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definite. If the Philosophy upon which any system of Theology
is constructed be only implicit, it 15 almost sure to be full of
contradictions, and the 'The ulu\h'.\ cannot but be as illl]w]‘f(-(‘t as i]“-
Philosophical conceptions of God, man, causation, space, time
and such like as are used in 1ts construetion. We cannot but
think that some of the ]»T‘A)i)lvnl\ which are the bane of Theology
to-day, are,’ in their present form of statement at least, rather
the outcome of a false Philosophy than of Revelation as such,
and we believe also that the attempt, cven in theory, to place any
authority over Reason, is one which does not find support from
Seripture, and would never have been made were it not for an
incorrect Philosophic theory, and & most unnatural opposition
between the 1calms which were thought to be characterized res

pectively by I'aith and Reason.  But if we give up the opposition
between Faith and Reason, as 1t seems we must, with it we must
also give up the nlx[m~i$iu|| between |'!Ml«\~:‘}|h_\ and ’tht’()]ug\‘ and
hold that these two great departments of knowledge are each
conditioned by the other and that thev go together to give us
knowledge of things spiritual.  The standard of truth can never
be anything else but Reason; this, however, should not lead us
to conclude hastily that Revelation can have no authority, but it
may lead us to reconsider what we mean by Revelation. The
demands of a Theory of Knowledge also which holds the know-
ability of God, may lead us to ask what s necessary, in order that

a Divine revelation may be intelligible to a human being. If
Revelation be not a revelation of Reason to Reason, 1t 18 very difti

cult to see how the Christian can hold a Theory of Knowledge

which admits of God being known, even through the Bible. If,

however, 1t be so, and if human Reason be but the imperfect

realization of the Divine, we can understand how we can knou

God, and we can give a wealth of meaning to the many calls to

perfection and Christ-likeness which the Bible contains ; and

further, we can see that only in so far as we have that mind in us

“ which was also in Christ Jesus " (ef. Phil. 11 : 6), only in 8o far as
our characters are developed to be like His, can we grasp anything
in a truly spiritual sense, or indeed can we be thoroughly rational
at all.  Just in so far as we attain that development of Reason
can the Holy Spirit lead us into the troth, for it must be in this

age as in the time of Christ, that He has many things to tell us




