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inid of an individual, or of a race, dhat lias no reservcd conseiousness, is
destitute of those principles whiehi, as need requiros, can replenishli is
wastod strengthi and croate now forîns of life. Snobi a inid lias îîo funded
character on whilîih it xuay l'al baok and rcnew its enry. Accordingly
it has no capacity fur experience, leartis no lessons, notwLr becoînies an'y the
wiser because of its buderb, nour any the richer by inans o? prosperity.
If it attcmpt, to organize a spccific kind of civilization, it is a nîcro
miechanical structure-a franie-work of hianmner and nails, of glue and
mortices-iuistcad of a living soul in a living body. Take the opposite o?
this, and you have tlic Anglo-Saxon id-a iiiind precnîinently distin-
guishcd by the breadth of its conseiousness ; by a lîoarty grasp of the
fundamiental principles of belief and moral agýellcy, and a comiplote satis-
faction witls theru; by a scttlcd truthiftîlness in ifs instincts not to ho
shaken ;by a rcvereîîce for ifs traditions that dulis the edge of ridicule
and deprives sarcasrn of ifs sting;- aad, lastly, l'y a roligious ,pirit, th'at
acccpts God's rcvealed word as thec only legitinate ba,,is of ci'-ilization,
and nover (juite loses siglit, aimidst its liard iaturiali.sîni and sordid slih
ncss, of thiat sterm and inflexible judgmnent, whichi thiis word pronounceb on
its thoughits and deeds.

DANGERS OF~ SYSTEMATTO TLIEOLOGY.

WVe are indeed dceply sensible of the dangers whiehi are conncctcd witlh
the tendeney to, reduce theology to a round and perfect systoîni and, scicnce.
'When dealing- iith the Divine attributes, or the reasons o? the Divine
procedures, we would takec very few stops indeed in the way o? inerely
logical infèrence, and these only where tbey sers d manifestly to conact,
and harmionize certain truths o? Ilovelation alrcady given. Systeniatie
tlheology hias often overstcpped its boundarios. It bas veaturod to specu-
late whiere it had n~o data; bias pronounccd judgînieut wliere truc wiý,dom
would bu 't have hurnbly r1 îeditated and reverently adored. And. precisely
in proportion as it has thus trangressed, bias it bccoînc arrogant, and big-
oted, and bitter. But yef, to borrow the words of Richard Watson, "-it
r-nnot be doubted, incautiously and erroncously as the principle lias been
applied, that huinan re-ison, wlicn illuminated by revelation, is raised
into, a very iatcresting correspondence witlh etornal reason. The mîind of
God is imupartesi to mani, and the mind of inan to a certain ext eut, elevated
in ifs knowledg-e to the wisdon of God. Truthi iii the revelation o?' Scrip-
turc is not always stated on iucre authority; there is of'ten a condescen-
sion to us as rational. mratures, andi Nve are perinitted. to rise -a few steps
towerds tbat state wbere the reason of things will be more lai gely un-
folded to our inquiring faculties." Wheni the Great Toucher was walking
to 14' nniaus with the two disciples, Hlis question a-id bis text wvas, "Ouglit
2ot the Christ to have suffcrcd these thins, andi to enter into lus glory ?

WThen lie stood aniong lis disciple the saine evoning at Jerusalem, luis
language %vas fo, the saine cifeet : "-Tlis it is uritten, and thus il btckoved
the Christ to suifer," &e. The writer of' the Epistle to the Iebrews
argues in the like strain : " For it bctoicd IIim," [the Father,] "in bring-
Mani sons to glory, to mal-e the Captain of their saliation perfect through


