
BO OK RE VIE 97S.

Rationaiists, accorciing to wvhich the Saviotr's deatli
ivas only apparent-a state of trance or swoon.
Another viewv confcssed the reaiity of the deatb, but
,denied the resurrection as an outward fact, attribut-
ing it to visions experienced by the disciples. Schen-
kel bas also rccourse to the belief that the belief in
the resurrection wvas the resuit of hallucination.
The Cburch at Jerusalein, he thinks, regarded the
fact that the grave of Jesus was fouind empty, as a
miracle of Divine omnipotence, and supposed that
91'it bad taken place by the belp of angels. Hence
the first tradition of an angelic appearance, wvhich
wvas supported by the utterances of deeply.excited
women." Renan espouses tise "«visionary theory."
He does flot think that Christ, though he often
spoke of resurrection ansd a vsew life, ever distinctly
said that lie wvould rise again in the flesb. Vet in

j another place he is constrained to admit that "seve-
rai of the Master's words. rnighit be understood in

- the sense of bis igain issuing froni the grave.>' I i
reference to the patriarchs, Renan makesthe singular
remark that "the belief began to gain ground that
even the patriarclis and otherOld Testament wvorthies
of the first rank liad not really died, and that their
bodies wvere alive in their graves at H ebron ! " On
wvbich Dr. Christlieb remarks:- " How does Renan

* know this ? It is simply a piece of bis lively orien-

tal imagination wvhich plays sucli an important part
in his Vie de~ s No -cn Ra adduce a single
authority for this îvild assertion." The French
ivriter then proceeds, by the aid of this randoni in-
vention, to connect the credulity of Mary Magdalcne
and tbe other women with the graduaI growvth of
the resurrection myth. Strauss, of course, favours
the visionary bypothesis, but bis scbemne is not quite
so wild as Renan's. It bas wveak points of its own,
bowvever, and is demolished by osir author wîthout
muci difficulty. His first step is to niarsbaii the
historical testimonies and to submit them to a search-

à in- criticism, and tben to takze tbe various theories
aiready enumerated, and expose the failacies svhich

theyinvlve Conludngbis examination of Stra uss,
the author remnarks :-«' His explanatory attempts,

tas weli as tbose of ail other anti-miiaculous critics,
-- are entangled in an endless chain of enigins

and difficulties. Difficuliies exegeticai, for there
is the clear testimony of St. Paul, and the dis-
tiniction between visions arid the narratives of our
Lord's appearances. Difficulties psycboiogical in

* the way of so niany and so differently constitutcd
persons baving been simuitaneousiy pre-disposed to

t sec visions. Difficuities dogmatical, arising froin the
question, Wb-lence sbould the idea of an isolated in-
dividual resurrection, bitiserto foreign to tbeir belief,
arise in the nsinds of the disciples? Difficulties
chronological:- unanimous bîstoricai evidence points
to "tse third day " and this leaves no space for the
graduai development of visions, or of the transioca-
tion of tbe first appearances to Galilc. Difficulties
topographical : there, in a svell.known spot, stands
the empty tomb, witli its loud question :.-"Where is
the body?" To winscb Dr. Christlieb adds finally,
difficuities historical, sucb as tbe existence of the
Christian Sunday, and difficulties moral-the entire
regeneration of a world svbich procceded from
the prcacbing of !he Aposties. " The critic,"
be concludes, "«is not yet born 'wbo could overcome
ail tbese obstacles." It Nili be seen by tIse brief
accounit ie bave given of tbe evidences of the Resur-
rection, as Dr. Christlieb) bas stated tisen-i, tbat lie

bas omitted no argument svhicb possesses any logi-
cal force, assd that bis positions are enforced by a
certain origînaiity in their presentation we do not
often meet in modern English treatise-s on Apolo-
getics.

There are two other cimapters of great interest to
which we should like to refer briefly, because we
tbink, the author, contrary to bis usual practice, bas
been le(l into a false position in lus anxîety to ren(ler
the evidence cumulative is charatter. We refer to,
the lectures on Theism and on Miracles. The first
section of the former is devoted, for the most part, to
the views of Deity presented in the Old Testament.
The solution of anthroponiorphic and other difficul-
ties, the distinction between the Elobistic and the
J ehovistic portions of the Pentateuch borrowed by
Bishop Colenso from Gernian Rationalismn, and tbe
moral objections to tbe Old Testament theocracy are
eriticized at considerable lengtb. Tien comes the
main purpose of the chapter, the developrrent of the
Trinitarian conception of the Divine Nature. The
varied ligbts in whicls the tbeory is viewved are
so miany proofs of tise author's extensive iearning
and polemnicai skill. It would be impossible to, give
bere even an enumeration of the leading arguments
employed by Dr. Christlieb. First, of course, the
Scripture testimony of tIse Divinity of the Tlsree
Personls is expounded at considerabie iengtb-a dis-
tinction being clearly made beti'een books of
m'bîch the canonicity has been dispnted and those
svbich even Baur and Strauss adlmit to be authen-
tic. In tise course of tisis appeal to Holy V/rit,
the Arian, Sabeilian, and kindred. heresies are
tested by tise (leclarations of Scipture, and other
objections to tise Trinitarin views exansined in order.
V/e come niow to, tIse pîsiiosopisical statement of tise
doctrnse -- " The receîved dognmatic tlseology of the
Churcs distinguishies between an essential (immanent
Ontological) Triniity of persons iii tise Godlsead, and
ais Economical Trinity, i. e. a tbree-fold manifesta-
tion or self-revelation of tbe God to us. The Church
believes in and aflirnis botb. But many in the pre-
sent day, and amongst thern not a few sincere beiiev-
ers in revelation, deîsy the scriptural authority of the
former, wbile ail receive and acknowlIedge the latter. "
In otîser words, there is a tendency to believe tîsat
tîsere are tlsrec successive phases of development
(Sabeliianism) înstead of three contensporaneous dis-
tinctions of the Divine Nature, as tise Scriptures
teacb. lThe remaisîder of tise lecture is occupied by
an examination of the collaterai proofs sucb as tise
existence of the Trinitarias consception in beathen
religions, la the words, of Schelling :-«" ''ie
pbilosoplsy of mytlsology proves tîsat a Trinity
of Divine Potentialities is tise root froni wlsich
bave grown the rcligious isîcas of ail nations
of any importaînce tîsa, are known to us." Dr.
Ciristlieb turtbier contcnds tisat alistract Mono-
theism is utterly empty and lifeless, and leads,
as it did wîtb the Jews and Mobammedans, vhso,
denied that Christ svas of tise saine Divine essbence.as
the Father, to a cold and cbeerless Deism. V/e caus-
flot foilow osir author i the conclusions lie dr.aws
upon tbis subjcct ; to the English reader tbey wilI
no Cloubt appear novel and original, anrd therefore
tîseir force iih strike MÇ'm perbaps witb more effect,
thsan tlsey isstrinsically deserve. It appears to us,
aiso, tîsat Dr. Christiieb's position on tihe so-called.
Atîsanasian Creed is inciefensible. It is not neces-
sary to enter bere isto the inetaphysicai distinctions.


