
194]Editorial Note&.

Dr. Strong declares that Ilthere is but one substance-God.1) Atthe sanie time, he believes in the doctrine of creation and free will,thus distinguishing his Ethical froni Deterniinistic Monisr'M. "lAilpersons as wel as ail things are," therefore, "lbut 'fornis or modifica-ti-:ns of the divine." Just as "in the one substance of God there arethree infinîte personalities. .. in that same substance there are multi-tudinous finite personalities." "1In the one aII-including divine con-sciousness there are finite consciousnesses quite unaware of their rela-tion to the whole, and even antagonistic to it." As Ilfinite spirits arecircuniscriptions of the divine substance, and have in them the divinelife," Christ limîted Hiniseif when by creation Hie manifested Hislife under finîte conditions. Because of this same fact, Christ's atoningsufferings began with the first sin which introduced dîsorder and evilinto a part of Hîs own bo'dy. Stîli furtber, "lhI is impossible that Hewho is the natural life of hunîanîty should not be responsible for thesin committed by Hîs own niembers. It is impossible that Ne shouldnot suifer, that He should nzot make reparation, that Hie should not
atone.")

Because ail the fullness of hunianity as weII as of the Godbead wasin Christ, Ilwhen He atoned, humapity atoned. Ne could pay man'spenalty because Hie constituted the essence of man's nature." We canbut add a word. IVe cannot understand how ail thîngs are of the sub-stance of God, and have not exîsted eternally, in substance, in Mini.Either the substance of God bas been capable of increase, and so notinfinite, or the creation which Dr. Strong deenis consistent with hisMonism is but an evolution. How, also, ail things can be of the sub-stance of God, and God's transcendence over the universe be heldseenis very difficuit to, conceive: for it means that God exists, in somesense, above and independent of is substance. It is also far fromclear how Christ's sufterings can be either atoning or vicarious, ifDr. Strong's statements adequately express bis view. Vie cannot sharethe belief of the editor of the Examiner that Dr. Strong's articles willintroduce a new epocb in the study of tb, '!ýgy. floth philosopbic andtheological mists bang over bis view, and these must be cleared awayby much careful thinking, before many will be inclined to, adopt it. Itis also to be remarlced that the view is not new in Gernian thought.
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