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i% sanctioned by Scripture, but thlat it i., suflicient if prevalent practices
are flot dis/bic//y foebiddéz by SCnipture. I4is Ronian Catholie op-
Ponents were not slow to sue Luther's inconsistencies, and they miade
vi-orous use of thei iii their poleinics.

Again, Luther apprehcended the great 1}iblical doctrine of the
universal priesthood of believcrs, and the consequent riglit of every
Christian to interpret the Scriptures according to bis own judgment,
enlightened by the Spirit. Yer, practically, bie made bis own interpreta-
tion the only admissible one, and did not hiesitate to revile and perse-
cute tbose tbat arrived at restilis different from his own.

Again, Luther app)rchcnided that inost important Biblical doc-
trille, justification by faith. 14e sa,.w in the failure to recogynize this
doctrine, the -round of ail papal corruptions. Instead of tempering
this doctrine b)y the comlemientary teacbings of the Scriptures he reafly
made it the supreme criterion of truth. XVhatever Scripture could xîot
be made to teach justification by faith «alone wvas for Lutber no Scrip-
turc at ail.

So, also, while2 professing to, give the first place to Scripture, hoe
l)ractically put Augustine in the first place, interpreting Seripture by
-lugustinian dogma ratlier than Augustinian dogma by Scripture. It is
evident, therefore, that Luther did flot hold to, tbe Biblical principle
I)urely and consistentlv.

How fared it %vith the ?Lsia? Tbere is no doubt that the
%vritings of the Gernian Mlystics had an important place in Luther's
own individual developrnent. 1 shall not cali in question the fact that
lie renîained persistently a mîan of profound spiritual life, that bis per-
sonal religion wvas and reinained of anu inward character. But 1 arn
stil more fully convinced of tlîe fact that the Mystical element wvas
almnost entirely lrst to his folloivers. The general effect of bis preach-
ing, so far as 1 catn judge froni his own statenents and those of his
iiiost intiniate friends, co:- 'par'cd viith those of bis opponents, was flot
in the direction of personal religious experience, but rather of n dead
fiaithi and a blind assurance. 'l'le prcaching and îvritings of Luther
were destructive, not constructive. R{e could, by his denunciations,
undermnine papal authority, and bring the doctrine of s'alvation by works
into utmiost contenipt; but, if I iinistake not, he failed signal to, de-
velop an apostolical iii the place of a monkish piety iii bis followers.
I 'ink, then, we may say that the MIvystical elenient amnong the reform-
atory forces %vas iîot made the Inost of by Luther and his followers-
certainly littie of it aippeared ainoxg his followvers. It wvas almost sup-
planted by the doctrine of justification by faith alone, generally appre-
hended in a senîi-a;îtinoinian way.
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