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SNYONE reading the rel1-ious or seini-religious books of the
present day must be ba-uck with the greîLt dift-rence be-

tween them and those of a haif century ago and earlier. In the
olier writer4; there wvas at strong grasp of truth as it presented
itself to the reason. Men held Etrong views on ail questions of
doctrine, erroneous views perhaps, Lut strong views and in xnany
cases clearly defineil and self -consistcnt. The sermons, lectures
and writings )f that time are fuil of stateinents of the doctrinal
tr-uth hold by the writers. The preachers of that period appeal.
to the life and conscience, but they neyer neglect the reason, and
statement of doctrine as intellectually apprehended every wheré
abounds. When one turrs froin those to the modern religious
wvriters, especially those who rmay be classed as popular the great
decline in doctrine is kit once apparent.

The modern tendenci 'es may be well illustrateci byr)eference to
two popular writers. one of the Oh] World and the other of the
New. It is true that neitiier of' these men is of' rccognised posi-
tion as a Theologian even n hi ls own ecclesiastical bod-y, but the
greaf popularity of their wvi ;'t:ngs shows that there is a real
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