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THE CHURCH AND THE SOCIAL QUESTION.

By the “Social Question” we mean those “scattering prob-

lems”, such as “the family, philanthropy, industrial life,

racial divisions and collisions”, which grow out of the re-

lations of men to each other. The inquiry, then, before us

is, What is the duty of the church with regard to this group

of questions ?

Few subjects could be more important, and certainly none

could be more pertinent. Prof. Stein has remarked 1 that

as the fifteenth century had for its task the renaissance of

art, and the sixteenth century the reformation of religion,

and the seventeenth century the development of science, and

the eighteenth century the promotion of democracy; so the

task of the twentieth century is to be the reformation and

reconstruction of the social world. “A new renaissance,”

he says, “must break upon the modern world, a deliverance

from the gloom of pessimism, which is the symptom of

an overworked and weary period; a transformation of the

instincts of social evolution into rational laws
;
a quickening

of the glad and confident service of the social world as it

is and as it is to be”. Such a prophecy Prof. Francis Green-

wood Peabody pronounces2 “too restricted to cover the

infinitely varied life of the twentieth century”. “Other

problems”, he rightly says, “are pressing besides that of

social redemption.” ‘Art seems likely to receive fresh at-

tention. Religion is more widely applied than it was.

Democracy must be redeemed by more democracy.’

“Yet even if one may hesitate to prophesy about a cen-

1 Die sozialc Frage im Lichte der Philosophic 1897, p. 773.
2 The Approach to the Social Question, p. 1.
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Der Geschichtliche Jesus. Eine allgemeinverstandliche Untersuchung

der Frage: hat Jesus gelebt, und was wollte et? Von D. Dr. Carl

Clemen a. o. Professor an der Universitat Bonn. Verlag von

Alfred Topelmann (vormals J. Ricker) Giessen. 1911. pp. 120.

In this little volume Prof. Clemen proves himself a reliable and

skillful guide through the mazes of a great theological controversy, the

literature of which has already swelled beyond all bounds and the rancor

of which perhaps exceeds even its voluminousness. The several phases

through which the denial of the historicity of Jesus has passed are

here described with great clearness. Kalthoff, Steudel and Jensen, W.
B. Smith, Robertson and Drews, Lublinski and Niemojewski successive-

ly pass under review, not to speak of Bruno Bauer and the older radi-

cals of the Dutch “modern” school of criticism. The opinions of all

these are stated with due objectivity and criticized in a dignified

manner. There is no hysterics in the discussion, no imputation of

insanity. The author even gives Drews credit for having thoroughly

familiarized himself with the literature of the problem, an acknowledg-

ment which perhaps not all critics of the Christusmythe will be pre-

pared to make. But precisely because of this utter dispassionateness of

the discussion the reader will rise from its perusal with an all the

stronger conviction that the form of scepticism which it combats borders

nigh upon the psychopathic. We regret that the author has not confined

himself to this one phase of the question, but thought it expedient to

add to this the further enquiry as to what aims Jesus actually pursued.

In conducting this enquiry Dr. Clemen comes, in our opinion, near to

undoing all the good accomplished in the preceding lectures. For what

we here get is nothing else than the well-known “liberal” Jesus, the one

whose Messianic consciousness was developed out of his sense of

ethico-religious sonship, in accordance with the Harnackian exegesis of

the reconstructed text of Mat. xi. 27, the Jesus in whose teaching escha-

tology was a mere peripheral matter, who claimed neither preexistence

nor aught else in which he would have transcended human nature in

its ideal conception. The Synoptics are made sponsors for this type of

Christology and it is depicted as preceding in point of time and order

the Pauline and the Johannane conceptions of Christ. Just as if the

Synoptics were not subsequent to Paul as documents and as if for

this reason alone already, it did not become exceedingly improbable

that they can have meant to present a Christology so far below the

conception avowedly current in the church at the time of their pro-

duction. Of course Clemen would not actually deny this : only he

thinks it possible to get behind the opinions of the Synoptics at the

historical facts. But precisely here lies the weakness of the author’s

position. This quasi-historical Christ can be recovered from the Syn-

optics only by a process of persistent denial of their accuracy and

trustworthiness as historical witnesses, by frequent repudiation of

what they do say and by as frequent substitution for it of something

they do not want to say. It is this unprincipled treatment of the

Gospel-narrative, more than anything else, that has fostered the seep-
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tical attitude of the modern mind and brought it to a point where it

is almost compelled in deference to its regard for honesty and frank-

ness to face the question, whether there is any confidence to be placed

in the narrative at all, whether Jesus is actually a historical person.

The “liberal” biography of Jesus is largely responsible for the emphasis

with which these questions are now answered in so many quarters in

the negative. And Prof. Clemen, by incorporating in his lectures a

miniature sketch of the life and teaching of Jesus, drawn entirely after

the liberal pattern, takes with one hand what he has given with the

other. And this applies to the exegesis as well as to the criticism.

It is true of the “liberal” exegesis also that it has in so small degree

produced the “mythological” interpretation of the Gospel records, if

only by way of reaction. The modern mind has grown weary of all

the toning down of the superhuman elements in the Gospel-story, of

all the laborious desupernaturalizing ,which the “liberal” school has so

long been practising. The union in wedlock of extreme scepticism

with regard to history and of the modern desire for realism with

regard to exegesis has given birth to the new method, against which

all the “liberals” are now up in arms not knowing that they are fight-

ing their own offspring. There is no escape from this fatal law which

the liberal theology carries in its members in virtue of which it is

bound to produce what it would not. And after all is said and done,

Cleman himself, though he may have proven the historical reality of

Jesus, does not succeed in proving the necessity of this historical reality

for the type of Christianity he professes himself and would recom-

mend to his readers. It is the Christianity in which Christ figures,

not as a Savior, but as an ideal and inspirer. And only insofar is his

historic existence of importance as an ideal will make a more effectual

appeal and supply a stronger inspiration, when we can believe that

it is not a pure abstraction, but has somewhere been embodied and

lived and fulfilled in a concrete person. But the heroic idealists surely

would be able to dispense with this help. Such is the flimsy thread

on which the religious usefulness—for necessity it cannot be called

—

of the historical existence of Jesus is suspended.

Princeton. Gf.erhardus Vos.

HISTORICAL THEOLOGY.
DOLGER ON THE FISH-SYMBOL*

The first volume of Dolger’s encyclopaedic work is devoted, as the

sub-title shows, to the evidence concerning the fish- symbol which is

*IX@YC DAS FISCHSYMBOL IN FROHCHRISTLICHER
ZEIT. I. BAND. RELIGIONSGESCHICHTLICHE UND EPI-

GRAPHISCHE UNTERSUCHUNGEN. ZUGLEICH EIN BEIT-
RAG ZUR ALTESTEN CHRISTOLOGIE UND SAKRAMENTEN-
LEHRE. Von Franz Jos. Dolger, Privatdozent fur Dogmengeschichte

an der Universitat Wurzburg. Rome, 1910, Spithover. P. xx, 473,

3 plates.




