- COLERIDGE.—1I.
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g:t:::;me has already been made to the
Mjteq ch‘ty of the genius of Coleridge. He
828 gejg, aracteristics and qualities which
- 8sop W found together in the same per-
4i!ig' N as not only an excellent seholar;
erpey 0iug wag prodigious and his pow-
of wh’:‘:mory enabled him to retain much
tioy N 'dhe read. Ilis splendid imagina-
lsplayed in his poems, and even
Qnautyls genjug took different forms this
Phi was hardly less manifested in his
L leal wpeculations.
Co .; hf"dly possible 10 uver estimate
2€’s  influence on the thought of
hag gy, MF John Mill declared, “No one
! Tbuted more to shape the opinions
hyeg Younger men who can be said to
‘hinkgany opinions at all.” Mr, Mill
$apg, that Bentham’s influence was alone
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n;m:;l‘;l' to Coleridge’s. Certainly Mr. Mill
Bmhamwas more under the influence of
Okst: » and Mr. Mill was, for a time al-
thgy :‘m‘eme in English thought; but
5:’::10‘3 has greatly decayed, and at
h‘“kth moment it can hardly be doubt-
A € gpiritual philosophy of Cole-
the ascendant. It may be useful
. te briefly some of the departments
Udge hght in which the Influence of Cole-
Y 48 been felt. .
LTTY Cr;imight firat consider his influence
,‘?ﬂnnm €. Here we are under the dis-
Bigy; oge of living and breathing in the
Mgy * that eritical sehool of which Cole-
Mg eas almost the beginner. Take one
Clagy ;ﬂmple of this influence—the criti-
taton, hl:‘k&speare. Editors and commen-
I oby Dot very ready to acknowledge
™ py, . &ationy {0 those who have work-
"‘hmh “¢ them; but there are certain names
;')Pit "Jam&nd out as representing the best
&9 den O‘Zfﬂtlheir own day, such as Dr. E.
. TM v Cl‘ e present moment, Mr. Dyce
e erm;arles Knight of former times.
L the 8 had considerable difteyenies
Ay one Tgelves; but each one of them
inq . Something to advance the study
Eid t r;'n:“lq restify the eriticisms of our
X e i "lsi{tl)tmt. The mfluence of Cole-
h:ig + one le in them all: and Mr. Chas.
ép:: for the of tl.le fifst‘in ]Sngland’ to la-
F.ve’““y l.ﬂeful‘xty of &‘hakespeure s text,
Irg 2] ) th to Coler}(lge as his master,
1 Nty of hn we possess only notes and
. il h is lectures, we can discern
Mtjei, .’ Clearness, and fineness of his
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::l\l wlf only we compared his work
m‘th mev;"’k of those who succeeded him
ey Ous erjticisms, even that of a

t;:t, “nqg;e&t as Johnson, we shall see
re ;ec‘)leridge, the study of Shakes-

W By the s‘; upon a new era.
ange'“’l'&l. Ime may be said of literature
be: Otherg Te and Lamb did more than
ha ra u‘: recall attention to the Eliza-
8 Doeta' His remarks on Words-
lne,.ely a"y show that he was himself
Cellence boet, but a critic of the high-
4 &nQWhO discerned at once the
_the weakness of Words-
®Ories. Ife was, moreover, one
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nagy 224 probably the chief of those
®rman literature known to the
¥ nece:;- On these points it Is
ple 1 Ty to dilate and space for-

Mustration,
Fegard to his position jn Phil-
h‘eld, th"e‘lgh_ dliferent opinions have
o conze' is now 4 general consent
,‘opm’nnbuted nothing positive to
-t of philo.ophical thought,

- “Atds to Reflection,”
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he not only did powerfully iniluence all
students of philosophy in the gecond and
third quarters of this century, but he also
contributed largely to the discrediting of
the empirical and materialistic philosophy
which has had such powerful advocates in
England, and promoted more gpiritual
views of the problems of life and thought.

He is said to have formed grand schemes
of a system of philosophy which came to
nothing. But it is by no means certain
that any formally complete treatise would
have had a greater stimulating power
than the hints whieh he has left in the
and “Biographia
Literaria.” 1t 1ssald that he was unintel-
ligible. Byron describes him as
“Explaining metaphysics to the nation,

I wish he would explain his explanation.”

But this charge has been made against
most philosophers, from the days of Hera.-
clitus  to those ot Hegel and Green.
Dean Mansel complained that he misunder-
stood Kant in regard to his use of Reason,
Coleridge saying that with Kant it was
the intuitional faculty, which was Jacobl’s
view and not Kant’s. But every one must
know that Kant’s treatment of this sub-
ject In his Dialectic is highly artificial and
octeasionally uneertain; and even D2an Man-
gel does not escape eriticism, for Professor
Mahaffy declares of him that he follows
Kant agfar as he understands him!

Then, again, it is. said that he plagiar-
tzed from Schelling, and a passage Wwas
actually produced which Coleridge had
printed as his own, which wasa manifest
translation from the German philosopher.
But the explanation was very simple.
Coleridge had copied the passage in Eng-
lish intoa commonplace book, neglecting
to give a reference to its source, and not
unnaturally tock it afterwards for his
own. This explanation will be quite in-
telligent to those who remember the ad-
mirable style of Schelling’s philosoph-
jeal writings, and also the peculiar excel-
lence of Coleridge’s translations which
make the reader forget that they are not
original works.

Wo notice some of these accusations not
because of their intrinsic importance, but
because they are tle current coin of the
disparagers of Coleridge. We shall see
presently that he left a mark on English
thought which no plagiarist, or copylst,
or muddle-headed dreamer could have left.
Great, however, as was Coleridge’s interest
fn philosopl\y, it was chiefly as the hand-
‘maid of theology that he attached im-
portance to its study.

3. Coleridge, like all great thinkers, re-
garded Theology us the Scientia Scienti-
arum, and deep as was his attachment to
Philosophy, with him she was but the
handmaid of the Divine Science. Doubtless
his own religious history had gtrengthened
his sense of the importance of theology. In
his earlier days he had got quite unsettled
in his religious opinlons. His willingness,
after his marriage, to undertake the pas-
torate of an Unitarian congregation shows
us pretty plainly where he had dritted.
Subsequent study of the Fathers, the
great Anglican writers, and mystical di-
vines like Tauler, Boehme, and Willlam
Law had made him profoundly dissatisfied
with the shallow views of Arian and Ar-
fanizing writers, and he came to a settled
belie! in the Catholie faith, as it was held
alike by Romans, Anglicans, and the more
Orthodox Protestant Communions.

But Coleridge, while holding firmly the
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Christiam religion, saw clearly enough, as
we now see, that many of the ways of
representing Christain doctrine were not
merely offensive tu men of taste, but causes
of stumbling to men of intellectual con-
sistency; and he set to work to show the
reasonableness of Christian doctrine while
insisting upon its experimental reality.
Coleridge indeed presents us with a singu-
lar blending of the rational and the mys-
tical. The main purpose of Coleridge in
connecting philosophy and theology is set
forth in a quotation from Lactantius which
is prefixed to the “Aids to Reflection,” and
is here given in English : “It has pleased
God that man should have such a nature
as to be desirous of two things, Rellgion
and Wisdom. But men are lead astray so
as to seek for religion and leave out wis-
dom, or to strive for wisdom alone and
leave out religion. This is an error, since
the one without the other cannot be true.”
Here is Coleridge’s text, and he devotes his
energies to the reconciliation of philosophy
and theology—an attempt which was once
thought dangerous and presumptuous, but
which he and others have taught us to
be a duty and a matter of course.

1i we ask what have been the effects of
this endeavour, it is hardly possible to an- -
gwer the question except in the merest out-
line; for the Influences of Coleridge on mod-
ern theological thought have been so0 far-
reaching that we could hardly explain
them without giving a histery of every
theological movement of the lagt fifty or
sixty years. Whether we turn our atten-
tion to the different departments of relig-
ious thought or to the ecelesiastical move-
ments, in either case we must discern hig
influence.

For n. moment consider his influsnce on
religious thought genzrally, and it will be
apparent that he has touched it at every
point. The Evidences of Religion, the In-
spiration of Secripture, the Conception of
God, the Nature of Taith, the Spirituality
of Morality — each of these subjects has
been studied and treated in a different fash-
fon since Coleridge wrote. It is mnot, of
course, pretended that Coleridge was the
originator of all the ideas to which he
gave currency. Coleridge, like all great
thinkers, was 4 symptom as well as an en-
ergy. He was part ola movement as well
as & mover. But, for all that, he was him-
gelf a distinet and tangible power, the ef-
fects of which still remain with us. We
wish it were possible for us to illustrate in.
detail bhis influence in regard to the sub-
jects above noted. We would refer to the
Layman’s Sermon on Inspiration; to his-
profound remark that Faith is the synthe-
gl of Reason and Will. As regards the
Evidences, it is possible that, through his
influence, the external evidences ol mira-
cles may have been unduly disparaged,
and we think this has happened, yet his.
emphasizing the moral and spiritual side
of evidential testimony was important and
valuable. We caunnot say that we owe to-
him alone our deliverance from the deilstie
conception of a Ruler ol the Universe who-
wag external to the world which He gov-
erped and our beliel In g God In whom
we live and move and have our being ; but
assuredly his teachng must be reckoned.
among the powers which have united these:
changes of view.

If we turn from tbe subject of religious:
thought in general to that of Church.
movements, we ghall {find that his influence
was very powerful, and that it may easily




