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tury. Not oniy is it oxnbaimed in ail the ancient confessions, but it is to bo fud
freshi and alive in ail the evangelical ereedls of Christemîdoni to-day. The Pregsby-
teriani Confession of Faitlî says : " The Son of God, the second person iii the
Trinity, being v'ery and eternai God, of onie substance and equal ivithi the Fatiier,
did, wv1îen the fullnless of timoi wvas coulc, take upon Hi li mai's nature, withi ail
the essential. properties and intirmnities tiiorcof, yct witimout sin ; beinig conceiv'od
by the power of the Holy Ghiost, iii the womub of the Virgiii Mary, of lier sub-
stance. So that two w'hole, perfect anistntîaurl thie Godliad and the mi-
11ood, were iiisepavably j,)iiied tugether in ont, persil, without conve~rsion, Coml-
position or confusion. WVhicli peroil is. ve-ry G(bd and v'ery mai, yct unie Christ,
the only Mediatour botwcl Gmî(bd anxd 'l'l."ie s4ecolmîl section of Methmdist
doctrine, uising( .1lnxost the ij,51isnai verba of tho lmueho Elnland, inI (>11 of the

1thiirty-nineû articles, says ."Tlue Soi), wlho is thue Wordl oî the Faier, the verv and
eternial (bod, of mne Blobstanice wiI11 the Fiatimer. tookz mnatl,s nature in the wuînib of
the blessed Vji-gii); .4t tliat tw-u whjole aînd perfect nattres, thlat is to say, thle God-
licad and iîhoudif0(, wure joiined tugterc in) mie pe n iiever tu o i ided,
wvhereof is (.)le Chirist, v'ery Clod ami cm-ll MIan. Who trulvufè'd w-as crittiied,
dead and buriedi to recoticile His Father toii; IIs iiîl tg, bc a sacr' liCe, not
for origiinal giit. but aiso for thle actual !s. 1ý of iiiel." Cnggti'ismthe
world oveir, eccOlt the apostate and hitrdxNewE iLmi gi' section O? it, hevarti-
ly says il Aiinei" to these mtterances.

I would lhave yoiu takie thle voice of aut i(li ty mid the~ gellemal cîniselît of Chris-
tendon) on this Imid ail1 other thoological. i;iIs o ucwît~e 'îî
Bo nnmchel and mio more. 'Piey are %Vol.hi s, i,. J)isreql(et foir .geand f.'r the
wisdlon o? the ancients are fmiulte worst faullis oî mir tinie. S"~reverwice is

duc tu a rock or p'ile (tlîuughi it hov a riii), wvii,îe lias a hoam;-v antiquity tu buast of.
\Vielocks have a dlaiml to respect. even if thut liewld tlit îc~eb that of

a Nestor, or at Paul. A doctrine is surely nu nuorse foi: hmîaviug ht'en long and
iinannnoum)lsly I biiyed1 the wise mand god. '11](Ie arirvs ali otui~f tiuis (lue-
trie of Christ's persumi nîto a Crecd-funin, .0u4 the c'u'ree ?Chrisieoiol
in iholding it, are strong prsnpimslu aor , t ille 000 tic"41 I ll te
faith once (leli vered t,, the saiints.'' Ili thleoioI'v, it uma%,' l)eacLCOtC'l asa potysmLÎQ
I mxiomîî, at any ratte as a rile, miot, perlimii:s, ivitliuiit somie exceptioi s, tlîat

CC hat is truc is not iiow, auid wlîat is new is imot trile '1 'multhi îtsd?, is imîdeed
oIld, yea, lioary iîtl mîge, ul1der fhaui -' the eterm:d Iiil1s."' Let us hiave a came lîow
we dlespîse its gey lialirs. 'llhev a,ellii 01 Cr>Wor iy to id'.

If the doctr-ine iii question hndi been aduoptedl nvi th>l d;uîso afflimî,îud ovOl
amd ovei -withoiit re-invstigation, or scarcely everî put inr, the cruîcille of con-

trovox-sy, the case wuuild h rydifférent. Buît it was urgimiy cceetd aftem
nmlcli contentiion. it lias heen reviewod again and again. nor iz it w>ithiuî its fierce
amd illighity assailants nu'>'>. Ili somne respects it is the m'emy ibatrofh~oy
It is a, key position, oftemî and v'igoronsly attacked. strongly furtitied anîdgri
solnod, but ovmr mlore i Ilipregnuable. No doctrine liolds its uvw >itlî -reater ie-
iiity, amid thie mssanîts o? controversy.

tall etidff, jjht rear-, its a f(fu,
'1ovrs ocr fic 1plaii,, :îîî mmiuwaY lcave's tite stcirii,
''I'itg-It r<n,,,dt iL-, basec. the rafliiuîg chmids arc s>îrcad.
Leluni sî11,11lue seulî'es On > ,>,.

11i view of ail this, it is somewhat stirprisitt.g., to say thoc least of it, tg) flou the
gifted author of thei latest " Lifo of Christ." tî'eatinq, titis venerabie amni %viedel'-
recei'ed theory as al moire theological Co)1web, whiîch h brilshes aside ini the fol-
lowing, suxnnîary manner ''This now ohatrpc3ig f hlenCted div'ility and
liumnanity, will occasion no surprise in thoso ivlo are famnilhar wvit1î modles of
thoughlt whicli belimîged tu the eariy ticologians of the Chuirch. It is oily whien
in oimr day, tlîis doctrine is supposed tu bc found in the New Testament, thiat one
is incliinedl to surprise.

"For, as in ahlot camipaign, thie nature of the 1Unes of intrenchinient is determnij-


