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It 15 quite clear that the Moravian Church stands within the Stance of
Protestantism 1C utilized the authority of Scripture of
forming the church, and thus authority OVerTr agalnst the authority of
the church, Actually S meant that the Churches hich amn e Out of the
Reformations ın the 15th and 16th Centurlies tried LO varıous EextentTS LO utilize
the author1 O1 Christ and the earliest church (which produced the N ew
Testament an preserved the Old Testament) OVerTr against the authority oi the
ater church and the transiormatioas the church had undergone, Though the

RKenaissance, Humanism an! oMmMmMe of the early reiormers applied OMIMNE

eriticism LO the Biblical material that 1T Was cen originatın) iın the
historical proCe>S>S of the lLife OI the early Church; frequently ose who
Oollowe: the Reformers utilized the of inspliration extant S1ince the

early church (and ven 12 Judaism ) LO SE  ® the Bible produce ap
Irom the lLife of the early church DYy the over-ruling CELVITLY of the Spirit of
God hus the authori of SCripture Was cen LO ex1ist par irom the early
church that produce i that 1L mig be authority Ver against the
church, It Was DYy varıous of the KReformation Churches providing
explicit advice church organization nd life ( without realizing that the
church organization nd life reilected ın the New Testament WEeTe lOorms
assumed 12  - the CONTLEXT of 1ts historical and cultural situation) nd providing
the basıs for extended doctrinal posSsitions (arrived at DY YY proof=texting" and
harm on1izing the vast variety of thought the biblical material ın WAaV that
did nOt SEeE the difficulties ın creating conceptual unı OUuUt of the biblical
material), One only has look ar the differences of the denominations,
Churches and SeCfts 1 regard the Bible eır authority LO become
ar‘ that accepting the Bibhle authority does nOot solve the problem of
hat LO believe what tOo dO ou vVvVarıous 1SSues, The differences exisüung
between religious Yr OUDPS AaAre nOTt merely matters of iaterpretation, LO hbe
solved 1T only O0O1e€e interpreted correctly. LIhe iilfenrenaces Aare ere ın the
biblical materi  al itself, It 15 aCccıden that the Roman Catholiec Church
befiore Vatican I1 preferred the Gospel of Matthew, I] utherans preifer
Pauline material, the Crthodox Church preiers Johannine material and

such the Jehovah’s Witnesses prefers such 00 Daniel and
KRevelation, AÄAnd VEeT,; ven if the problems mentioned above are accepted,
the Bible must remaın unique authori f1or the ure The Protestant
Reformation and Vatican I1 WEeTe not 1n this, The question 15 the
nature of E authori1ty,
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The NM oravian Church’s V1IEeWS Ddcripture mig be examined irom LWO
different directions, The first WOU hbe the official pronouncem ents of the
church, For exam ple, the form of the Brotherly Agreemeant presently accepte
DY the NMoravian Church, or and South, Ü  S_A states? 1T Ihe Holy
Scriptures AT and remaın the only SOUTCe and ule of OU: doctrine,
al aıd practice 1r The Confession of 1578 Irom the ancıent oravıan
Church States ou the Holvy Scriptures: 17 They Ar  D rue, infallible nad
worthy ofI all belie(, aving been inspire DY the Holy Ghost,. ” Such official
statements irequently represent the em DtS of the church LO OM terms
iıth the belie{is and poS1t10ns of others within eır culture TIhe Confession
i 1578 Was an DL of the NMoravian Church explain itself LO and gain
respect Iirom the Keformed and Lutheran Churches of that time One Can
1IsSo0O SE ı1n the 18Sth CenturYy how Spaagenberg nd others attem pt LO explain
the VvVIeWS of Zinzendor{f INOTEe '””Lutheranly'. Another example of S WOU
be the VvIeWS of Ddcripture hich evelope: ın OoMmMe American NMoravian
churches 1n the CoOontext of Conservative fundamentalistiec VvVieWws of
Scripture,

SECONd WaY LO approac the understanding of Scripture within the
Moravian Church WOU be to Xam ine the VvVieWSs that WeTe held ın the MmMOST
creatıve periods of the C&hurch's StOrYVy, hich through 1ts OW insights
rather than accommodations LO the VIeWS of others,

TIThe ancient Noravian Church had 1CSs beginnings at Kunwald ın northern
er12 loosely organized society 1C ocused primarily uUupDOoN the
Sermon the Mount, They sought for standard DV hich the Christian
Life mig be guided and 1rs called themselves ” Brethren of the Law  Mr YFor
the first hundred of eır eX1STENECE,; !! +he Brethren had only lived
W1 the New Testament, ‘ comments Amedeo Molnar, former Dean of the
Comenius Yaculty, Prague, and One of the foremost authnorıtlles the ancıent
‚o0ravıan Church and the Hussite m ovements, It W:  N the ancıent Church’s
Contacts W1 Calvinism 1n the 16th cCentur y hich caused 17 LO look seriously
at the ole of the Bible, including the Old Testament,. This also led the
oravian Church CO the creation of the Kralice Bible, revısıon of former
Taborite version another Hussite Church),

Molnar States that the Structure of the theology of the ancıent Moravia
Church EXPresSseS the V1EW that \ I evervything iın Chr1  1an Ta  102 an U  Yan
d1ivided 1nto [WO categorl1es: ere Aar®€ fundamental things (essentials ) and
then ere Ar  D hings (ministerials) that only the essentials
essentialija anıd mMänisterijalia In church history people have not
always differentiated between the LWO, hich ea LO the eformation of
Christianity LIhe essentials Aare the gre ee: of God IOr the salvation
Of man, and this God Ccts the Iriune God, These essentials have LWO
aspe objectively, God, DSonN, Holy Spirit, and subjectively, al love,
hope, EKverything Ise 15 of SECONdAFrY imporftiance, JIhe distinction between
this and the Second Keformation becomes u1lte clear: the principle of
Scripture 15 clarified OnLY nO Christian COU ulte easily live without
Scripture; he eed only accept God ın Christ, Scripture 15 thereiore only
instrument Serving ese essentials of God, Ihe Church 1so SEeTVES 3}
PUrDOSeEe These ministerial hings AT similar LO sacraments, Ihe Sen-—
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1A15 ill nOt be changed, Ihe ministerial things (which the essentials )
Ar  D subje ct reformation( 54 Molnar ees z R1} O1 theology
present ng the ancılent Moravians until the late 16th CeEnturYy, Ven the
hymnals eing structure: ın 3 fashion,

The Similarities of the vieWws of Zinzendorfti, the foster=flather of the
Moravian Church 1n the 18th CenturYy, Ar © Striking, Zinzendor{i sought LO
nsSsSwWwWer the 1SSues that WerTrTe eing raised for Christianity DY the German
Enlightenment, hich included the direction of historical and rational eriticısm
at re  OUuS inst1tutl1onsS, inucluding the e, Zinzendor{f Sa the human and
historical nature of Scripture due TO the WaYy God worked ıth people  °  °

Holy Ghost)lets people (biblical writers) spea ell they Can,
he does nOT give them an Y better understanding DE OLV than they have,
he doesn’t change anything in elr natural qualities; but the r  o 15
constituted ı1n his body and mind, he remaıns even hen he 15 converted
and becomes Sservant oi God ın the ighest degree, Ihere Can be Servants
ol God ın the am e egree of blessedness and estimatıon ın the ear of God,
where One has POOL and the er gre intellectual capa ity, * the [WO
people write, the O11ne€e writes ith his greater D:  1 and the er itn
his imited intellect;: if they Aarguce, the One according LO the sSchool
irom hich he and the erT' according LO his (school), The
Holy Spirit does nOT change them NO  n me e1ir nature, but allows
each to his WaYV M 2)" The variety of WaYys that people respond LO God
oday Was also characteristic of the Biblical period  e '"When 0]815 believes,
OonNn!|  ® 15 afforded inner experience and feeling of God, little S us

numi1in1s 1L 15 proper for the tim ın hich One lives, ach time has
its OW nu nı hich never contradicts that of the previous
time but irom generation LO generation increases and becomes clearer, This
1S apparent ın the great historical periods (in German 1T Economies H) beiore
and under the Law and under Christ where the of the divine 1n each
Was appropriate for 1ts OW Lime, Accordingly each time has 1CSs OW

System theologi C: (theological system ) 1C already ea to
the following perio |as Peter 1:11 indicates|, However, the theology of
the following period cannot be earned before the ime 15 fulfilled, and still
each ersSon of z historical period has the faith hich 1Ss rig for him
Ihat hich 1S of Primary CONCeETrn then 15 nOt much the completeness of
knowledge, but the aithful faith=obedience hich r  o CXDPTESSCS ın his
historical perio| owards the Content and object of faith hich 15 presented
LO the heart’s and mind’s CeVCS, ach oul 15 evaluated ın God’s ear
according whether Or not it 15 willing LO do that (3 )H

The biblical ooks, ın order LO be understood, sShould then be arranged
according to the order of elr historical origin and B he did in his Second
Attempt al Iranslation of the New Testament, Since the Old Testament
involves specia problems of understanding, 1n the last ca of his life he
sought to create ÖOld Testament Handbook hich would eliminate doublets,
geneologies, and er material nOLT significant for the Christian,

1Ihe primary pur pose of Ddcripture 15 to provide the place where God Can

be met, where Christ Can De met, The experience of the living Christ, and
of his heavenly Father and the Spirit through Him Are the e © 1 a lıa



iın the ancıent Church, Scripture 15 of the m inı erıa  12 > OoSe things
hich STW! the central CONCeEern of relationship ith Christ, This relation-
Ship 15 matter of the eart, To make religion primarily matter of Concepts
15 LO OW only intellectual elıte LO be religious and LO mM15S the focus of
the biblical mESSagEC hich points LO the Primacyvy of relationship iıth God,
In supplement to ater colleection of weekly he cir culated hile in Dres-
den, Zinzendorf stated:
"'1) Religion Can be graspe Wwithout conclusions drawn DYy reason, otherwise

One COU. have religion eXCcept the One who has enlightened mind, and
theyv WOU. be the best students of who had the greatest rational CapaCcity;
however, that 1Ss nOt believable and Wars against OUr experience,

Religion must De something hich 15 obtained without an V cConcepts , through
mere experience; otherwise One deafi, STl less SOomMe0oOone born blind,

ven less insane Cerson, child, COU. have the religion hich 15
NECESSATVY ior salvation, The first COU. nOt hear the ru the Second ac
the sensual per ception which WONU. awake his mind and incite his oughts,
and the third lacks the ability to understand COnCepfts, relate and test them.,

TIruth iın COnCepts 15 less important than TU! in experience, TIrOTS ın
teaching are nOt bad ın CSSCNCE, i1gnorant r  o 15 not
off Oon!|  ® impervious (to God),

Ihe conceptual meanings VarYy ith aye, education and er Conditions,
The experienced meanings are nOtTt much subject LO ese variations; they
remain firmly established 1n the face of time and CiIrcumstances (4

Ihere 15, however, conceptua material 1n Scripture materıa otf three
Lypes, First, ere Adre the "hasice truths ! (Grund=wahrheiten) which Aare
clearly understandable LO all and are NECESSAr for salva  tion (Zinzendorf
WOU. eem LO mean that hat they Aare OU' 15 NECESSATCYV ior salva  tion 1,e, y

Christ and the atonement), Secondly, ere AaTrTe " matters of knowledge "
( Frkenntnisse Ya materials only understandable to oSse whı AT e Tained and
CNgAaYE ın further Study, Lastly, ere are materials which Zinzendorf ca
11 secrets !! (Geheimnisse dealing ith matters not clearly defined in
Scriptures that e1ir interpretation en! LO produce different Opinions,

TThe interpretations ON  ® emp of ese 11 secrets! > such the Trinity
the nature of the Lord’s Supper, hat ıll appen at the Second coming

of Christ, should be kept private, nOt argue: about, and certainly nOT forced
anyone else (5 Ja
The ability to deal ith the 1n such WaYy LO form conceptua.

truths doectrinal statements Out of il 1s imited, TIhose especially TrTained
and gifted-will be able LO do INOT®e ith hat Can be conceptualized irom ese
11 matters of knowledge ' However, Zinzendorf asSsSerts that interpretation
15 not me ely matter of intellectual understanding, but of allowing the
Spirit LO lead to experiential understanding of hat the WOrds and on  D
"mean!. God EVEC asks of that hich he has nOt vet led to nderstand
(6 Moreover, interpretation 15 always aiiecte: DYy the historical Contiext ın
hich 1 15 done that doectrinal and conceptual theological SYyStems AaTrTe

rig! for e1ir time and COnNLeXT, Dut not necessarily rig for else
1n er ‚ONTLEXTS (7 ).

Thus Moravians iın Various Countries adhered to the major doctrinal
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formulations of the church of that COUNtECYy and yet, ın pı of ese different
doectrinal eXpressi0ons, realized that ın Christ they WEeTe all united Unity am e

nOt irom unifiorm biblical interpretation nO  S doectrinal formulations, Dut the
ear experience of the Christ LO whom the interpretations and formulations
bore W1tness,

In 1978 andmark book WaSs published ın Biblical Theology, Samuel
Terrien’s 1u 1 (8 Intended possi  € foundation
for ne ecumenical theology, 17 ece5s the unifying element of q ll the variegated
biblical materials the eme ol the of God hich 15 elusive hbecause
17 cannot be manipulated DY man, oth Old and New Testament traditions Ar

ecen speaking of the God who Wa  mN present in the past ın nis sSavıng aCTtS,
whı ill be present ın the future, and 15 experienced in the present DYy past
and uture eing en 1nTtOo the cultus of his people, ın the New Testament
ın preaching and worship. Though nOT adequately stressing the of
God ın the resurrected Christ anı the Spirit,it nevertheless affirms the
per cepti1ons of Zinzendorf and the Moravian Church:? Sdcripture SEerTves that
hich 15 essential”® the of and relationship ith God (for Zinzendor{f
deseribed iın erm of the relationship ıth Christ),

believe thus that inheritance Moravians DO1NTS the fact that
the essential PUrpDOSC of Seripture lies not ın OrmMuUulatlons and doectrinal
statements derived fifrom it 1C ll legitimately er if eveloped ı1n
different contexts, but ODDE door through hich ma enter 1ntfo
relationship ith God and develop life ın responsibility LO Him, TIhis 15
the eme of er article, " Refleections On the Kight Use of Ddcriptures
With 1eW the OVve of G0d M

However, both for the Sake of Christian understanding and for the sake
of preserving hat 15 essential in the Christian understanding of God and
lLife hen conironted äth 1S5SuUues that challenge S understanding, formulas
tions and conceptualizations ofI faith eed LO be developed, These Same

Yyave 1r TO the creeds and doctrinal Statements of the Church,
Yet the following sSshould be kept ın Mind:®

Ihe nature of the bihlical material,
a) It sShould be kept 1n mind that Scripture belongs tO the nı 3
serving the 6S sentialia Cne SsShould 1so look for the 17 Basic Truths"
of Scripture, that essential mMESSAaYC LO hich 1CS varıety bears Ww1itness; the
reality of YrAaCiOUS God wnı enters 1ntfo relationship ith humankind and
ca personNns tO live Out the responsibility of that relationship and bear
Wwitness LO It:

Scripture 1S "incarnational !T, It contains the actıon of God and the reactıion
of mMan, TIhe rıetles of human reaction LO anı interpretation of God’s actıon
produce the varıelles of theology iın the biblical materıa exXxpressing vVarious
understandings of God, eC=s  © and the institutional life of od’s people.,
The of this variety enriches OUr understanding of God and the
possibilities of human® However, 1L does make it INOTeEe difficult
tO develop doectrinal statements ase the biblical material, TIThe biblical
materials WEeTrTe produce W1 1000 VCAaAr Stream of the iStory of od’s
people, particular portion of that StoOrYy 15 nOot adequately represented
ın the biblical material the Judaism of the inter=testamental period, (Some
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material fIfrom e perio!| NOW known the Old Testament Apocrypha,
Wa ın the O1d Testament of the early church because the church down LO the
Reformation used the broader of the Greek Old Testament later
rejecte: DY much of Protestantism, nm
C) Many of the COnCepts and terms used 1n the Bible had i1Story of us  ®

before they WEeTe used DY the biblical writers, One mMUST always carefully
ask NOW the biblical WTr1ıter intended LO use his terms and NOT make them
mean INOTE than intended,

Frequently i1Ssue 15 ea ith ın different WAaYysS a different periods
(e.g the New Testament understanding of the STAate - Rom_. E Rev, x  ’

Pet, 2 v Frequently earlier eme 15 interpreted and reinterprete AT
different sta: iın 1Story (e,g the Kxodus In the New Testament, Old
TLestament ideas Ar e frequently reinterpreted D Jesus’ Tea  en of
the opes of Israel and the Kingdom of God). Thus LT mMaYy be helpful LO look
at the 11 history” of the Te of idea,
e) For the Christian Church the author1i of Christ, the Word of God,
15 ultCimate, One MmMUStT listen carefully ior his approac LO CONCEDPLIS and
1SsSues, LIhere 15, however, Sometlimes problem iın ascertaining the position
of Jesus 1SsSue because of the varıous presen  ons of him 1n the
Gospels, Also 0)81  ® m ust as the extent hich Jesus W:  N arrıving at
solutions an making SsStatements merely for his contemporaries and elr
needs, speaking eır terms,

As Zinzendor{i pointed out, ere are limitations LO hat on  ® Can do ith
the biblical material ın making theological statements, Ihe ” Basic Iruths
AT relatively clear when ON  D brings LO Scripture the church’s anı one’s
OW iving relationship ith Jesus and his heavenly Father, Ihen ere AL  D

ose ” matters otf knowledge” which Can be ea ith DY ose adequately
TrTained and thus ere 1S place for the 11 expert” iın theologizing from the
biblical materials, Ihen ere Are®e the 11 secrets , oSse matters where 1L
15 extremely difficult to gain definition and sStatement hich mig be
agreed upDOonN DY the COM MUNLTY of al LIhe definition of ese matters should
be leift OoOpen and perhaps, at Limes, Ven kept private,

Z TIhe New Lestament urc revived the prophetic Tadıtıon of the Old
Testament.,. It SSUuMmes that life 15 not merely worked Out DYy applying the

Sdcriptual ra  10Nn, Jesus worker out his lLife primarily ın responsibility to
God and ma not in terms of the Law and the Prophets the adıtllons of
the interpretation of ese worked OUT DY Post=Exilic Judaism, Ihe early
church experienced the Spirit an knew that Christ had been raised from
the dead, ecomiın 1CSs contem porar ord. Ihe church then sought tOo
respond to life and 15Sues ith responsibility LO the rısen ord an! through
the guidance ot the Spirit (e e v Cor, 0-16; Ü) Most of the early
church also harkened back to the TAadıllon of Jesus’ lLife and Sayıings, but
i assumed that God WOU help A to deal ith S1  on hich mig nOLt
Ven have been 2ace: an ea ıth in the Jesus radıtlion The early UuUrc
also utilized the Old Testament, but primarily used it prophetically,
pointing LO hat occurred ın Jesus and ın the lLife of the early church,
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B There ma be 21eed LO place 1st CeENLuUr y ideas iın 20th Century Janguage,
The early church establishe the pattern for B DY expressing iın the
conceptualities of the Hellenistic WOT Christianity hich egan within
Judaism, Paul, for example, primarily describes Christianity ın terms of
his Jewish backgroun ın Kom ans and Galatians, but ın different ON CEeDIS
ın the Corinthian correspondence and 10 Colossians,.

' S We mMUust recognize the imitations of knowledge which are not only
inheren in the problems of knowing, but of hich Paul, earliest theolo«=
glan, WAas ell ar CI Cor, 13:8-12), We MUST recognize the Pr1imacCcy
of relationship and love OVer knowledge (1 Cor. 13 Cor., 8:1) We MUuSt
recognize that all biblical interpretation and theological reflection, in the
variety of eır eXpression, exist for the sake of the Gospel, LO draw persons
close LO God and the realities of the Christian lLife Cor. 9:22-23),
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eUuUtSsS che Zusammenfassung

DAS SCHRIF TVERSTANDNIS DER B OHMISCHEN BRUDER UND BEI
INZENDOR

Will mMa den Stellenwert und die 1C der heiligen Schrifit innerhalb der
üder=Uanität untersuchen, hbieten Ssich nach Freeman ZW e1 Wege A
l1ießen ich einmal die offiziellen Verlautbarungen der Brüderkirche betrach=-
ten, Z DB das Brüderbekenntnis VO  5 15783 Eine Prüfung solcher
extie wuürde  E darzustellen aben, mein Freeman, inwieweit S1e USdTUuUC
ihrer zeitgeschichtlichen Situation und Umwelt Sind und auftf damals einge=-
nOIMNIMMENE kirchliche Positionen reagieren, So sSel das Brüderbekenntnis von

1573 der Versuch, den Standpunkt der rüderkirche gegenüber der reior-
mierten und iutherischen T C darzustellen und deren Anerkennung
gewinnen,

Ein anderer Zugang ema und dafür entscheidet sich Freeminn >

erschließt sich, Wenn ma  5 die Außerungen der _ Sschöpferischen Perioden!!
der Kirchengeschichte, die eher die eigenen Tkenntnisse einer e  n
enthalten, analysiert, Demgem äß stellt kurz die Auffassung der alten
Brüderkirche 1m AÄAns chluß eine Vorlesung Molnars dar und ebt VOTLT

em die Unterscheidung der wesentlichen (essentialia ) Von den dienlichen
(ministerialia ) Dingen hervor, Die heilige Schrift gehört den dienlichen
Dingen ehbenso W1e die rche, die den Zugang den wesentlichen Dingen,

ott ater, SsSeinem Sohn, eiligen e1s oder auch Glaube, Ho{i=
nung und 1e eröffnen, Die böhmischen Brüder lebten iın den ersten 100
en mit dem Neuen men erst die Kontakte mMit der refiformier«-
ten Y führten eschäftigung M1 dem Alten ment,

Die Ähnlichkeit dieser Gedankengänge mit denen Zinzendor{is hält Teeman
für Sschlagend, Zinzendor{f sah die menschliche, storische Entstehung der
Schrifit und wollte die biblischen Bücher Schon in storischer Reihen{folge
anordnen, Freeman sagt: 'r Die rfahrung des lJebendigen Christus und Sseines
himmlischen Vaters und urc ih:! Seines eiligen Geistes Sind die Wesent=
lichen inge W1e in der alten Brüderkirche, Die Schri{it gehört den
dienlichen Dingen, die dem yentralen Anliegen der KOonnex1i1on mit Christus
dienen ! iıe lebendige Beziehung Christus i1sSt Herzenssache, nicht ine
Angelegenheit des Verstande oder der richtigen Begri{ffe. So habe
Zinzendor{fi SCchon iın Selner Schrifit 1Y Der eutfsche Sokrates !” und auch später
geschrieben, arum selen theologische Bekenntnisse und Lehrformulierungen,
die der heiligen Schrifit gem al sind, ZWAar nützlich und gut, aber doch
1Y richtip” in ihrer eit und ın ihrem gesellschaftlichen Kontext, nicht aber
nofwendigerweise ebenso richtig für Mens chen einer anderen Gesellschafit
und ultur

Diese Erkennatnis habe die Brüdergemeine einer erstaunlichen Anpase
sungsfähigkeit gegenüber den jeweiligen Konfessionen und Kirchen geführt,
5ie konnte sich den wichtigsten Lehrformulierungen der PCOC eines Landes
anschließen und T’OLZ der unterschiedlichen Bekenntnisse der Kirchen daran
iesthalten, daß in Christus alle 1ns Sind:

In diesem Zusammenhang mac Teeman auf das 1978 veröffentlichte
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uch Von Samuel errien m1€ dem Titel:e 77 Elusive Presence!! aufim erksam
da hier in dem OL1LV der Gegenwart es das die verschiedenen
biblischen Bücher verbindend ema angegeben Wird,. Er empfindet diese
ese als Bestätigung der brüderischen TO. 17 Die Schrift 1en dem, Was

wesentlich 1St, Hen der Gegenwart Gottes und der Gemeinschaft M1 hm !!
In vier Punkten faßt Teeman das 1el1 Seines Aufsatzes n,
Die Eigenar der biblischen Bücher ieg iın ihrem dienlichen Charakter,

Sie ist USdTUC der Menschwerdung Gottes, Darum 1ST der geschichtliche
harakter der biblis hen Begri{ife, Vorstellungen und Sprache eachten
Mit Zinzendori sollten WI1ITLr unterscheiden zwischen den y{ Grundwahrheiten!‘
fÜür jedermann, den Erkenntnissen für die Gebildeten der Theologen und
den Geheimnissen der Schrift, die uns verborgen G1 ıd,

D Das eue Testament nı1ımmt die alttestamentliche prophetische -  Über=-
lieferung aut und deutet amı d dalß das christliche en mehr qls die
Anwendung der biblischen Überlieferung Qa ut die Gegenwart ISL.

D ES 15{ unumgänglich, die Vorstellungen des hrhunderts ın die
Sprache des 20 . ahrhunderts übertragen,

4' Wir müssen uns der TeEeNZen nsrer Kenntalisse bewußt bleiben und
die Ursprünglichkeit der liebenden Gemeinschalit m1T ott VOT allem Wissen
anerkennen,.
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