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called the dualisttc point of view. Without ginning, however thi. philosophy pre- 
doubt dualism as a personal condition was settled a difficult)1 How was the passage 
practically possible, and was met with among from <hough! m being iccom lished . How 
eminent men. But with regard to philos- could it be shown that the ideas ol the reason 
ophical criticism it had not so much weight, were valid lor the objects of experience? As 
because a belief which had no connect! >n a matter of fact, it became evident, with the 
with science would always run the risk ol progitaa of the sciences, that the reason 
being charged with arbitrariness by those could not by itself prescribe the constitutive 
who did not share it. He proposed to *aws °f nature. Kant, however, showed that 
examine il the thesis which was the point of if a'1 our knowledge was derived 
departure fiom this dualism had any founda- petience, experience, on the other hand, 
tion , il it was true that, according to modern c u'd not he sell sufficing from the point of 
philosophy ar.d science, nature, in the Vlew °f philosophical analysis, and that its 
cep ncal am’ henomenal sense of the word, f"rm and authoti y could only come to it by 
was self sufficing and sufficed for us The the co operation of the reason, Experience 
lectures of the present year, he explained, engendered all our knowledge of things, but 
would be devoted to ihe criticism of natural- it presupposed reason. 1 his result of the 
ism in philosophy and in scin.ce. Those of Kantian critique had neves keen senuu-ly 
next year would have as their subjvct the life shaken by later criticism. It remained firm 
of the spirit itself, in the moral, philosophical, to day • 
and religious sense

G-tspel of John—to say it belongs to the 
sc mol of J ihn, was the work <-f a disciple 
of J >h >, hut it 'S not the work of John him
self. T is position is a necessity in the 
light of the recession from the latter part of 
the second century to the end of the first, 
unless one admits the genuineness of the 
G ispcl. The usual opinion has been that 
the Go-pel of John was written by John at 
the c use of the first century. External 
evidence has brought u right up to this 
period. But to surrender would be to 
give up the whole theology of the anti-super
natural position. The Gospel of John 
leaches bey.-nd controversy the deity of 
Je-us. This fact is the crux of the Johannine 
problem. It is the Verson of Christ. This 
is said with no purpose to impugn anybody’s 
motives. Far from it. But none the less tt 
is easier to suggest new hypotheses about 
the origin of John’s Gospel than to change 
one’s theological conceptions

There are real difficulties connected with 
the Gospel of John, special difficulties that 
do not lie against the Syr.opuc Gospel <. 
But these difficulties are not in-uperible save 
to one with prjudiced theological concep
tions. From a strict ly logical point of view, 
the balance of probability is quite decidedly 
in favor of the Johannine autli irship. The 
external evidei ce is conclusive. As matters 
n »w stand a stronger case can he made for 
the Johannine author-hip of the Fourth 
G ispvl than can be made for the genuine
ness of the Synoptic Gospels.

But the Gospel of John is cn the firing 
line ol criticism to-c'ay, not so much because 
of the critical difficulties involved as because 
of the view of the Verson of Christ herein 
presented. There is no doubt of the out- 

The Ritsrhlian theology can not do 
what Baur failed to do. The Gospel of 
John will s and the test to the end of the 
chapter.

from ex-

The Most Acute Question In New 
Testament Criticism

Scholastic Philosophy
Dealing with "Scholastic Philosophy,”

Piofessor Boutrnux said that the distinctive 
characteristic of the philosophy of the Middle A. T. Robertson, d d., in bible student. 
Age., which had it. cu mi.a'mg pent in the The of critici,m j, no, in one
philosophy of the scholastics, .as,ht, temp di[et|jon (or , , , th limr. Acll0n
10 establish by the res,on a cohettton.of 1|]d ,„c,,on ha8ve fu, ,8|ce in lh,, IMlm „
me,.phyrtcl Bocttmes fitted to .eld together in all olher|. The du!um aW; back
m the high.., degree the Greek philo ophy d ,hc „ „ lhesoberfcholar.
ol Nature snd Chmltaf theology Wh le ,hl|l,llSand,„ndz’hn , .the.ides, ,„„i„
the ph, osoph, of Greece .. par, of he of ^chmledel,and Van Mantn Thc,5
idea of . Nature wholly informed b, he jnc lt, of hhtorlcal c,illci.m. The
divine spirit, sod had given way he sépara- ,ri J,e „ 1 „ilh ;hc inctpl but ,n ,he
tion of these two things, the scholastic ph b , lieilion lhem. xVhr„ Pa v.„ M.nen
osoph,, lor which the d,vine was m tts CL!, by cit.cal pr. ccsres to hi. own satisfac- 
essence an mfintte per.sonalHy snd an infirme lion J, J and Schmledel can
perfection, dtsttngutshcd rad,call,. In the first lllu.„,./ri,iucc ,he :nui„, eo|<1 of Jrsu, 
tnstanc, between God and Nature, and on y , hamJ|(j| „„„„ h„ Jlei,
accorded to the latter the tndtsp. n.able c|llic„m lx,co„,„ an absurdllv. Bul 
attributes of an acc,dental txtstenee. 1 here- „ltcm, j, ,, m irkl oul llle
alter nothing stood m the way of he ,h lo lhe end
conception ol a perfect and divine spiritual,,, J h in , i|e ol lhe
co-extsttng with an tmpC,fret Nature K l0' |ia „,M Ncw MTcllamcnt 
1 ranscending things, God was untouched m k ^ loward lhe ,
by the,,,mperfeetton The very tmpc fee- henslon of historical origin, of
tton of Nature• furnished the reason. wtth a £hl„lian, The rhaff ,s hloen .J and 

Ih^eargument, y -htch ,omcehat remain, h much when,
established the philosophic vmlte.-tmplct lo lhe „lrtme p^uisan of B.u,
,n the supernatural Veiny, and thu the ,|lrnack admill the fil„ £„.uly „r,g,„ of 
conditions ol a natural philosophy and those , ,, u| ,he w T„umen, Va.ltl I,
of a religious were reconciled w„h each . , * inl d 1Q 5ae lhe bjltle wpn
other 1h„ philosophy, how.ver, n ll. *be [>^ltne eptstlo., w„h the except,on 
turn dt.appested, s"fl;d be, ween, mysttet-m , ',xUW, ,nd fragnlen , 0,
whtch found incompatible wtth a dtv.ne tm- ,ht|ll d in|l acknoelMlyd KCnuine. 
mens,,, the theory o rtsmg by the reason ,, bc ,«jrd lhc subl,|rst C[ill* hcrc. 
Ir m this world to Goq ami a materialistic 
naturalism which set out to explain, without 
any recourse to the super mtural, a world in 
which the tendency was to regard as an 
innert thing larking a tiue causality

The Proposed Dominion Lord’» Day
Act

Editor Dominion Vkesbvterian: Kindly 
allow me space to announce luuur numerous 
friends among your readers that all Vetmons, 
addiessed to "The Governor-General in- 
Council and the Parliament ol Canada,” 
signed by Pastors and Clerks of Churches, 
Presidents and Secretaries of Labor Organ- 
izations. Fraternal Societies, and other 
Bodies co-operating with us in securing a 
Lord’s Day Act lur all Canada, reaching me 
at 133 Confederation Lite Building, Toronto, 
any time up to and including the 8ih of 
March, will be in time to bc publicly pre*

In the Circular of directions sent out, 
request was made for these Petitions to be 
returned by Feb. 231U, and an immense 
number U them were on hand by that date. 
The prompt action taken by our friends has 
already served the special purpose fur which 
it was desittd, but the general end sought 
will be as well served by all Petitions reach
ing us before March 9th.

Thee is no change in plan regarding the 
other Petitions to he signed by individuals.

Thanking our host of friends for their 
enthusiastic co-operation, and you, Sir, for 
the opportunity of makmg this announce
ment, 1 am. very truly yours,

J. G Shearer, Gen. Sec. L.D.A.
Toronto, Feb. 27th, 1904.

s

T after to confuse the world about Paul’s 
Epis'lcs. lt means much to sec Mark's 
Gospel put so commonly before the destruc
tion ol Jerusalem,and possibly also Matthiw 
and Luke. But the Synoptic Gospels now 
holds the field with reasonable cri ics. They 

The fourth lecture dealt with “Modern are put usually not far from the time of the
Rationa^m.” Professor Boutroux said that destruction ol Jerusalem in A. I) 70. There
modern phtlosophy represented in the fust are mazes yet in Synoptic criticism, but a
place a reaction against the philosophy general woiking ha-n is clear, the use of
of scholastics, which it charged with hav ng decuments and the oral tradition as Zahn
rendered sterile the natuiui aciei.ccs by its says in his Introduction,
appeal to transcendental causes. The mam The day was when Lighifoot, Abbott and 
problem became the conditions of science, others seemed to have settled the Johannine
and the desire was to obtain a science which Question. The di-covery ol Tatian’s
was certain of the reality given. It was Dialt- iron and the recognition of the
shown by Descartes that the origin of such shorter 'reek Ignatian Letters put the
a science could only be found in ideas which G'*peloi ,ohn bac k to the time around
were at the -ame time innate in the reason A. I), tou as being near the approximate
and valid in regard to things, and thus time, what then ? Gnosticism is now ap-
rationalism, which seemed to him to give ptaled to as the explanation ol this m ist
assurance of the intelligibility ol nature, spiritual and lofty Gospel. See Prof B \V.
while it also guaranteed the reality of the Bucon’s article in the April “Hibbert
spiritual world, became the governing Journal.” True, the Gospel fights Gnosticism
principle ol philosophy. The material and but that could bc an interpolation, or may-
the spiritual were united by idea of the hap there is a Johannine base that
infinite Upon this basts were founded the Gnosuctsm nas rcwo'kcd. 
phtlo-ophies ol Descaitts and ul S,'im la, of Th - present temper of the anti- 1 per- 
Malebranchc and of Ltibntiz. From the naiural criticism is to compromise on the

Modem Rattonallem

Why Modify Milk.
For infant feeding in the uncertain ways 

of the novice when you can have always 
with you a supply of B-rUcii’s Eagle Brand 
C nUensed Muk, a peritci cow» mi.k Iri-m 
herds ot native bre. d>, the inflection of in
fant food ? U»e u lor tea and coffee.


