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TIICîI camie the 11Yysics, mien of profoundly speculative mnîds, led
l>y despair of refornîing and spiritualizing the Cliurcli, and throughi the
study o! tie Neo*platonie ivritiings to -im exag, eratioîî of the importance
and capacity of the inner lite-to a paintheistie identification of mnan
withi God. [lere die vital idea, taken apart fromî its pantheistic stig
is the îîeed ef a personal appropriation of C'hrist. Outward fornis are
Of no account. Wu must heconie united witlî God. God being in us
anîd %ve in God. By contenîplating God we Ibeconme one with God.
D'y conteînplating Chirist %vu becomie onie wvith Christ. The panthieistie
clenieît %vas so transcendental as to affect coniparatively few. 'l'le teli-
deiicy toward striving after individual anîd conscious union ivith Christ
hand a much \vider influence. Blut nîysticisin was indifférent to external
orrdcr, and could not of itsclr bring about a radical reforiii.

Nest came die ofvia a./caw-i«g-, \vith its contempt for schiolas-
livisîn, its teinporary return to Platonic paganlisii its restoration of the
studv of the Scriptures iii their original languages, its contenipt for
hiuman authority, and ils consequelît promnotion of freedoin of thoughi.

Here, thcîî, we hiave five gand elements of opposition to thec
corrupt hiierarchy: l'le l3iblical, the RZealistic, the Patriotie, the
Mystical, the Humianistic. Froni the Realistic flot nîuchi could be
expIected. ls antagonisi to tie Btiblical would be likely to more than
couniterbalance ils p)oer for good; the 1'atriotic was likely to he
contanîinated by avarice, anîd to introduce a vast amint of corruption
isito -my religions niovenient witli whichi it nîighit be connectud. The
position of Humanismn iii a religious refarmation could only le an

tnilry ane, yet its aid was absolutely indispensable. ilyeahf
iliuse elemcnts lîad entured the arena, and cach hiad failed of inîiniediate
success. 'l'le time was coming %'heii all of these elernents of opposition
wue to combine, and tie fabric of thie hierarchy niit \wcll have
trembled iii the face of such a combination.

Ml niight forni a useful and interesting classification of the varions
refornîing parties of the sixteenîli century, on the basis of the degrec in
wliiich these elements entered ita eaclh. WVe sliould say, e. g.hUat the
Erasmic miovenient wvas preponderatingly Human istic. The I3iblical
elenient %vas, theoretically at least, taken account af by Erasnius, but
with so little carnestnestiîess as to be of triflinig nionient-there wvas no
nîysticisin, no patriotisnî, littie financial iîiterest. The Lutheran
Reformation represents a combixiation af all five of tie remformatory
forces, withi a marvellous capacity ta shift -round from one ta aîîotler,
accordinî to the exigeilcies of Uic tinie. F7ewv religious leaders ever
c\p))essed greater devotion ta the Scriptures than Luther, and iii caîîtro-

l'lie R(form'(1110,11.


