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Wi:àe arenot at all auxions.to keep tefrns wih.the old

theélog,.ies, uc les 'to -glosas over: an'y real -différences

*betwèe falsehioôd irnd t't.But the term**inologiés of
religio- beom s ague, and gso emptied' Of their primfi-

*ive m-eaning, long before'they fl nto desuettude,-thst
iti: is îlecessary. to: subjeèit thoeni to a ciear"nâ1y'sis to Be
fo;r 'what ideàs they stand, or -whèther' th'ey &tando ay-

.t is atvrfmlat the historian of -opi nions, that
a lsystem of -theology may.paàs.cleàn away, ania a

very d ifferent one take- its place, without the'least, chauge
in: the. ôld creeda and -nom«nclatures, just as*the -Roman
republie. pa ssed. into the empire,: and l'iberty changed- ito
despotismi: without'1 the least change'in the, form. of
.government . Nay, when- moen beconie sécre .tly cons cous
that the ancient faitlî is: Ieaking out; ofItw symbols, it is

quite. obse rvable* how they cling -to ,the symbols with a
-fiereer -dogmatism, in order. to eélude the charge -ofino-
tion and heresy. .la. this. éxtreme auiixiety:to preserve the
husks .%of dead mien's. thoughts, ït may.corne to pass that
tlhose whose creeds -are :hostile nmày agroée'stubstanitially

-both -n î:opinion' aud .sentiment. As it is not. the husks,.
- but, théir'contents, that we care. for> we wish-to compare

*ari doctrine -with that which may be supposed t ecr

rent'underthé terni' total depravity."
ýWe caifth internai forces of human' nre under

a- ,threefold .division. Under -te first division'we place
th-s hieh are eVil -in'themselves, -and only*-evi1; those

i whieh do -notý admit of lbëing chan'g'ed into'ïiiy't4ht gd,


