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" QUESSES AT THE RIDDLE OF EXISTENOE " BY PROF.
GOLDWIN SMITH.

Waittens for the Review

Goldwin Smuth has pubhshed o small volume consisting
of five vays, two of which appeared i the North Amcrican
Review and onemn the Fernm They allde dwiththegreatest
problemsthat can engage human thought. s there another
hfe?  How shonld the chureh regard the Scnptures of the
Old and New Testament ? s the supernatural element
in Chrstiamity to be aceypted ? If the doctrine o1 one God
v abandoned, can our system of morals be maintained ?
What solutions can be given to the en.gmasof hfe?™  The
author discusses these problems, and as the conclusion of
the whole matter declares himself an agnostic. He docs
not know whether there be a God or not. He does know
that the Bible 1s not aninspired book, he does know that
the muraculous clement in the Old Testament and New s
mythical, that there was no fall of man, and that consequently
there 15no need of an atonement, that there was no incar-
nation nor resurrection of Christ, but whether there is to be
a future state he does not know. He believes the best
schulars have already rejected the inspiration of the Bible
and that many more of the clergy would do so if they were
free. But they are bound, their ¢ bread and butter’ is at
stake.  What would become of them if the collapse were
to come suddenly? A few, the celibates amongst them
might strke out in new directions, become leaders in the
new order of things, but the majority would be stranded.
What could they do?  He feels some alarm as to the tran-
sition state when the world has lost faith in the Bible and
has not won another faith in its place. There 1may then be
a bad quarter of an hour.  Philosophers will be: zept right,
of cour-¢, not only by their philosophy but by the character
which dedication to philosophy implies, although he admits
that he lnmself has witnessed the case of a highly educated
mind to whom the leap from theism to agnosticism proved
morally fatal.  The social shock occasioned by the depar-
ture of reliion would be severe, but the apprehension ot
this, as well as the influence of habit and fashion will lead
men to support the church in which they no longer believe.
What a striking illustration of the Apostle’s word, is all this,
nay we not say, what 2 proof of the inspiration of the
Apostle’s word.  * When in the wisdom of God the world
by wisdon know not God, it pleased God by the foolish-
ness of preaching to save them  that believe.” Professor
Snuth 15 2 man of ditinguished ability, he has read exten-
sively and thought profoundly, but it is all human intellect,
and human intellect has not yet solved the riddle of existence,
and greater intellects than Goldwin  Smith's have tried it.
The child of faith knows more than the man of unbelief.
*“What man knoweth the things of a man save the Spirit of
man which 15 1n him, ¢ven so the things of God knoweth
no man but the Spint of God.  Now we have received not
the spant of the warld, but the Spint which 15 of God tha
we mirght knuw the thungs that are freely given to us of God.”
That 1s the eternal prineiple and it eannot be evaded.  N¢
one needs to be greatly alarmed by this ultimatum from
Goldwm Smuth. It 15 only another example of which we
have had many before, and such is  another proof of the
truth, the prafoundspintuality of Seripture teaching.  Christ
knew what 15 1n man, and told usbefore hand what was to
be.  The philosopher may speculate, the critic may use his
lance and s sealpel as much and as long as he pleases,
but he never will discover by these alone, in animal or in
p'ant, much less in the iving Woard, the secret of life, the true
salutinn of the enigmas of our exister ce.  There is a spintual
cve which must be opencd, and when it is, its objects of
vision are no less real and indisputable than those seen by
the intellect or hodily eye. Lot any man testify who has
lived a hfe of taith upoan the Son of Gad, who has nourished
his soul npon the Word of God, who ha found out that no
maore cert anly does bread nounsh and strengthen the body
than the Throne of Grace and the hving Word strengthen
and nourish the soui. He knows nothing, it may be, ahout
the concanwns of the scholarly entie, but his knowledge 1s
decper miore profound, an expenmental knowledge that
speculative theones €an neves overthrow, which the philo-
sopher does not and cannot understand.

Wehave called this Geldwi: Smuth’s ulimation. We trust
itis not. He s an old man now, and much esteemed for
many excellent qualities of head and heart. It would be a
great joy to many of his admirers, to read yet another
dchiverence, a declaration that he has discavered positive
truth, and rests upon the Rock of Ages.
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The process by which he has reachod his conclusions is
not new. It is the old story of difiiculties n the Bible, and
the old difficultics. He thinks of God had really spoken
He would not allow any imperfections and that he  would
put the . 1dence beyond question. It would be so plainly
an spired utterance than none could dispute it. ‘1hatis
the way in waich Goldwin Smith would bhave inspired a
book, hut it scems that God has pursucd a difierent course.
Is it possible, he asks, that if God ntended to reveal truth
necessary to man's salvation, He would have left us in such
a maze of uncertainity and allow so many to perish without
. Might we not answer, hy asking how it 1s possible that

jod allowed so many to die of a loathesome disease belore

vaccnation was discovernd. But He did. That is Ins
method and to refuse to believe what we do understand
because clouds and darkness are around and about Hum,
is not wise,

The value of his criticism has been estimated by
Professor George Adam Smith in a lecture delivered before
the University of Chicagon these words.  * Prof. Goldwin
Smith ignores scienuific criticism and has published an
article which would have been out of date thirty years ago.
He interprets the Old Testament in the most unecientific
methods.”  * [t is a hard word to say of the work of sucha
man, but a more crude and unreasonable utterance upon
the Old Testament has seldom issuud from the press.”
These are the words of an achnowledped authority in
Biblical criticism which it 1s well known Goldwin Smith is
not and never claimed to be. He has simply followed
destructive criticism to its legitimate conclusion, and his
example ought not to be without warning,.

We would like to quote a parageaph from Dr. Liddon
a still abler man, one who excels Goldwin Smith even in
the command of forceful English for which heis so justly
distinguished Dr. Liddon wnites * Meanwhile the destructive
criticism, though against its will, does Christian Faith a
service. It clears away the brushwood which in many well
meaning but confused souls obscures the interval between
an infidel premise and its real conclusion; and it exhibits
the naked truth, that between the Adoratien of our Lord
Jesus Christ as God and the rejection of Him altogether
there is noreasonable standing ground.  When thus  alter-
native is once presented to a rehigions and well ordered mind
there arce profound and moral instincts not to speak of a
higher assistance which comes from Heaven—that may be
trusted to solve the prablem. ¢ Lord, lift Thou up the light
of Thy countenance upon us.""—R. P. M.

SACRAMENTAL GRACE.
BY REV, THOMAS NATTRESS, B A
For the Review.

It has been lately said by a very clever writer that
Presbyterian and other non-Episcopal ministers ‘‘do
not claim to administer Sacramental Grace.” This
is true in the strictly literal sense, and yet the state-
ment expresses little better than a half truth. Admit
the primary meaning of the words as true; we are yet
prepared to discuss the question frankly with any sup-
posed opponents, and to find that, though our decision
may be an agreement to differ, this *¢ agreeing to differ
may yet be a form of agreement rather than a form of
difference.”

Though we *‘do not claim to administer Sacramental
Grace,” this is not to say that we do not believe in any
sense in Sacramental Grace. 1 speak for myself as a
minister n and of the Presbyterian Church, but think
that 1 relate the belief of the ministers, the elders, and
the deacons of our Church, and of the great majority of
the communicants as well, when I say: that, in the
observance of the Lord’s Supper 1 become a recipient of
Divine Grace inasmuch as, (1) I obey the Lora's com-
mand ; (2) | commemorate an all.important fact in the
Divine economy of grace, and do so both with the rea-
son that the Lord has commanded me, and with the
double purpose of calling to mind the fact accomplished
by Christ on His cross and by His resurrection, another
fact to be accomplished by Him in His second coming,
(3) I profess my faith in Jesus Christ and renew my
obligatirn to scrve Him wha loves me and has given
His life for me, whom I love and reverence; (4) I bear
witness to the facts of the cross in the rite which I (in
company with others His followers) observe, and my
witness is seen by my fellow-believers, by the non.
professed and by the unbelievers who are present, all
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