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ENXOX COLLEGE.
OPRNING TR sKssloN 05 1877-78,

Last Wednesday, aé noon, Ruox OJcl-
Yoge was opened for the sesgion of 1877-
78, In presence of a large number of Iadies
aud gentlemen. Rov. Prineipal Oaven oo-
oupied the ohair, and there ware wlang
with him on the platformx Reva. Profossors
Gregg and MoLaren, Revs, Drs. Topp and
Reid, and Rev. W. Prager, of Bondhead.
In the hady of the hiall there was a large
number of ministers from Ontariv, and
savera! from Quaebeo,

The Chairman, in opening, gave ont a
psalm, after she singing of which he read a
portion of Baripture,

Rov. Dr. Topp then offered up a prayer,
after which

The Ohairmsan read his oponing losture,
:nmled “Theology and Religion,” &s fol-
OWE i

¢ It ig not uncommon b prevent to hear
theology spoksn of in nnfavourable con-
trast wih religion. Theology, it is said, is
not the friend but the foe of religion, and
if religion would flourish theology xmust be
driven from the glace it has so long hy
usnrpation held., It may be that the cen-
sutes prononuoced npon theology are really
dirsotad against one special type of it, but
they ssem to be levelled at theology ia
general; and the allegation is that this
soience, iv ils Wwhole hisiory, has been the
antagonist of religion. In past ages theo.
jogy was often assailed by seeptioal or irre-
ligious men, but it sounds sirange to hear
it dencunoed in the interest of religion anu
piety. Pt so it is, and we now hear much
of minds, reverent, oonesientions, and pure,
who are kept from entering the paths of
religion by the aconmulation of rubbish in
the shape of theology whioh obsruots their
way. In faot it is represented as if in the
frmnt day men were deterred from a re.

igious life not so much by sn nnbelieving
‘heart, oatnal and worldly affections, an
evil habits, as by the portentons work of
the theologians.

Many who would not spesk of theology
in termy of reprobation, do yet sompare it
with religion in & way whieh certainly does
it injustics, and whioh appesrs to be found-
ed on mistake as to iis nature, method,
snd aime. Religion is said to be divine,
whereas theolegy is purely a humsan pro.
daet. Religion is fixed apnd permanent,
whereas svery age gives birth to ils own
theology. Theologies ars to be allowed,
just a8 philosophers are io be allowed;
thay are tLe necessary prodnot of epecula.
tion aotively directed towards religion, but
they must be oarefully distingunished from
religion, and must abstain from claiming
for themselves any character of autbority.
The Ohurches must not atiach too mueh
importance to their theologies, nor dream
of identifying them with that word, * which
liveth and abideth for ever.” Unity and
sharity must suffer, snd the development
of religious lifs bo hindered, if & very high
place be assigned to theologioal eystems.

Betwsen theso two ways of speaking of
theology now represented, there are man
intermediate degrees of depreciation wit
whioh it is visited ; and we may safely say
that no person moderately acquainted with
the literaturs of the period is unaware of
the faot that theology is a good deal spoken
against, and very zealons attempts made to
persuade us that it is a thing of no value to
the Ohuroh.

Now, there scems not a little confusion
of thooght in $ha contrasts drawn between
religion and theology, to the disparage.
ment of the Jatter ; and it may not be with.
out imporianee to inguire with some cars
what is the trne conoception of the one and
the other, and what is the relation between
them ; and thus to see whether theology
and religion are not both injured woen the
former is spoken of 88 purely a human
produci—a passing mood of the Luman
wmind attempling to philosophise upon the
supernatural

o spoak fixst of xeligion : There is a very
important sense of the term in which it is
& thing to be affirmed of persons, and in
which, of course, it cannot be confounded
with theology. In this sonse it is s thing
both of the heart and the life—bouth of the
nature and the acts, Mavny definitions of
it have been given : e.g., ‘* The recognition
of the mutual relation bstween God and
the world,” * The recognition of a super.
human oasoality in the human soul and
life,” * The feeling of abaolute dependence,”
“The observance of the moral law as a
divine institation,” (Kant); * Faith in the
moral order of {he nniverse,” (Fichte). It
is not necessary to endorse any of these de.
finitions, nor to frame one for onrselves,
Bat, as usually employed in n subjective
sense, it embraces reverence towards God,
trust, love; in general such a siate of the
soul as is plessing to Him. Bo muoh is
clear, whatever etymology of the word
shall ba prefsrved. But religion as a per.
gonal thing also exbraces obedience to the
divine will in actions of an ontward kind ;
“ Pure religion and undefiled before God
and the Father is this: To visit tho father.
less aud widows in their affliotion, and to
keep himeelf unspotted from the world.”
Thus when wo speak of religion as s char.
soteristio of individual men, or of commu-
nities, we have {wo slementis in it, one
subjective, the other objeclive; ore relat.
ing to $he mingd and heart, the other to the
life and aotions.

‘Were the term religion employed only in
the sense now explained, it were very neo.
emary to proclaim thal religion is one

thing and theology another, for no man
could pomibly shink of identifying them;
but nothing whioh might bs said in praise
of religion wounld have any valne as show-
that theology is worth less or of litile
aseonnt, or that thers is no important con-
neetion betwcon the two things; or that
the ope Is divine and permanent, the other
haman and variable. The ides of religion,
in the personal sense of it, afford no bhaais
for soY much comparison, The whole
on a8 $0 the relations between reli-

gion snd theology remains $o be oonsider-
od ; bor serlainly notbing contained in any
] i of religion as s personal

, shows $bal mo Wush rolations exish,

., while there is mweh to suggeat the comtinry.
e be *ihe recoguition of the mu
tual re between God and the world,”
is 1aay be the office of theology to teach na
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what shai relation 1p,  If religion boe “the
observanca of tha moral law as » divina in-
!ﬂca{km." i may devolve npon theology to
maks us segnainted with that Jaw, Tiven
it you sy that religion is “faith in the
moral order of the universe,”" it swnnot be
superflaans to learn as mueh as possible
about that order. If religiun, indeed, be
blind feeling, aud have no oonnection with
truth at all, then $heclogy bas no placeleft
to 6ll. Bat, in this onse, raligion and
theology togesher must be held $o have lost
all goad title to respect.

ore is, howaver, another acoceplsation
of the term raligion, in whioh it denotes a
systom of faith and worship: thus we speak
ofthe Mobammedan, the Buddhist, the Jew.
ish, the Ohristian xeligion. The term thus
employed denotes something oulside the
mind of any individual-—-something which
has an existence of its own, As thus un.
derataod, religion has its credenda and its
agenda—its dootrines to be bslisved, as
woll ag ita attions fo be performed. The
Mohammedan religion embraces what is
taught in the Koran regarding the Deitly,
the character and mission of tho prophet so
oalled, the conduot to be observed by his
followers, the future state. Inlike mauner,
tho several forma ¢f paganism bave their
credenda; and if theve are disoredited,
their culius oaunot romain—the found.
ation for it is gone, 8o, also—to sposk of
& religion which ls divine in i's origin—
Judairm embraoces the teaching of the 0id
Testamont regarding God and man, regard-
ing ereation, the fall, the selection of a
covenant people, the forgiveness of sin
through sacrifics, the coming of the Mes-
eish and the kingdom which Ho shonid
ostablish. And thus, too, speaking of the
form in which God has rovealed himself {o
men——the Christian rehigion is the sum of
thoge religions traths delivered {o us in the
Holy Seriptures—** what wo_aro fo_believe
concsralvg Qod, and what duties God re.
quires of man." I{ is certainly not the
Intter apart from the former. The Ilatter,
indeed,—tho agenda—wonld freqnently be
unressonable, even unintelligible, apart
from the former—the credenda. The
Christian religion sembraees the teschings
of the Seriptures conoerning the eternily,
omnipresence, omnisvionce, unchangeable-
nest, righteousness, and love of God; con.
cerning the creation and fall of man ; eon.
oorning the Redesmer, who though “ He
was with God and was Goq,” *“becams
flesh;"” * who died for our offenees and
roge again for our justification; who now
# gits at the Father's right hand " and has
]l power in heaven and ju earth ’ entrust.
ed to Hum, to be exercised by Him for the
sake of His body, the OChurch; econcerning
the Holy Spirit the Comforter, whom the
Lord Jesns promised to send, and who
* tgkes of the things which ars Ohrist's and
shows them untc us;” ooncerning the
Church of God, and the duties, charactor.
istios, and privileges of its membera; con
cerning the second coming of the Lord
Jesus, and the awards and punishments of
the fature state. Wo are not professing
here to give anything Jike a catalogue of the
articles of the Ohristian religion. Wo are
pot attempling to show how much 8 man
must believe—or how little—in order fo be
properly called an adherent of that religion,
Our objest is simply to point out that Chris-
tianity—the Ohriatian religion—has its doe-
trine offored to the faith of thoso who wonld
oinbrace it, and that yon oannot even in.
telligently speak of that religion apart from
these doctrines, Let one deny that God
is infinite, eternal, and nnchangeable ; that
he 1s just and holy, gracious and meroiful ;
or that man is a sinner, and needs redemp-
tion, or that Jesus Christ has come in the
flesh to emve sinners, or that Chrisl is uni.
versal Lord, and will come again to judge
the quiok and the dead—and he oannot be
oaid to sooept the Christian religion 7 o,
the Christian faith, No professions of ap.
proving the general aim and spirit of the
ethioal teachings of the New Testament
and of conforming to these would warrant
us to gay that the man who declined to as-
cept the clear and definite teachings of the
Bible on the high topies referred to recsiv.
ed the Christlan religion; even as the
Mohammedan religion conld not bo em-
braced, and yet the olaims of Mahomet and
tha doctrine of the unity of God rejested.

Thus we find that the term religion is
used in at least iwo acceptations; in the
first of which it cannot properly be brought
into comparison with theology as of greater
or less value, but in the latter of which as
necessarily having articles of belief, it may
inevitably give oocasion for theologioal
eoiexice. Of this point we sball proseed to
speak.

We must here enquire, therefors, what
is the true conception of theology. The.
ology, if respect be had merely to the deri-
vation of the word, signifies a discourse
concerning God, and we are all acqusinied
with the more limited acceptation of the
term in whioh it is distingnishad from other
departments of tho general subjsot of
theology or divinity often under the appsll.
ation of theology proper. But we are lere
spesking of theology in the wider sense,
not the more resiricted, in whioh it bas to
do simply with the sxistence and attributes
of God.

Many definitions of tnsology bave boen
given, as e.g.: ‘“The Soienso of the
superaatural ; ” ¢ Seientific instruction re-
speeting God," (Kuapp); ** The Seience of
Religion ; " ** The Secience which treats of
God, His nature, attzibutes, counsels, works,
and dispensations towsrda the human
race,” (Dick.) Whatever valne these defin.
itions may have as relaling to theology,
under the most general conospiion of it,
they all seem inxdequate as definitions of
Christian theology ; and inaswuch as it is
this Iatter with whiok we sre concerned,
the following definition seems to have more
to recommend it :—* Theology is the ex.
hibition of the facts of Scriptare in their
proper order and relation, with the prinei.
ples or generaltraths involved in the facte
themuselves, and whish pervade and har.
monise the whole,” (Hodge.) There
are doubtless truths of nataral religlon, and
theology has to do with theee; bni inas.
muoh as the Soriptures embrace all these
truths, the definition lnst given is not to be
faulied for making mo referemes o any
truths or facts beyond those of the Bible,
The inspired Word esontaing all the zasber-
);hlol l:ian lo .”n’g.ﬁh not ab

iberty to incorporate in auything
forelga b0 the gglo. or Ineonsistent there.

with, Tiet this fast be kept steadily in
viaw, for it is vital to apy right appraci.
ation of the guestion under oonsideration,
Curistisn theology s not based on mentsl
solence, or on moral philosophy, or on the
opinions which men heve enterfained re.
garding religion; 1t is convieted of illegiti
maoy in its proceduro ae soon as it dogma.
tisas on any point rogarding whioh Sorip.
ture is aflant, or in any way cosses to be
amenable to tho oracles of God.

Now, we have already seen that fhe
Ohristian religlon oonefats of the faats re-
lating to God—His works and dispensations
sot forth In tho Beriptures. If you oan
givo acorrect description of it--a photo-

raph of it—it will oxhibit all these facte.

t seome, therefors, that Ohriatian theology
has for ita subject-matter the Christian ra.
ligion—the fasta which constitute that re.
liglon, neither moro nor less.

What, then, does theology atferapt?
What is the object which it proposes to
iteelf ? The dofinition lest quoted says that
theology *¢ exhibiia the facts of Beriptars in
their propor order and relation, with the
prineiples of goneral truth involved in the
faots thomselves; ™ 4. e., it sesks to arrange
andinterpret the facts in theirlogioal relation
to one another. Isthere anything blame.
worthy in this attempt? anything indeed
which the human mind in asocordsnce with its
structura can refrain from doing ? angthing
whioh exposes the work of the theologian,
if legitimately done, to be regarded as an.
tagoniatio to religion, or even as the resord
of & mere passing mood of human thought ?
Theology, we say, is but the attempi to
conoceive religion as rovealed to us—to con.
ceive it as & whole—in agsordanee with the
laws of the human mind, It invents noth.
ing; it merely aims at properly co-relating
the facts, viewiug them, i. ., not as sepur.
nte and defached, but as paris of & whole;
and nnless it shall be sad that the faocts
have no mutual relations, no interdepend.
ence, no oonnection with one another, the
sim of theology msst be held as legitimate
and necessary, Butler, speaking of viewing
moral truths in their systematie relations,
eays, * Whoever thinks it worth while to
oonsider this matter thoroughly shoald be.
gin with stating to himeelf exaetly the idea
of a system or constitution of any particnl.
sr nature, or partioulnr anything ; and he
will, T enppone, find that it is & one or a
whole made up of several psris; but yet
that the several parts do not complete the
ides, unless in the notion of the whole you
juclude the relations and respeots whiok
these parts have to each other. * % ¥ It
ug instance in & wateh: suppose the sever-
parts of it taken to pieces, and placed apart
from each other; let & mau have ever so
exact & notion of those saveral parts, unless
he oconsider the respests and relations
whioch they have to each other, he will not
have aoything like the idea of a watoh.”
And thus he shows ns that the **ijnward
frame of man' cannot be properly undex-
stood by any account of the prinociples of
reflection, {appotites, passions, etc., which
belong to human nature, unless yon take
into account their relation to ane another,
aud see conseionoes in ity place of supreme
suthority, presiding over the whole. Then
only have you a constitution of man,

The application of this view to the mat.
tor in hand—the case of religion—ia not
locs cortain and obvious than its applioation
to the stady of tha human mind, Ifthe
faots of religion are to become matter of
intelligent consideration at all, theology—
systematic theology—is the inevitable
result. It is not simply the professional
thoologian who will attempt to asserialn,
arrange aud construe the fasts of Revela.
tion in the manner which gives bixth to
theology ; for every earnes: student of the
Bible seeking acquaintanos with the truth
for purposes of personal improvement, will
be under necessily to do the samse thing,
The first thing attempied by the one and
by the other will be to ascertain what the
Bible really teaches regarding tho several
topies of which it treate, To this end the
utterances of Seripture on these topies, in
the many ssrts of it, will be brought to.
gether snd compured with one another,
o that all the light shed ugon them may be
availed ofand concentrated. Tue Soripturos
being regarded ag the Word of God, and
thoerefora self-consistont, will be carefully
examined and their true teaching on par-
ticular dootrines arcertained. Buat it will
be impossible to stop here, or even to con-
clude this parl of the process satisfactaiily,
without having recourse to something
farther. For just as when you wish to
view a landtoape and see its harmonized
beauties, you must find some spot-—soms
eminence from which its details wmay at
ou 8 come under ycur sye—wood and
stream and hill and plain; 8o here u poai-
tion must be sought from which the several
truths may be grouped and viewed in true
sombination. "Allow one to ses only in
detail and at different times the woods, the
streams, the green fields, the hillside, aud
he has not seen the landscape, nor is his
soul touched by its beauty. In like man.
ner you must bring together the Soripture
teaching regarding the several attributes of
God, natural and moral—His eternity, ia-
finity, omnieeience, omnipotencs, justice,
snd meroy. You must sonoeive of & Being
in whom these perfeotions ars uniled—in
orderrightly to think of God. And then
you will not attemxg to separate the con.
sideration of what He has done from what
Ho is; but you will xeqard creation aund
providence as a commeontary on His attri-
butes. The bistory of redemption will not
be iutelligiblo apart from the fall; nor the
work of the Spirit apart from the work of
the Son ; nor the doetrine of the Ohunreh
apart from the doctrine of the Bon and the
Spirit; nor the kingdom of glory apart
from the reign of grace in preparation for
it. It is imponsibla to eonceive any person
attaining to an intelligent sequuntance
with the several tratha of revelation anless
with some mesaure of success, he has en.
deavored to appreciate them in sombination
sud as paris of & glorious whole,

Nor let it be said that insemuch as God
has not fully revealed to us the moral sys.
tem of the universe, nor even all that
relates to the moral position snd destiny of
man; any attempt at combining the soatter.
od rays of light guto\nd on us, with the
visw of iluminating the whole moral terri.
m, ust prove abordive, We ireely oon.

4 the knowledge of the moral
usiverse to whish we may attain is partial,
and that therefors mauy problems which

wo might be aager to solve and questions
which we might wish to disenss lie beyond
the provinoe in whish wo are pernitted to
movd ; but the entivo and most humble
recognition of this faet iv consistont with
affirming that tho truths which we do know
aro unevertheloss (?am of a whole, anrd
siould be siudied In comparison the one
with the other. Audactous pride is rebuk-
od by the partial natare of vevelation, as
well ag by the limitation of the human
facultfes; but the unily and harmony of
tho divine operations, and the fact that
God never confradiote Himsolf are our
sufliofent warrant and enconrsgement to
compare truth with truth, and to regard ail
Beripture ae a mirror in which may be
gagn the glory of God in the face of Tesns
Christ.

It will thus, I {rust, appear, even from
the brief and imperfeot aasount now given
of what constituies the Christian religion
and of what ave tke provinee and aim of
theology, that tho intereats of the former
are not to be served by depreciating the
latter, theology being nothing but the
necessary aotion of the intelligent and
oarnest mind upon the truths of the Bible,
We may well, therefore, ask why it is that
in so many instances professed friends and
})ntrons of religion regard theology with so
ittle favour. Now, it may in reply be ad-
mitted that swriters on theology have some.
times forgotten the true nature and meth.
ods of the seienco with which they dealt,
sud have given us books of rational.
ism or soopticiem instead of biblieal theol-
ogy ; that in seme oases a vain and eurjous
speculation has been painfally indulged in ;
that {n others the just proportion of truths
has been forgotten; and thus while positive
error, perhape, has not bsen intreduced, the
effect has been very much as ifii hud; and
still farther that there are cases in which a
bitter polemioal spirit has disfigured theo-
logical writings remarkable at once for
their ability and svundness in the faith.
But the admission of all this will not satisfy
those opponents of theology with whom we
ave dealing, nor fndunce them to asknow-
ledgo that there is a large residuun of valu-
able theologieal literature, and that the
caltivation of theologioal sefence under
proper conditions must prove a boon fo
the Church of Christ. In fact you are
Dikaly to find that the theologioal writings
which you regard as especially character-
ized by reverenca for Seripture, thorough-
ness in the investigation of i, and
thai submission of humaun resson which
allows a perfect moquiegoence in its
teachings, ave the very speoimens of theo-
logioal labor in whioh they see least to
admire. The conslusion is foreed upon us
that ‘hostility is inourred not so muoh by
anything the theologian hag done with the
faots of Soripture—the logioal relations in
which he has eet them, and the interpreta-
tion which he has given of them-as by
the facts themselvos; and thus—un-
consciously in many instances no doubt—
religion itself, not theoloyy, is the objeot of
displeasure. The kiud of religions writing
which wonld alone be regarded with satis-
faction is that in which the plain statementa
of the Bible xegarding the topics of sin and
redemption, man's helﬁlessness, and God’s
graoe, the atoning work of the Saviour, and
the renewing work of the Spirit should be
toned down and lightly passed over. Re.
ligiousuess — religions sentimentality —
beautiful pictures of the perfeptibility of hu.
maua nature, will be approved ; unmistake-
ablo utterances as to the guilt and misery
of the sinner apart from Christ, the justice
of Him who cannot look upon sin, the ex-
piation of ein by the saerifice of the Son of
God will be condemned uuder the title of
Theology.

Theology eannot in itself be the enemy
of veligion, but it is justly exposad to ocen.
aure in the following oases t—(a.) When it
fails to read aright the teaching of Serip.
tuve on the topios of whioh it treats. The
only authority we have seon for eatablish.
fug the dootrines of theology fs the Word
of God, and the first offise of the theologian
is, by patient examination, to asceriain what
Soripture certainly declares regarding the
matters to whiech it relates, As to most of
these, the teaching of Soripture, in its great
outlines, is plain; and if the examination
is conducted with eare and humility, will
not readily be mistaken, Butfrom various
oanses—such as too great confidence in
humsu reason, {oo great deference to a
philosophieal system, or to the opinions of
eminent mwen with whom we wieh to find
ourselves in mcoord, hasty impatience in
reaching oonclueions, or, it may be, the
natural opposition of the heart fo the hum
bling dootrines of the word of God; we
may come {0 wrong conolusions as to what
the verdiet of Secripture really is. If our
examination finds in Seripture what is not
thersin contained, or fails to elicit from it
the decisions which it really gives, in either
oase our theology will be at fault; and so
far as the error goes, it must necessarily
tend fo the injury of religion. (b) Again,
religion suffers when our theology exhibits
dootrines out of their connection and pro.
portion in relation to other parts of the
system of trath. Buppose, e.g., the * good-
ness ” of God is no presented that we shall
fail clearly to see his ¢ severily,” or His
* goverity ' made so prominent as to ob-
soure His * goodness;” suppose the doo.
trines of the Divine soversignty and of
man's freedom snd responsibility not com.
ing in al their proper place aund in proper
relation to ench other ; suppose  grace " 5o
magnified that the olaims of the “law”
upon Christians are completely thrownianto
the shade, or thene claims made so promi.
nent that the faot of our redemption in
Christ is not exalied to the place it should
ocoupy. Inanysuch oase, while the soveral
slementa that should enter into the system
of dootrine are all preseut, the misplacing
of truthe, and the too great or too liftle

rominenes given to them, fs really equiva.
ent to error. Too great ears cannot be
exercised by the theologian in chserving
the place which Beripture gives {o the sev-
eral truths.  'We hardly know any way in
which the Jootrines of the Bible oan be
more readily exposed to ununeceseary hon.
tility than by presenting them in a fales
light or o fules seiting. We need wisdom,
therafore, * xight!y to divide the Word of
Trath,” (c) SUll farther, religion suffers
when the Iabors of the theologian, though
in secordance with the cutward messnres of
truth, are predented in an irreverent, proud,
or bitter spirit. Humility and gentienass,
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as well ag faithfuluess to trath, should
sharsoterize all his disoussions; he should
tirive not so mueh to vangalsh oppouents
ae fo gainnen to the kaowledge of t?xetmth;
and bis reverant and serious worda should
leave the imprassion upon thoss who read
or lhiear them that he i apeakinv as {n the
presonce of (fod, and under an awfal senss
of responeibility to Him,

Lot theologioal disenssions pressrve thia
epirit and obaerve thego rules, and Ik mugt
prove a friond and ally to religion, not & foe.
But if in many fusiansss its temper or itg
procsedure have beon faulty, theology in
general is no more on thia scoount to be
condemned or deprecisted than religlon ig
to bo impugned beoause many who have
professed to walk by its precopta have been
wicked and Liypoeritical men.

Space doos not remain for any adequate
exsmination of the dostrine that every age
prodaces its own theology, and that theyo.
fore our thoologies are to be regarded as, at
the best, merely provielonal statements of
the dooctriues of religion, This may mean
either that it hag proved so in the past, or
that from tho natare of the omee it must
necosearily be so.

(a) If we regard the language referred to
ass statement respeoting the history of
theolagy, it ceriaiuly oauno$ bLe endorsed
without moat important qualifieations,
Mauy sohools of theological opinion have
undoubtedly arisen, and after & ponras,
longer or shotler, passed away. A great
deal of theologioal spestlation and liters.
ture onoee highly thought of, has beea dis.
oredited, snd is now forgotten, It is not
denied that in all ages there have been those
who misconesived some of the main prin.
oiples of the Ohristian faith, aud abetted an
heretioal theology, or whose errors, though
not so grave, were snfficient to doom both
their parties and their writings to oblivion,
It is unneceseary to say that mueh theo.
loﬁgoal writing was fated to perlsh, because
it had not sufiiclent litsrary merit o ensure
its preservation, aud that fte disappearance
is no reflaction upon the views it contained,
Agsin it is to bo gratefally recoguized that
there are dooirines and questfons us to
which the Churoh of Ghrist has boen led,
through study of the Seriptures, aud & varied
experiencs, to & faller and more definile
comprehension of them ; so that whilst hor
basis in regard to these doolrines has not
been altered, her knowledge has becoms
more adequate and complete. We might
instance the dootrine of the Trinity and the
person of Clirist, the dootrine of depravity,
the dootrine of the Lord's Supper, the dos.
trine as to the province and fanetions of
the Church in relation o the eivil order,
But notwithatsuding all that is now admit-
ted, auy person who will look at the matter
withoat prejudice ean trace the continnous
stream of the Church's theology, as the sone
tinuous etream of her life through all the
agea einae sha was organized by the Apos.
tles. The sireams may now and then have
its waters partially diverted into fales chan.
nels, or taluted and rendersd less salubrions
by some foreign Ingredionts permitted to
mingle with them, but it is not last, nor ite
identity rendered uuceriain. Datailed
proof of this jraporiant statement canmot
here be given; it is secossible to every
reader of the Churoh's history, or the his-
tory of Qhrietian dootrines. (b) Our reply
to the allegation of the changesble charac.
ter of theology when regarded as & histor.
ioal aswortion will, it ~stisfactory, of conrse
suffice for it in the ider form, in whioh
sueh transitory eharacter is afficrued necos.
sarily to belong to theology. If it oan be
shown that the Church of Chris has esssn.
tiaily the wawe theology whioh it hiad in its
early history, nothing farther is requived to
show that no necessity oxists for evory age
producing its own theology, But the same
sonolusion would be reached by giving due
weight to the two following considerations :

(1) The very close connection beiween
roligious truth and religious life. Beliey-
ots are * born sgain of the incorruptible
soed of the Word,” and * sanetified through
the truth.” Ifthen our theology, as I think
has been shown, {8 nothing elss than our
attempt to appreciate the truth—ig simply
thie truth as wo have besu enabled to corae
prehiend it in tha mutual relslions of its
several purts—it cannot be that theology
shall have no permanent basis and substrn-
tial identity. I¢ must have been such a
basis to become the groundwork of a true
religious life and experience.

(2) The promise of the Holy Spirit as the
abiding teacher of the Churoh argaes the
same thing. The Lord promised to send
the Spirit as the teacher, nos only of the
Aposties, but of all Hias disciples. ¢ The
Gomforter, whioh is the Holy Glost, whom
the Father will seud in my name, He shall
teach ycu all things, and bring all things
to your remembrance whatscever I have
said unto you.” * Howbeit when He, the
Spirit of Truth, is come, He will guide you
into all truth.” * He shall recsive of mine
aund show it unto you." Accordiugly we
again resd:— * These things uuderstood
not the disciples at first; bat when Jesus
was glorified then remombered they that
these things were spoken of Hit, and that
they had done these things usto Him."
And so the Apostle John says, * Ye have
an unotion from the Holy One, and ye know
all things ;" * But the anoiunting which ye
have raceived ot Hirta abideth in you, and
ye need not that any man texch yoa ; bat
us the sams anointing teacheth you of all
things, and is truth, and is no lie, and even
a8 it hath taught you yo sisll abide in Him."
In the fulfilment of this great promise the
disoiples of Clirist are taught aright to un.
deratand the Sriuciplel and dootrines of His
kingdom, sand it canuot be thersfors that
the humble, esrnest, prayerful, aud perse-
vering endeavors of the Ohurch of God to
comprehend with some trus insight, and
set torth for the beuefit of thosa who shall
come aftsr, the groat doctrines of the Serip-
ture, shall be so valueless and futile as the
deprecixtors of theologisal selenes wogld
have us belisve. To suy that religion is
divine, but man's eoaception of it human,
is to propound & very obvious traiem. The
question is whether that conception has
beent sud must be s0 remote from the lrath
—10 imperfest an upprecistion of it—wo
little adequate—that it ean have no n.bid%
value, except it may be value of an histor]
kind. Bat if, agaig, the menniog is thad
the men of each generation must have this
un«rﬂu for themselven—must have it
as o living reslity coming from the One
Divine soarcs, sud that ao generation ean




