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Bishop Butler, in his great work, writes as folluwa s “*Aad
as it is owned that the whole scheme of Scripture s not yet
understood, su, if it ever comes to be undentood before the
restitution of all thinge, and without mitaculous snterposi.
tions, it must be In the rame way as natural knowledge is
come at, by the continuance and progress of leanung and
of liberty, and by gearticular persons attending to, compare
ing, and pursuing intimations scatiered up and Jdown iy
which ate avertosked and dimﬁmdn\ Ly the gencsalny of
the world.  For this is the aay In which all smprovements
are made, by thoughtful men’s tracing on olscure hints, as
{8 were, dropped us 13‘ nature accldentally, ot which seem
to come into our minds by chance, Notisu atallinimdible
that a book, which has Leen so long in the possession of
mankind, should contain many teuths as yet undiscovered.
For all the same phenomena and the same faculties of e
vestigation from which such great discoverics n natural
hluo? have boen made in the present and last age were
equally in the pussessiun of mankinil several thuusand years
bLefore.  And possildy it might be intended that events, as
they cue tu pass, should open and ascentan the meaning +f
several parts of Scripture.”  The field of X upure 13 heie
likened to the ficld of natare, and it s supzested tnat we mny
expect discoverles to te made «a the foimer simibar in im.
portance to thuse whih are being made in the later.  In
the context of the passage quuted, Butler listinguishes bee
tween “*practial Chrtstlanaty, o that fanh and behaviows
which renders a man a Christian,” and  * the study of these
things which the apustlc calls {ng on unito peefection, aud
of the prophetic pasts of Sceipture; * and the knowledge
which we may expeut thus to increase s to shal ns Iight
gpon the pruvince mure remotely cunnected wuh faich and
practice.  This great and sagacioua thinket 13 abse careflul
not to assert that the truths which he supposes may sull hie
concealed in Sesipture will, in the present state, be brought
to light, for he cxprcal{,csaya—" f the whule scheme of
$cripture ever cumes to be understood before the reststutiun
of all things.” At the same time the words of Builer aught
well be dted in favout of the view that smpoitant discuve.
ries in theelogy yet sremain to be made—discovenes such as
shall prove of essential value In remuving objections to the
scheme of revelation,  Theology, acconding to this great au-
thority, may well be progressive In the samc sense as the
natural scicnces are progressive.

Quite diffctent Is the opinion of Macaulay. Hawving stated
that natural theology is not progressive, he procecds. “'But
neither is revealed religion of the nature of & progressine
scicnce. Al truth is, according to the douctane of the Pro-
testant Churches, recurded in certain buoks. It 13 equally
open to all who in any age can read those Louks ; nut wn
all the discoveries of all the philosophers in the world add a
single verse to any of those books. It is plain, therefure,
that in divinity there cannot be a progress analuguus tw that
which is cunstantly taking rlacc in pharmacy, geolupy, and
navigation. A Christian of the fifth century with a Thilde us
on par with a Christian of the ninctcenth wah a Hible,
candour and nataral acut ness being of cvune suppuscu
equal. It matters not at all that the cumpass, panting, gun-
powder, steam, gas, vaccination, and a thuusand other dus
coveries and inventions which were unknown in the fifth
century are familias to the nineteeth,  Nune of these dis-
coveries and inventivns have the smallest beaning on the

westion whether man s justified by fauh alune o whethe:
the invocation of saints is an otthodox practiee.” This
eminent writer regards progress in theolugy analogous to
that which we witness in the demonstiative and inductive
sciences as impossible. Butler, Indeed, is speaking of
theological progress in its bearing upon apologctics, and
Macaulay in its bearing upon the recunuliation of Ruman-
{sts and Protestants ; but still thels opinivn cannot be har-
moniced, for a progress such as the Bishop refers to must
be made upon principles which would alluw important ad-
vances in dogmatics.  Who, then is right - Butler ot Mawau-
lay 2 Or can we accept the view of neither without muhific
cation? These questions are certainly of very great
importance, nul wunly to the prufessiunal theologan,
but to all why ruceive the Scriptures as frum God, and de-
sire rightly to value the communications therein addressail
to them.

There is 2 class of writers who speak much of the Church
and the theolugy of the future, leaving the impression that
these may be exjected to differ widely from the Church and
the theology of the present; bLut they say nothag
definite rezarding the extent to which this difference may
reach. \We are assured, howeves, that theulogy, of it would
remain in credit—oi rather recover its credit must avail ot-
self of the vast progress made in science, philosuphy, and
biblical scholavship since the creeds were cunstructed, must
bring itself into harmony with the spirit of the age, and must
cordially acvept thuse principles of progress which apply tu
every department of human thuught and caquiry. l’iut Ac
have writers of the same spirit who, not cuntent with assert-
ing the necessity of progress, do not shrink from trying theu
hand at the reconstauction of Christian dogma, and who have

70 changes which are radical envugh. A specimen of
this will be fuund in the revision of the Jdwtrines of the
Trinily, Original Sin, and the Atonement, cssayed by the
Rev, . R Hawels, We do not stay to enquire whethe
emendations of doctrine such as those now seferred 1o arc
anything more than attempts to rehabilitate ertors lung ago
exposed and rejected - to revive Sabellianism or a Pelegisn.
ism of the early centuries ; our subject is, without any ap-
peals ad swvidiasm, to look calmly at the general ground on
which the necessity of theological progress is affirmed.

It will Le clearly understood that we are here concerned
with the professed opponents of Christianity, who say that
its d must eventually disappear before the advancing
enlightenment of mankind, and who conside: that in labounng
to discredit these dugmas they are rendering an important
secvice to humanity.  On both sides of the question before
us we find professed friends of the Gospel ; and the matter
of contention is whether our knowledge of the Christian doc-
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\iines b subject o the same law of progress which all recog.
nize in the experimental sclences,

Let it be fusther kept In view that the question has not te.
spect to )mftm fn the commmnl lon of divine truth 1n
the \Von'l of God. Tt {s allowed, un all hamls, that there i
progress hete.  The later patta of the OM Testament dis-
close many lhlnﬁa which arc not enptained ot which are but
dimly hinted at In the eatlier, The New Testament s a
much clearer and fuller sevelation of doctrines than the Ui,
‘Though the teachings of eut Lond, as reennded i the Guas.
pele, may Jontain the germs of all docteines of Hiskingdom,
there were many things whivh the Disciples cou®.d not **beat”
In the Jays of l"n wiosty, and whhvh it was ceseeved fo
Apostulical teachings altey Pentooost fully ¢ deliver.  Thus
from the beginning the schemne of grace was being gradually
unfolided, and the *light shone moie and more unto the
petfect day." We do no honrout to Christ i putting the
wonls which He spake above those which He gave o Ho
Apoestles, and In ltfuxinlf to recognize the mare complete
devclupment of Joctrine In the Epdatles I Buat the canon of
Scriptase isnow complete, and the gitts of inspiration with.
drawn. ‘The doctrines of the Christian faith have been de.
livesad, and 1l the Load shall G, we may nol aapedt
other aned bighet evelatbns. W are o commandad 1o
“ hotd the teaslition,” and ta “hull Gast the fathlul woed
which we have been taaght,” but sinve the scer of Datmos
recutded his vosbun e telyzeons teacher m.\{ “add to the
wonds of this testimuyy.”  Out appeal mast dic to the Sauap-
tures, as we have had them for d‘ghlccn centuties ~to the
QI Testament and the Now o and no ducttine which aannut
be proven from these has any right to claim acceptance ay
patt of ous theulogy. L w-nnln seem, therefore, at fiest
sight, as If progress in butune  in thevlogy  such as macks
the histury of the Chunh ftean the beginning of sevelation
to the cluse of the canen were not aflcrwards to be expected.
If, huwever, the pasiilen of Batles 12 the tight one this nead
not be so, doctrinal rugress may chatacteriee the history
of the Church altet revclation ccases, not less pethaps than
before.  Inexhaustible mateial fur the constiuctiva of doc-
trine lies brefote o+ In the Bitde , and in the impruvement of
the human mind as an instrument of Jiscuvery, the increase
of knowledge which may subsceve theulogiaal investipation,
and the fresh light o ntinually shed ot Scriptuse by the un.
foldings «f Providence we may have the assurance ~certainly
the passibility  of a continua Y:g;rcu in theulogical knuw-
ledge.  This progress need not be artestedd by the completion
of the canun any mure than pregress in aatural science by
the cumplition of creation. A lung time will clapse Wefore
caith, and air, and sea shall have been perlectly scrutiniced,
and the Jaws which guvern the entite Aosmes ascertained ;
till the time comes, natuial science must continue to ad-
vance, and shall we ventuse to think that the Word of Gud
is less inexhaustitile than His woeks, and that the process of
investigation and Jdiscuvery in the more glutivus realm wail
suvnet ot latet come to anend ?

Let us say at once, that we are not to take the groand
that Mamufay is entircly right, and Butle: entirely wronp,
We believe in theological prigress within cestain limits, 1t
Iy, av we shall afterwards sce, matier of histury that such
progress has been aade ; but history, we think, also concurs
with certain general cunsiderativns tuw tu be advanced, 1n
disallowing the analogy suggested by Butles, os, at least, in
greatly limiting its scuje.

The considerativny tu which we refer are the following .
1. The clearncss with which Scripture, in accordance with
its purpose, exhilits its great doctrines marks an important
diﬂ’ucmc between sature and revelation as previnees of ni-
vestipatiun,

We must sper k with great caution and teverence regard.
ing the design with which a revelation has been made to
man. We must not assuiae that we understand fully the
counsels « € God in any matter ; and in a matter aflecting so
many intciests and serving 4o many purposes as the cum-
municativne of Scripture, mudesty of speech is certainly to
be enjuined  But surely wedonut eni io svj.0g thal, so fai as
we are cuncerncd, the yreat doign with which Scupture
was given is tu teach us the way of salvativn.  Whateva
other purposes the Jivne wisdom intendad it to serve, it was
meant to convey to us that knowledge of the Fathes and of
the Sun which is etainal life.  ** The Scriptares pnnapally
teach what man is tu Iclicve concerming Gud, and what duty
Gud reyuires of man,” in urder that we may hauw how " to

lurify Gud, and enjuy Him for ever.”  Ja (ccurdance with
this, ity purpose, we mught expect, theeefure, that the gen-
cral tenwa and scupe of Scripture woisld be plain, I diffs-
cult and protracted investigation must be held Lefuie the um-
port of its gracivus measage can be determined, the value of
that message will, practically, be greatly Impaired, but
the parallel shall strvtly hold between natare and the
Bible, labutivus and lengthened scrutiny and many fuule
attempts to apprehend its swope and prindples might
te expected tu precede any just conceptivn of them.
For nature has not revealed her secrets at once. It hasbeen
necessasy to put het tu the turtare.  The siicnces have been
Luilt ap by years and centuries of patient tuil, and in many
cascs tYnc foundations of them have had repeacedly to e
laid anew. Nuw, in Jusking to Scriptuge, we svon discuves
that in the delivery of its great truths it actually posscsses
the attiibute of Jeatness and explicitness whih we would
have cxjccted to distinguish it.  The way of lifc and the
way of death are dearly set before us.  Nu persun with a
sincere purpose can misapprehend the ditections of this
divinely-appuinted guide. 1t is not merely the leisurcly and
thuse 1 of superiot undcxsl.mding and education
who may peruse the boul to advantage.  * He that readeth
may run.'’ The path of life is sv little intricate that *‘the
wayfating man, though a fuul, shall not ert thercin.”  And
if we attend to the several truths and dutics necessarily con-
nected with the momentuus practical question referred to,
we shall find that Scriptaie is unmistakeable an its teaching
regarding them all.  Is it nccessary to know that man has
{:ﬁ:n into an estate of sin and misery from which he cannut
deliver himself, that God, infinitely just and holy, cannot
pass by sin, but must execute upon it condign punishment ,
that, rich in mercy, though inflexible in justice, He has
found & way, cven through blood, in which expiation may

be made, and the guiltiest who will accept His grace be
forgiven and admiited to favoar; that He cleanses {tom sin
and prepares for Hlis holy presence all those whom e
rdons; that He claims from s supreme affection, and
aithful service all the days of out lives? The Wond of God
{read In connection with the otdinances of God) has spoken
not doubitfully upon these things since the time when its first
instalments were cﬁlven ¢ every subsequent portton, as added
to the canon, shed fresh light upon ch clous purpase of
God and, since the New ﬁ'cuamem has been wellten, those
high matters stanid revealed in the hight of perfect dey.
Nuow, this clearness of Scupiure must, panly at least, ace
count for the act that in the history ot h\b!e interpretation
these i nu cunnterpart to what has occurred (o the sciences,
when the very principles on which it was attanpted (o con.
struct them were discovered to be errors.  Fot sclence haw
often tequired to demolish its own wotk, and begin, as it
were, & merv,  When the ancient astronomy teganted the
carth as the centre of the universe the mistake was sufficient
tu hinder any tre science ofastronomy.  The heavens might
be **scribibled o'et, cycle or epicycle, orh on othy," but there
was no release from the perplexity of the primary blunder.,
In the cmk speculatiuns in chiemistry the like mistakes were
made ; and even since chemistry may properly be ealled a
science, it has, In some ditectons, praceeded an crroneous
assumptions which arrested progress, and the exposure of
which renderad necessacy a large measure of reconstiuction,
The whule world knows that in the history of geoiogy, or
geogony, the same thiuf bas been ilustrated.  Now it'can.
not fanly Le said that the history of theolugy cxtubits any
parallel to this.  The fundamental theological 1deas have
nevet Leen misconceived by the true Church of Godis Nu
mitstake has been cumenitted analogous to that which amakes
the sun and the stars tevolve around the earth 3 or which
regards fire, carth, air, and water as the clements of all
things ; ot which explains stratification as the effect of the
flowd.  Much has been added to the eatly thuology 3 for no
one will contend that the theolugy of I\Jm. or Z§ Abraham
embraced all that Is contained in the theology of Paul; but
1t cannot be shown that any incongruity existed between the
eathier and more limited faith and "the “cnlarged doctrine of
the apustle,  And if there was unity m :hc fath of the
Church dunng the long preparatory zf;spcnsauon W which
* at sundry tuncs and in divers manners” the Word of the
Lord was coming to man, an cqual umity (to say no morc)
will certainly be found since the completion of the sacred
solume,  Errorists have existed in every age; men who
mangled o1 totally rejected lcadmg doctrines of revelation,
and **preached anothe: gospel which ts not another; " bt
the perversities and cccentricitics, of errorists must not be
alleged in op{mmmn to the view now stated. It 15 the
duutning held by the Church of God which ishere in account:
it s the history of this doctune which must come nto com.
patssun with the histury of the scicace of nature.  here are
many passages In Sulpture the interpretation of which s
andemably difficult.  The most leamed and able men,
thuugh free frum bias, have not been able to agree abom
therm.  Aftes cightecn centuries of study (to refer to the New
Testament on‘)'? there arc some of these passages on which
we have scarcely any light at all. They may rematn for
centuries mote, perhaps always, the ofendicula criticorum,
But the exsstence of such passages does nut 1ender doutnful
the teachings of the Bible, or atlect sts general character of
cleamness instatement.  All the great doctnnes of Scnpture
are so well established by texts, the meaning of which is not
open to disputc, that we cannot reasonably’i)c asked to sus-
pend out judgment regarding these doctnnes until the ob-
scure texts are cluudated.  The Word of God, we know, s
ever constsient wath stself; and whatever these difficult pas.
sages mean, they contan nulhmg to shake our contidence n
doctrnes suppotted by a large induction of clesr and har.
munious proof. ' All thiugs in Scnpture,” says the West.
minster {unfession, ** are not alike plain in themselves, nor
alke cleat anto all; yet those thungs which are necessaty to
be knuwn, believed, and observed for salvation are so
eatly propounded and opened in some place of Scnpture
ot other that not only the leamed, but tllc unlearned, i a
due use of the ordinary means, may attain unto a svfficient
undcistanding of them.”  But it may be asked, Are we not
wifusing practical knowledge with scientiic? It s a prac-
ucal avquaintance with Scenpture, we shall be told, which s
necessary to salvation and 1o holy lnvmg, not the sctentific
knowledge which we term *‘theology;” and this pracucal
acquaintance may be casily ganed. But a practical ac-
quaintance with the objects and facts of the world around us
i» also easy of attamment, s.c., such a knowledge of them as
shall cnable us to maintain existence, and even secure a
rood degree of comfort,  Without any acquaintance with

tany ot agnualtural chemisiey, one may have knowledge
to asc the natural fruits which are wholesome, nay, to prose-
cute husbandsy with good success. ile may be nich in
flucks and herds wlile hie knows nothing of zoology. Both
10 Sunptare and in nature the knowledge necessary to im-
mediate practical ends 13 casily attamned, yet in both true
science may be difficalt; nay, in order even to 12 begnning,
may tequere long and labonous study; whilst it may be
camable of prosecution and advancement beyond any as-
signable limits. Ilas not the preceding argument, then,
acglected this very smportant disunction? To this we re-
ply that theolugy docs not differ from a practicat knowledge
of religivus truta i the same manner as the scientific know-
ledgze of natuse differs from the pracucal knowledge of its
ulyects and laws to which geference has been made. tn
sume respects, and within certain limats, the scienufic knowe
ledge and the practical are identical 1n religicn.  They are
rot to be distinguished as we distinguush the scientitic know-
ledge of nature frum such practical acquaintance with 1t as
may suffice to employ it for our benefite.  The cognition of
religivus truth avolved in a vital and salutary appreciation
of 1t is nut different, so far as 1t goes, from the cognition of
the theolugian,  The same things are known in both cases ;
50 far £s the intellect is involved, 1ts operation 1n both cases
1 wittually the same.  What higher concepuion of the great
principles of our faith-—what more recondite knowledge of
them—can the theologian reach than the ondinary Chnstian,
of fair intelligence, wha devoutly studies hiz Bibie and hears




