
172 lUTeJ<u(.t' U11-é(>/8'Uf/ 1uofltug. [an

H o' far wvas t le I-unianistic cele lnt util ize d? Certaiily Luthler-
anismi %ould not have appeared ivien it did, nor as it did, without
I-lumanisrn. Certainly I-unianismn had ail important place in the pe*-
sonal developruent of Luther, and especially of Melanclhon, Zwingli,
aud Calvini. It %vas Hurmanism that led Luther froni 1512 onwards to,
combat with s0 miuchi zeal Aristotie and the scholastic: theology. It
was 1-lumnanisrn that led imi to study the Scriptures in their origfinal
languages. It wvas 11unanisin that furnishiei hinm with niany of his
ablest supporters. IBut thiis is anl altogether différent thing froni sayin,
that I-umanisi here found its full utilization. Huminisn 'vas liberal
and tolerant. Humanists thoughit for theniselves, and were willing, for
the miost part, to accord to others th sanie prfvilege. True, this
toleration sprang largel>' froin ruligious indifferentismn; but wvhatever
its source, it was a thing sadly needed in that generation. The Re-
formers wvere, for the niost part, intolerant. They believed that the
truth should have frec course ; but then. each one wvas l)erfectly confi-
dent that hie hiad apprehiended the entire sicope of the knowable, andl
wvas far from recogniizing- the right of others to think and teachOner!ose/y
-that is, contrary to, his own views.

Again, Humnanists wcre averse to, dogmiatizing. Lutherans hiad
no sooner thoroughily overtlirow-.- Scholasticism than they introduced ail
cri of Protestant Scholasticismi, with the sainîe deadening and despirit-
ualizing effect as hiad nlarked ilhat of the Middle Ages.

Humianists believed in bringing, about reforniation through the sheer
force of the truth. They did not object to, reformns introduced by State
authority, but neither did they urge such religious revolutions. The
niew lcaring, thoughit Erasmius, will clear away ail superstition and
darkness. This done, abuses will vanish in the face oe enlightened
public opinion. Thc Reformers lîad far more faith in externat comn-
pulsion, far lcss iii the inherent power of the truth. Thus we sec that
neither the Biblical nor the MLystical, iior yet the Hunianistic element,
%vas fully apprehiended and made to, yield aili the fruit that %vas in it,
l)y Luther and his followers.

Th7le fourthi elemient, the Realistic hiierarchical, is ho be conceived
of rather as a negative than as a positive force, rather as Ephaistos'
fetters than as Heries' wings ho a thorougli reformation of the Churchi.
Under this hlead I inean to include ail the anti-Scriptural and Roman-
izing elemients that clogged the Protestant Revolution. 111 as far as
thiis -prevailed, the Biblical, Mystical and, Iumanistic were sure 10

suifer. I think I can show that more of the accretions of Romanismi
remained amiongst the Reformiers than niost readers suspect.
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