
4 Th/e Thteology of Ritsckl.

The mention of these great centres of learning with their varions phanses
of tboaghit, 'viii show %vhiat oppu~rtunitics llitschil enjoycd to study
different r-el;,iis and 1)hiIosopbical systemns, and by coniparison judige of
their wveakness or their strength, and hiov ail along lie wvas being tauglit
whvlereiii as hoe supposed consisted a more excellent -%vay. Nitzscli,
Neander, Erdîniann, Tholuck, Juius Müliler, Rothe and Baur, wvere
successively his teacliers ; anîd it need be no wivonder that, Jiovoýver
dillèerenlt thieir teaehing, they ail for the tinie contributed to the formation
of bis views.

1iit,ýi;j1's liogral)I12rï hiave noticed his rccel)tivity, especially duriîig
bis student career. Whethier hoe sat at the feet of Neander or B3aur,
Tholuck or Rothe or M iilIer, lie was an carnest and appreciative hearer, so
mueci so mndeed thiat hoe night be supposed to ho fiekie iii his theological.
opinions. This phase of character miay rwei to be irreconcilahie with
wliat iii after yezars %vas mnanifested hoth iii his teaching and wvritings,

tenacity of )ul'posO to adhere to the systeni of theology hie lad theon
forînnlated. But the apparent inconsistency may ho explaine(l by the
ýsupposition that during bis carlier years ho wvas in qucst of a systein
Nvhichi -would reconcile nmany confiieting views iii the great donmamn of
theoiogy, and wvonld forrn a hav'en of rest for multitudes wvho were
tossed upou the sea of doubt. Mdd to this that Ritscbil's habit as a
student seeins to have beeîî to bring ail teachings to the standard of a
personal. utîiitarian isin, 80 as to speak, that is, ivhen any doctrinc wvas
propounded hoe appiiedl it to himiseif iii its practical aspect to test its
utility, -%itiont givîng hiimseif muchel trouble to ask wvhether the dloctrine
iPouid bc logicaliy snstained or not. lis question wvas, Has it value for
îay personal. waîîts? If so, I shahl accept it as a part of niy helief.
This point settled, the doctrine wvas received or rejected ac-ordiîîg as it
wvas or wvas niot regarded of practical value. This pecnliarity wvhich
seenis to have characterizedl Ritschil during, bis -%vlole life bans givenl rise
to the expression Il wortb;jndgçling-" or Ilvalue-judvn " as applicable to,
the inetliod pursîîed by this scbool iii their investîuattions.

REASONS 0F POPULÂRITY 0F ]RITSCHLIANISM.

It is somewhiat difficuit, to fully account for the phienomienai popularity
of the systein of (doctrine knowni ttsohinsn eeaji such
cases there is souie one cause, not lhowever to tlue exclusion of other
causes which arc subsidiary. Blut bore no one cause stands ont 80 ro
iinently as to overshadlow ail others. It is for the phîihosophy of bistory,
iii dealincg %vitil great mnoveinents in church or state, to indicate causes,
assigning thein thecir pusition as factors inii idncing certain Courses of
events. It niay yet be preinature to attenipt suchi a -work for Ititchil-
ianisni, thougbi the nmoveinent lias long sixîce passed ifs initial stages
and hy this tiniie shonl furnishi soine chie to a rational explanation of
the lîold it bias takenl uponi Gernian (Jhristendonm. Arierican) rather
more than 1Euglislî writers; are dealing Nvit1î the question, and whiile they
admiit Lhiat sut icient data are not yet available 0o1 wbich. to formi a final
judgmnent-for further developmients are necessary-they nogree in
asserting that in s nle measure they can see wbiat are and wbiat are not
£ome of the causes.


