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attempts, with evident intelligence and sympathy, to set
forth the salient features of the new theology, hie may be
safoly accepted as, in the main, its f air exponient.

1. What then are somne of the distinguibhing tenets of the
new theology?

Thoâe who are familiar with the writings of Rev. F. D.
Maurice will recognize the new theology as something with
which they are unfaiuiliar. l bas becoine more fully allied
with the doctrine of evolution, but in other re:îpects it is
largely the îheology which pervades his writings. Evolu-
tion had flot in his day corne to the f ront as a ruling idea
amnong mien of science, as it has since ; but although his
theological views are not cast in the saine mould as tiiose of
Newman Smyth and Mr- Munger, their atfinity is easily
irecognized. At is the misfortune of those who enibrace the
new departure that they seldoni convey their peculiarida
with precision. Their conceptions seeui to be atflicted with
a congenital obscurity. '1 hey denounice vigorousiy the
accepted views of tbeology, but they retain fitquetitty the
old terminology, without dtfining clearly the extiît tii which
its metauting varies in their baudis. 1Mr. ilunigeri itiuîates
the. laudabIe purpose of giving to the new theology Ilso niuch
detinite form that it shail no longer tsulter frous the
charge of vagueneas," but it must be coiuftsïed that bis
auccezis is not conspicuous. lie writek§ witb clearns ýanid
vigour, and yet an indehîîiteness attaches to his conceptions
as a whole which id soiuewhat perplexing. And wheiî the
intelligent reader has gone caretully throîîgh the authqr's
esay, h.e need flot be surprised if he finds it inuch eabier to
say what lh. rejeetse than to afflui definiteiy va bat lie believes.

But while we are flot insensible to the danger of mîstake
to which this peculiarity exposes ns, we run ilo lisxinii sig-
iializiug trtain points on winch the iiew thology wbich ho
expounids diverges widely froin the oid. (1)) h rejects the
plenary inspiration of the Scriptures. Thee voîd inspira-
tion is flot uiscarded, but the idea which Chrikstians oidini-
arily attach to it is set aside. It is easy to ascribe to the
holy men who wrote tbe sacred books an inspiration bo give
to the world religious and moral truth, ksiiilar in kinù to
that wbich is ascîibed to poets and mlen of genîns ilu other
deparîmnts, auid yet deny to theni any sucb inspirationi as
wuuld clotbe their productions withifallible truth and
divine autbority. Mr. Ntuuger says tbe lew theoiogy " re-
fuses3 to regard the. writers as autonîatic oigans of the Spiîi 
- movtd,' indeed, but flot carried outsile of theîî,selvem
nor separated froui their own ways and conceptions," p. 16i.
This style of represeutation proceeds3 upon theeassunîpî)itoià
that if the ficriptures are buinan tbey iust cease bo be
divine. It neyer seems to have dawned upon those wbo

sptak in this fashin that the Written, like tbe Incarnate,
lord niay b. both diý'iiie and hutian. Wiîen this auttior

scouts the notion that tbe Iible writers were '"autoîîîatie
organs of the Spirit," hie is merely indulging in
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of which intelligent men should be aâbamed. Plenary in-
spiration does not reduce the sacred wrîtersi to the level of
mere machines who had nîo real part in thie authorsiîip of
the books which they wrote. but in dtnyiug wiîat no
tboughtful mani affirmas, Munger evidently designed to rejeot
what the Christian Church lias held fronm the beginnîîiig,
tb. inerraucy of the Holy Scriptures. And wheîî lie intorni8 ub
liaI the wrîters were "îîiot carried outside oft tiemîelves ior
separated from their own wvays and conceptionis," lie evi-
dently intends to leave room inithie sac, ed books for as inucb
error as h. may find it conveîiient to adnmit. 'lo err is
human, but we have yet to learîî tiat it is impossible for a
man under divine guidance to speak unerring truth, without
for the. hise being ceabiîsg 10 be huinan.

The view whichi the new thcology holds of the nature of
inspiration, of course, affects profounidly the style of inter-
pretalion which it feels itstif at liberty to apply 10 the lloly
Scriptures.

(ý.) t rejecîs the Catholic doctrine of the. Atonement. The
sufferings of Christ are not regarded as peîîal and vicarious.
They have no necessary connection wîtb the demands of law
and justice in view of hurnan sin. Maurice andl Newmian
Siiyth regard seif-denial aud self-suri tnder as tbe idea of
sacrifice in general, and of the sacrifice of Christ in parti-
cular : and they hold that His work saves men not by
expiatîng their ins, but byr exerting a moral inîfluence over
them which ieads3 them to manifest the saine self -deîîying
sprit. Others bold that Chribt su idenîified Hîiseif wittî
men in sympathy, thal lie fuflly entered mbt their miseries
and sins and mnade thcm Ris own, su that He exhibited a
sorrow on account of them which had in il many of the
elements of a true contrition. Sonie, again, repre:sent the
sufferinge of Christ as the necessary resuit of the position in
whîch lie voluntarily placed Hiîîîself, of conflict and collision
witb the evil that is in the. world. But ail these phases of
the. new theology are at one in rejecting the idea
that Uhrist satîsfied the justice of God for humiai sins, or
indeed,' that tbere is any sncb attribute as justice ini God
wbich needs to b. saîishied. Each ln its own fashion seeks
to show how the sufferings and death of Chris3t are fitted 10
exert a moral itîfiunuce over men, wlîich wiil lead tbem to a
new life. Mr. Mlutger says the new theology hoids "1 t th
Atonenient as a divine act and process of etliical anîd practi-
cal import-not a rny stery of the distant beavens and isolated
from the struggle of the world, but a coîiîprý heiisilule foi-ce
in the. acînal redernption of bhe wurld fromn its evil,' p. 9.
Thi iàbis way of saying that Chrrut's atoîîing work did not
satisfy divine justice anîd recouicile us to God, but liat il
exerts a moral influence over men to1 lead them tu exhibît a
right character and life.

Justification necessarily undergoes a transformation cor'r
responding 10 that wrougbt in our conîceptioîns of the Atonîe-
ment. If Chris3t did flot satisfy tiue law and justice of God
and obey in our stead, our justification cannuot be based on
Ris finiahfed work. Nir.,Lunger accordingly informs ust)bat
he Ilaccepte justification by f aith in tii. sense of a faith that
by ils law irîduces an actual rigbîeousres- a simple raîloxial

and psyciiologically impossible Trinity " is the way in wbicb
the new theology descrîbes the doctrine that there are three
persïous in the Godhead, the Father, the fion and the. Holy
Ghosl, and these tbree are one God, lhe same in substance,
equal ini power and glory. And when Mr. Munger can per-
suade bimself tb give more definite form Ic i8 sentinients,
and free them f rom the0

VAGUENESS WH-ICH SEEMS SQ EABILY TO BESET THER,

it wiIl probably be found that bis Trinity bas more affinity
for lteeîîîodel Irriîty of fiabellianism than for the personal
Trinity of the Chistian Church.-

(4) Not the least dis§tinctive feature of the. new tbeology is
ils doctrine of future probation. Il is scarcely preteîîded
tbat thus is gathered from lb.e $criptures, but a f ew isoiabed
or obscure texts are laid hold of, aîîd put upon the. rack, and
cîîîîîpelîed tu render a îeliîtaut testiînoîy in ils favour.
What thcy imobt appeal 10 la mnan's ethcal nature, or Chris-
tian consciîîu§ncss. This bas been gradually developed or
trained up tu its pi eseut hîgb statîdai d under God's provi-
deitial detalings and varied revelations. l is now, however,
the regulative principle by which we are 10 be guided in
juùgiug buth of the character of God and Riis adminîistration
of buman affairs. Il la assuîîîed liat Ris admiinýsîration
iniubt in ail thîngs b. such as meets ourîr ducal approval.
The fuail of mani and himun sinluineas are flot denied, but o
f ar as the divine adîîiinîstration la coucerned they are very
ii.uch igrîored. l id held tuai the proper way is bu look upon
nieîî, not as falleni, lost and corîdemuîied alreaàdy, but as chil-
dren of tbe lHeavenly Fatiier uîîdeî-going a fornianive process,
desîgned bo iake thr, beat of theus of wbich tbey are
capable. Tbis process neyer stops until cbaracter becomues
tixed, etier in thîsworld or inthe next. But as buman free
will is regardtd by some of the adien enta of the new tbeo-
logy as beyond even divine contrlA, they appear bo conaîder
it uncertaiîi whebher character ever becomea fixed and pro-
bation eîîded. MNunger assures us that - robation will nol
be deberrîîimîed by the worid-age, but by its own laws. It
enîds when character is fixed-if, indeed, we bave any
riglit lu use a word m0ont of keepinig with moral freedom-
aîid il is îot possible 10 attach amîy other bound or limit lu
it." " Aîd character la fixed in evil, wben ail tie posaibili.
tics of the univ-rse are exhautcd liaI wonld alter cbarac-
ter," p. 43.

UNIVERSAL SALVATION.

is not affirmed, but il is beld that no buman being la given
up bo periîh until ail the resources of the universe and of
God iîniseclf have beei exhausted for his salvation. Lt is
usually beld by thome wbo enîbiace thua theory thal it la
esserîtial ho a tiioral trial, or lu the fulIl probation of nian,
that the bistorical Christ should, at some tixue, be preéented
distinctly ho the ëoul, either in Ibis lif. or la that 10 come;
amd that probation canuot end umtil Christfbas been conr-
sciously rejecbed. The Epistie bo the Hcbrews teaches tiat
tu lieglect the great salvation is sufficient lu render escape
îuipuîss île, but the new theology bas decided that urîtil
Christ bas beeti conscioualy rejected lhe way of escape shahi
renîaîîî forever openi. And ais no on. is iikely 10 behieve tiaI
eiier he or his frienda have su rejected the Saviour, il la
difficuit to pereive wherein the practical influence of Ibis
doctrinee(dîners f rom that of vulgar Universalism.

IL It is îînportaîît 10 exanîine tbe sources frum wbich lie
new tbeudogy id drawn. W. should actrtain whether they
are sncb as cari inspire confidence in ils peculiar teachinga.
W. venture bu thlrîk liaI it will be di.covered that they are
niol. \N ere such a tbeology derived frum lie same rule of
fath as lhe oîd theoiogy, and were il ascertained Iliat the
rule bad been interpreted according lu the same general
piinciples, it migt alinomt head us to despair of gaining any
sure kniowledge f rom sncb an ambignuons source of instruction.

There is nu occasion for sncb uneasinesa. Lt la nul the
sanie fountain whicb seuida forth sweet water and bitter.
Tb. new theology differs su widely froinilhe old, both as lu>
the Rlule ouf Faitb arîd as lu bbc manner in wbich tbe Scrip-
turea are lu be înterpreted, that it la almost uselesa for
arîy one lu discuss wîîh the friends3 of the new departure any
particuhar article of fsuhh, P'uch as the Atoxiemexît or Future
Probation, fuir a commlon standard of appeal seemas awantiflg.
When we encounter those wlîo adopt anotber roi. of faitb
thari that lu which we appeau, or who insisî on prînciples of
Biblical interpretation so diverse in their characler as to
ilake the. Scriptures practically a different book, tiese
are differences su fsr-reachuîîg and fundamental liaI we
rnunt deal with themn before we attempt lu iandle others.
Tbis la precisely the position in whichî we find ourselves
placed. Our essaslt informas us liaI, whil, the new tbeo-
logy " believes in the iarmony uf doctrines, il regards witb
suspicion what have been known. as systems of doctrine, on
1he ground that il rejecta lthe methoda by which they are
coistiructd," p. 8. This la candid. Il la flot systema 10
whicli lb takes exception, but systeme whici differ from il-
self. Tiiis is probably wbat muIos intelligent persous sus-
pected, but il is well lu bhave il stated definitely by one wiio
can speak wîth auhbority.

W bat, then, la the mebiod to whicb Mr. Munger objecta?
How have evangelical Christiauis, wbo embrace the. old tbeo.
luigy, been accustoined lu construct their syatems of doc-
trine ? They ail profesa lu appîy the inductive xnethod to
lie sludy of Scripture. They endeavour Ici make a fair in-
duiction of wlîat the ie le teaches ; aîud wben lbey bave
gatîered the facts and the teachinga of Scripture and ar-
ranîged tbem accurdîng to their natural order and real con-
riection, they have cunstrucled tbeir system of doctrine. Tii.
metho i foilowed las that purdned with sncb success in modemn
limes by the students of physical science. Tii. scienînsl goes
bo nature and gatbera bis fada f rom il, and Protestants, at
leaaî, bave heen accustomed to bold liaItih. divine sbould
flot

EXCOGITATE A SYSTEM

out of bis own mind, but go b lb.e Word of God 10 learn lie

informant in malters of religion. Il is only cime of aanY Use'
fnl but imperfect sources of information. Mr. Mlunger saYO
of the. system for whici b.e pleada : Il regards tieohogY 0
an induction from the revelations of God -in lb. Bible, mn
bislory, in lhe nation, in lie family, in the material Creil
lion. and in the whole lenglh and breadth of huina:n lifO,"
p. 8. He lima cu-ordinates sdtb lie Bible, as;equal

1
Y

authoritabive sources of information, lie reveha'tions on God
made Ilin bistory, in bis nation, in lie f amily, in lhe materil
creation, and in lie wbole length and breadth of huflia
life." To hlm th, Bible laeflot the mie <if 1"aith and Frac-
lice, but one of many lights, all equally revelaînuns ut God,
of which hia reason ansI make tb. beat use il can.

How, then, does lie new theoiugy corne 10 assigu 10 lthe
Bible a position wbicb, aI leasI among Ciristians, je 80

novel ?
Il la largely due b lth. view which il takes of lbe relationi

of God h' the universe. Il asserîs lie immanence of God ilu
1h. universe, sud linîks il with the di ýcîrine of evohution.
SIl admila," says Munger, - liaI science bas anticipe-ted

lheology in formuialing the methodi of creation knowfl as
evolublin, thut il is orrected modemn theolmigy by suggestî
ing a dloser sud niore vital relation bebween Guid and cr a,
lion, and su huis belped il lu thruw off a mecianical theoil
and regainî ils forgotten theory of lie divine immanence ini
crealion," p. 26. "1Th. divinîe immanence in cietion " 180a
phrase sufbiciently vague to mean very nîuci wiat we cin-
aImue il lu signify. The force of lie word ruerehy indicates
liat God abidea or reinains wiIhin creation. If we wîsi 10
svoid th. charge uf vaguentrssansd escape confusion cif
thoigit, we mueI elucîdate lie malter a httle more.

Tiers are subsîantialhy three views of the relation of Gcid
to the. univers. wbicb are rsdicalhy distinct. Tisse are PS."-
tieism, Dualisa. and Theima.

Pantheisîn holda taI ler. is only one substance in tbe
universe, and il 18 eternal, necessary sud self-existent-
SSubstanîla una et urtiles." Tbis une substance revsals iî-

self in ail tie phenomena vuhgarly knmuwn as mind snd niât-
ter. Il evolves itself, by necsssity, in al bis success5ive
stages ufthle univer8e, sud in iistory, civil and ecc.lesiosti-
cal. Al l heref'uue îhal exista is God. Ibis eternal sub-
stance wbich Panthihs caîl God la destituts of moirai 5t'
tribules, inipersonal and comiies ho cousciousness unly r
man. Sin, except as

A PHENOMENON 0F HUMAN CONSCIOUSNESS,

je unreal, as lier. is nu personal God againsl wbom il dan
be coariitted. Creation, inilie strict sense, miracles and

lie superuatural in every forau are ruled out as impossible-
Pantieism," says Van Oosterzee, "la istaI îmode of think

ing whicb empbaîically recogmizet, God's immanence lu the
wuîrhd, but denies His transcendency above it." Christiall
Dogmatica, p. 2-7.

Dualism assumes liaI lier. are two eternal neceasary sub-
stances. By some they are viewsd as persons opposed 10
each uther from eternity, as tie îîrinciphes of guod and
evil ; sud hy on.iers tisse eternai substances are cunceived
of as related lu esci ubier as ruina sud malter, or as lie ac-
tive aind passive principjles.

Theism hoidsi with L'anthism tiat tiers ie only une eter-
nal neees=ary substance, and, wilb Dualism, it dis.tinguisbes
God f rom the universe. lb asserts aI once thie eternal exis-
tenîce of Gud, anîd the distinîct but dependent existence Of
the universe luntiie. Lt nîsintains tiaI wiere once noîbing
waa, lier., by the will of God, tie univers. camie lu b..
The 'Ihsistic conception of th. relation of God lu lie ui-
verse assumes two forma. Deisîs bohd hhat when aI first
God creatsd ailthbinga He endowed lis creatures witi cer-
tain powers and capacities, giving Ici malter ils propertieO
and to rationai beinga free agency , and lef t tisa 10 lbeil
selves lu work ouI Ibeir destiny, under lie laws wiich ie
iad impresied upon biem. They regard lie universe as 01
machinue 8 perfecly conistrucled liat il wili run forever, if
il is lefI alone. And tie relation which lie Most Higi lO'w
sustains ho lie universe is liaI ut a speclator wio hooka
on andl observes bow perfectly thie machinery works. Deisul
bolda God's transcendency above lie world, but denies 115l
immanence in il.

The Christian theistie conception ut God's relation 10 th'
universe involves lwo things, viz.: (a> liaI wien God wiîhed
lie universe mbt being He eudowed His creatures wt
certain properties whici have a Irue efficiency of their ownt
on accounl ut which certain thinga can be predicabed Of
them wiici cannot be predicated o f God, e.g , le can pre'
dicate extension and wigit ut iron, and sin and error o
man.- God 18 tierefors distinct flua lie universe, and tran-
scendent in relation to il. (b) God continues in existence,
by lie constant exercise uf lis power, ahi Ris crealures Sn"

ail Ibeir pruperlies. IIBy limalsl thinga consial." " IIn
lia we live, and move, and bave our beiîîg." H. isthbere,
fore immanent lu tie universe wbicii le created. He ie

present nul aerely as a speclator, but Ilujuiolding e~
îbings by lhe word of His power." lia constant preseflue
and powe-r austaina il in being, and comtrols and guides 0111
ils auvements. Tie Christian doctrine bas always en"i
braced lie two ideas ufthle transcendence anîd lie 1iiD5

nience uf God in refemeuce lu tie universe. Whalti en, dues
Mr. Miunger mean wben be speaks uftheb.manxence ut God
as a forgotten Ibeon y wbicb the new hieology je briîîgiîug Once
mure to reniemturance ? lie doctrine ufthle divines immub
neuce has neyer been forgulten in the Ciurch ut Gud. It
is distinctly recognized lu ahi standard systenîîs of tieOhuSl-
Living Christians bave, in ail ages, shîown by Ibeir Constant1

sense ut dependeuce on God liaI il was a fehî reatlitY.t0
them. It bas been proclainned ail down lie centuries W1th
unbroken continuity lu lie hymîne amd pray ers ut God'e
peuple. Il la in nu sense a forgolten îbeory. Il le .videnthY
flot tuis common placs ufthlie oid theolugy wiici lie essaYiit
introuluces as such an lap ort sut factum inn the new departue
We ive seen liat wben h e asserla lhe human element in î1e
Scriplures iie regardsail as a denial tialtbey are, in sf7

supenalralsens, dvin, su webav obsrve liI 1
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