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THE DEVELOPMENT 0F DOCTRINE IN THE

PRE-CHISTIAN CJIURCH-.IN IlChristian Literature " for January, the pre-

mier article, on the above subject, is by tbe

Rev. George G. Low, Rector of Almnonte. Like

all Mr. Lowe's writings, it is in svrmpathy with wbat

is best in modemn tbougbt while in full accord with

Catbolic Cbristianity. Starting witb N ewman's

seven tests of "true developmrent " as distinguisbed

fron Il corruption'- of doctrine, be points ont tlîat

these are eveni more applicable to the Old Testa-

ment Cbnrch, as it was an onganic unity, tban. tbey

can be to the Roman or any otber single portion of

tbe Cbristian Churcb, and tbat tire principle of de-

velopmnent is positively stated iii the words of

Elobiîn to Moses (EÏxo. 0 Z ,,3), to the effect tbat He

was known to the Patniarcbs as Power, whereas He

would now reveal H im self as J elovah. Inithe cbild-

bood of the world, God is always known as IPowen,

and generally destructive, tbat being more ap-

parent and tenrilying than constructive or immanent

power. But in tbe process of Revelation, He whomi

Israel bad long adored as Power camne ont into

cleaner ligbt as the Eternal Lord of alI, wbo was iu

a special sense the God of Isnael. lu due season

tbey further realized tbat He was tbe Holy One, tbe

inflexibly Righteous ruler, and s0 tbey attainied-

alone of ail nations-to a pure, spiritual Monothe-

ismi. Tbe bigbest ideal that "God is Love," witlî the

tnntb of the Fatberbood of God and its correspond-

ing truth of Ilthe Kirugdomi," subjects of whicb we

are invited to become, was mnade known by the

Incarnation, Death, Resunrection and Ascension of

J esus, the only-begotten son. Tbe slowness witb

wbicbi Israel grasped the evointion of trutb is wlbat

migbt be expected, wben we consider bow slow tbe

Christian Cbnrcb is to see any progress in theology.

IEven tbe primai y trutb of the unity of God,

tbough taugbt persistently from tbe very beginning

of tbeir national life, was not fully learned by theni

till after the captivity in Bahbln." The only fauît

we bave to find witb Mr. Low's article is its brevity.

CIIRISTIANITY AND IDEALISM.

We wbo are students and have known sometbing

of Dr. Watson's true greatness are glad to see himi

coîning ont fromi the sphere of pure pbilosopby, and

by applying bis philosopbical principles to the great

practical problems of mnen, making bimself known

and helpful to others as be bas been to uis. The

object of bis new book, "lCbnristianity and Idealismn,"

is to show (1) tbat idealismi is in its main principles

an ultimiate interpretation of the world ; (2) that

Cbristianity in tbe moral sense gives the ultimate

explanation of life, and is therefore the ultirnate form

of religion and neyer to be transcended ; (3) that as

a resuit Christianity and Idealisin are essentially in

harmony as the higbest religion and the bighest

philosophical interpretation of life.

Such a book cannot bot be of the utmost value.

We have heard it said that it is time Cbristiarîity

ceased to apologize for itself, and the statement is

rio doubt correct. Dr. Watson lias made a step in

the rigbit direction iii givilîg a positive apologetie for

Cbristianity, an apologetic that to tbinking rninds is

in6fnitely more vaitnable and convincing than a score

of volnunes taken up with answering petty littie crit-

icisins, that if left alone would (die a natnral deatb.

He bias a strong belief iii the self-evidencing power

of trnth, and so has mnade it bis airo, so far as possi-

bIe, to present to the reader, miot Christian theology,

but Christianity itself iii its naked purity. Sncb a

presentation does mnch to free us froin the trappings
andl incnînbrances of inediaeval tbeology tbat stili

bave no smnall place in on religion.

The author's manner iii writing is wortbv of notice,

and will tend to a candid and an appreciative con-

sideration of bis views by every reader. It is not

argnînentative or debating.1 He does not flaunt bis

views boastfully in the face of tbose wbo iinigbt be

regarded as opponients, bot states kindly, clearly and

syînpathetically the positive trntb, in tbe hiope tbat

it will do its own work and destroy wbat is untrue.

He goes ab)out bis wonk with the patience and sym-

patby of tbe great teacher, sbowing tbns tbat bis

object is nlot so mnucb to prove that bis own views

are night as to lead others to the ligbt. The follow-

ing synopsis is given in the hope tbat it will be more

snggestive tban any comment the wniten could maké:

The author begins by giving the Cbristian con-

ception of tbe boman race as a single spiritual or-

ganismn, in wbiclh each gains bis own perfection by

self -identification witbi ail the rest. According to

tbis conception morality is inseparable froîn religion;

and tbe truth of this is seen by reference to the tot-

enistic religions and also fo tbe Greek and Hebrew.

An examination of totemismn, polytbeism and mono-

tbeismr shows tbat the moral and religions standards

advance togetber. Neitlier Greek nor Jewisb ideal

as we shaîl see reacbed a satisfactory conception of

God, mani and tbe wonld; tbe question is whetber

Cbristianity is not anotber, tbough more splendid

failure.
The Greek ideal is tbat of perfect nanbood. Its

fondamiental defect*is that it conceives of the bigb-

est life as simiply anr expansion of the natural life.

It bas no deep sense of the unity and spiritnality of

the divine, and consequently of tbe distinction be-

tween wbat mnari is and( wliat lie ougbit to be. There

is a sort of instinctive transcendence of polytheism in


