems
to them a barrier in the way of consistent Lutheran practice.
It is only one of the illusions that tempt to unfaithfulness.
But too often is natural sentiment confounded with Chris-
tian love. When a mother gives her child the candy for-
which it cries, though she knows that her yielding will in--
jure its health, she is obeying an instinct that our Maker-
designed to be regulated by reason; but she errs, considered
even from a humanitarian point of view, when she calls it
love. When a man gives money to a beggar because he is
annoyed by the entreaty and desires to be undisturbed by
his tales of woe, some call it benevolence, but is it not sel-
fishness? Even on the basis of unregenerated human nature-
much passes for love that has no just claim to such a name.
And when the teaching of the Bible is taken into account,
which recognizes as Christian love only that which is a
result of the faith wrought by the Holy Spirit and moves
to deeds of benevolence in Jesus’ name and for the -glory of
God, it is astounding that Christian ministers should be
dissuaded from practicing what they profess by a fear of’
violating Christian love. What can their meaning be?
When they are tempted to make no account of their Luth-
eran faith and confession in their dealing with Christians
of other denominations because they fear that this would
look uncharitable, how does the matter stand in their deal--
ings with their own people or with the people of the  world,.
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whom they are to gather into the fold of Christ? When
some of their own Lutheran church members renounce the
truth set forth in our confessions, are they not entitled to
the same love as Methodists and Presbyterians? If the
latter can -be embraced in their Christian love, why not the
former? And when in our work of gathering people out
of the world that lieth in wickedness into the Church that
clothes in the Savior’s righteousness some decline to re-
nounce their own power and merit and reject the Lutheran
confession, shall they not have the benefit of the same love
and be received to fellowship notwithstanding their errors?
There can be but one answer to such questions. !‘Faith
worketh by love.” When the faith is lost or disregarded
all talk about love is irrelevant and vain.” True faith will
always abide by the Savior's words, and true love will
always be the result. If ye love the Lord, keep His Word:
if ye love even father or mother more than Him, ye are not
worthy of Him. Love must be false when it induces a min-
ister to barter away the truth which the Lord has given
him to keep and not to sell at any price. If in an evil time
he must suffer for his faithfulness, it should not seem strange
to him that as a follower of Christ he must bear the cross.

These things seem so plain that a reiteration of them
looks like needless labor. But the whole atmosphere around
us is charged with liberalism and the very breathing of it
threatens danger. When it seems no sin to substitute the
product of human reason for the truth revealed in the Bible
— nay, when it is considered an honor to tear the Bible to
pieces and fling it away to make room for the results of
modern research and criticism, there are but too many who
think a plea for the Lutheran Church with her distinctive
doctrines entirely antiquated. The temptations besetting us
are great. ‘“Hold that fast which thou hast, that no man
take thy crown.”
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SOME LEADING BIBLICAL PROBLEMS.
BY PROF. GEO. H. SCHODDE, Ph. D., COLUMBUS, 0.

IV. The second part of Isaiah.

The Problem Stated. The expression ‘“‘Deutero-Isaiah”
has in recent decades become a technical term in Biblical
research. It is the name that is applied to the last twenty-
seven chapters of the greatest of Old Testament literary
prophets, to Isaiah XL. to LXVI. and always implies that
these chapters are not from the pen of the author of the
first thirty-nine, the Isaiah of history, but are the production
of a writer living at the close of the Babylonian captivity,
“The-great Unknown,” to use a name suggested by Ewald,
a prophet who lived to comfort his people, some two hundred
years after the real Isaiah. This claim is put forth chiefly
on the ground that the historical background of these chap-
ters is the Babylonian captivity and that accordingly the
writer, who even mentions repeatedly the name of Cyrus as
the deliverer of the Jews from captivity, must have lived at
this age. More than a chronological problem is involved
and more than the question as to the personality of the
author. Because just these chapters are from a Messianic
point of view the most important and valuable in the en-
tire Old Testament ‘code and as the author of these Isaiah
has the honorable destinction of ‘being the “Evangelist of
the Old Covenant,” the denial of the traditional view of their
authorship brings with it also a denial of the Messianic
character of their contents and then comes into open con-
flict with the clear and explicit statements of the New Test-
ment. Cornill, a fair representative of the modern criti-
cism, says in his Einleitung to the Old Testament, says con-
cerning these chapters, p. 147 as follows:

“Externally already this is a unique collection of
prophecies, the wealth of thought as well as its variety
which appears throughout the first part is not seen in the
second, where the author has a comparatively limited world
of thought, but_understands to develop these few thoughts
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in various shapes and forms. Again, while the original
Isaiah is preeminently a preacher of repentance, the author
of the second part devotés himself entirely to the work of
consolation. This latter section is entirely under the spell
of the idea of ‘the Servant of Jehovah,” of whom the first
part, with its ideal descendant of David, knows nothing at
all. In Deutero-Isaiah Jacob-Israel and Zion-Jerusalem are
the bearers of the coming Kingdom of God. Still more
unworthy is the different historical background of the two
sections. The author of the first part everywhere presup-
poses the age of Assyria and the Assyrian captivity; the
author of the second part liyes and moves and has his being
in the Babylonian period, and that too at the close of this
era, and everywhere the destruction of Jerusalem and of the
temple is presupposed, cf. 44, 26-28; 43, 13, and the people
have been led into captivity, 45, 13, as also 42, 22-25; 43, 8;
47, 6 and these things are not pictured as events yet to
happen, but as already past; and the tyrant, in whose prison
Israel are suffering, is Babylon, 43, 14; 46, 1; 47, 5-7; 48,
14, 20. Cyrus is mentioned, 44, 28; 45, 1-8, by name and
as a well known historical character and what he does is
described as taking place at the time the author wrote, 41,
26-27; 42, 9; 44, 8; 48, 3-7. Everything accordingly points
to the end of the Babylonian captivity at the time of the au-
thor; and the hook was evidently added to that of Isaiah by
accident or mistake. Even those attempts which have been
made to find in the second part elaborations of ideas and
ideals unfolded originally by the Isaiah of history would be
pronounced a failure.” A similar statement of the status
controversiae, but from an opponent’s point of view, is found
in Meusel’s Kirchliches Handlexicon, Vol. I11., p. 558.

The Problem Examined. 1) As is so often the case
the great mistake of the critical view lies in the great ex-
aggregation and especially in the misapplication and abuse
of something that is a fact. Errors that are totally false and
even without a seeming foundation are seldom dangerous;
but errors founded upon a germ of truth are only too often
misleading. The kernel of truth in the rejection of the sec-
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ond part of Isaiah lies in the fact that the background of
the author is really and truly the Babylonian period, the
closing years of the captivity. This is acknowledged on all
sides, and pointing out this fact is a work of merit on the part
of modern criticism. Meusel, e. g. begins his positive pre-
sentation of the case with the words: “Without a doubt
the standpoint of the second part of this book is the Exilic
and the prophet’s words are addressed to the people in cap-
tivity.” Hengstenberg, a prince among the defenders of
the Old Testament, in his classical work “Christology of the
Ol1d Testament,” Vol. II., p. 169 of the English translation
says: “In the whole of the second part, the prophet, as a
rule, takes his stand at the time when Jereusalem is cap-
tured by the Chaldeans, the temple destroyed, the country
desolated and the people carried-away. It is in this time
that he thinks, feels and acts, it has become present to him;
from it he looks out into the future.”

But the great mistake that is made by the critics is that
they regard this is the real present of the author, and not as
the ideal present. A careful examination of the facts in the
case shows that this latter is certainly the case, and that the
prophet, who at the close of the four historical chapters, 36-
39, with which the first part ends, had predicted the cap-
tivity to Babylon, now in the second part prophetically
places himself into this period and addressed his unfortu-
nate people with words of comfort, predicted not only their
deliverance politically and bodily through the Servant of the
Lord called Cyrus, the Persian ; but also the deliverance from
the captivity of sin through the still greater Servant of Je-
hovah, the Messiah; and finally the consummation of the
kingdom of God in glory. These three thoughts form the
burden of the three sections of the second part of Isaiah,
each section including seven chapters and ending with the
same sentence. The denial of the fact that the historical
background of Deutero-Isaiah is ¢deal and not real is based,
not upon any facts demanding this but upon the denial that
such a prophetic transfer of vision is a possibility. It is a

Vol. XXIII. 6
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