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ness to dovetail discussions into each

other, nor does it suggest perfect liberty
of investigation when the conclusion is

obviously a foregone one. The old ar-

rangement can plead a good deai in its

favour stili and is hardly iikely to lie

altogether discarded.

In another respect Prof. Stearns' ar-

rangement is wholly to lie commended.

Hie cverywhere makes a clear line of de-

mnarcation in bis discussions between the

Christian facts together with their rela-

tions as these are plainiy set forth in the

scriptures, and the theological specula-

tions or theories which have been of-

fered to explain these relations. It is

not that he discards speculation as ille-

gitimate. No thinking muan can avoid
it. But he everywhere treats it as spec-

ulation having noue of the dogmatic

authority attachirig to the plain teaching

of Scripture. He is flot afraid or

ashamed to acknowledge that there are

a good many things which lie does not

know and cannot understand as well as

a good many more things about which

lie is not sure. Hle is always respectful

to the views of those frorn whom lie dif-

fers and candidly states their strong

points as well as their weak ones,> The
oibim tijeologicunm is entirely wvanting.

His whole aim is irenic and if he is ever

unfair it is rather to the pre.decessors of

his -own school of thought than to bis
()pponents. And to tel] the truth one

cannot help feeling that just here he is
occasionally a littie bit unfair. Though
he is willing to lie called a Calvinist
and sometimes glories in the -history of
Calvinism, lie so far sympathizes with
the vulgar prejudice agatinst it as t-o at-
tribute positions and tendencies to typi-

cal Calvinists whichi they would have re-
pudiated as beartily as lie does hirnself.
No Calvinîstic theologian for exaniple
ever formally denied the freedomn of the
human wiil and if they have ail felt dif-

ficulty in maintaining a mode of state-
ment that was always quite consistent
with their teaching on other points, this
same difr,--tity lias been felt by every
school of thought in some form and is
flot escaped by Prof. Stearns hiniself

according to his own confession. T lie
fact is we liere corne upon a mystery

that baffles ail our analysis anid proba-
bly ivill aiways continue to, do so. Our

author, while strongly asserting the fact

of human freedoni, frankly acknowledges

the incompreliensibilîty of it and there-

fore refuses to, draw the inferences which

Arminian theologians comnîonly deduce
froni it, by which they are landcd in an-

tagonismn both to, the staternents of

Scripture and to the evidence of their
own Christian consciousness. The style

of Prof- Stearns is simple, cicar and nat-
ural. For the most part he avoids the
teclinical phrases of scientific theology

as is fitting in a popular work. The

book is therefore wcll adapted for gene
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