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But I venture to think that somue pleading is necessay aioig us,
thougli not for the Gospel, yet for the preaching of a full Gospel; nor ama I
sure that the value is appreciated of an accurate knowledge of the relations
aniong divile truths, and of the service which systenmtic theologv is capa-
ble of rendering to the expounder of Seripture; how essential it is tlat it
go hand in hand with exegeticat theology. in enabling us to expose false
glosses, and to correct tlelhasty conclusions which superficial interpreters
put upon detacled passages of holy writ.

It is the great source of error i any seience to build on a partial
induction of data; and nothing is more characteristic of errorists in the
religious worl-, than to take up vith some favourite paisage whihel coin-
cides witlh foregone conclusions, and to answer all your reasonings from coi-
prehensive views of the entire field of revelation, by saying they care
nothing for system; as for them, tley go by the word alonte. But, if what
they reproach as systemi be indeed science-be the dIC.berate findings of
a just logic, collecting the various data, conicentrating the scattered lights
of Scripture-they are in faet refusing the word they deceive themselves in
alleting that they keep to the word, while they are relusing those general-
izations and harmonies which are the fruit of laboious comparisons of
Scripture with Scripture. Ia standing on detached expressions, they are
going by the sound of Sripture, not its sense. It is, in our opinion, the
maost necessary of all pulpit qualitications, to be able to assign the proper
relation of doctrine to doctline: no minute klnowledge of lere words will
enable us, without this, to confute plausile errors. It is not novices alone
who go by the sound rather than the sense of Scripture, while ignoring
the logical classification of doctrines, Take some present errors. Take,
for instance, the false views of the Atonement. Nothing is iore remaark-
able than the free and easy way in which the ilmxpugnxers of the doctrine
of vicarious or legal satisfaction to distributive justice have pressed into,
their service that class of pasages which give prominence to sanctitieition,
as a fruit of the Saviour's death. Whether Coleridge, or Maurice, or
Bushnell, or Robertson (lie of the broad-school):-tiey keep repeating the
argument of whieh any school-hoy niglt he supposed to perceive the
hollowness, that it is the moral or subjective effect of Christ's death which
has the prominence in the apostolie wNritings. Tney will have it that the
purifying aseribed to Clirist's blood is the tovrpùr, not the Av.rpor
le died to redeein us from all iniquity. le bore our sins on the tree that
we, being dead to sih, iglt live unto righîteouneis. Nowî, the advoeate
of the Atoneient need feel no ditticuilty inaswering this: lie knows that
sanctification is an nlterior effect, a pre<ions and necessary effect-but
still an ulterior effect-of tiat atoning dt-ithi wiose primary desigin is
reconciliation. The thing wanting in the exegesis of these parties is a
knowledge of the relation of tihe guilt of sin to its power. And if the
illustrations whiicih Paul· hiiself gives, especiallv in the epistle to the
Romans, of the dependence of sanctification on justification,and of both on
union to Christ; if this, I might call it, systeiatie treatmsent of the ques-
tion by the inspired apostle, do not suffice to correct their hasty conclusion,
conscience itself might correct it, wIhich, in perfect hiariony with PaulPs
doctrine, seeks, as its primary necessity, deliverance froi the guilt of sin,
and with that, and onily with and througi that, cones to purity as well as
peace. The sanctification follows the reconciliation; and it is nothing to
tell us that in sone passages the Âovrpôr rather thîan the AIJrpor is recog-
nised, wlen we know that in order to the one the other is implied as a
pre-requisite.


