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Owmplscient Spirit in such a wanner | deed
that every ststement contained in them | the re::-l-)-::ud. t:::"r’e-l: i ¥ g

was, when proper'y understood, abso

some message fravgii with supernatural
authority. lo ri.ce of this beliet
sclence has forced on us the recogni
tion that, whatever troths the Biblical
books may contain, '"2.e truths are
embedded In a mas*
pnundhg to be history, in reminis-
cences pretending to be prophecies,

and in the frequent inculcation of cor- | these admissions there follow:

Juct not only immoral but monstrous. | conclusion which is not ol:ly‘:::lﬁ;:;
1t bas forced on us a recogoltion, also, | implied in them, but is also enunoclated
of something still more revolutionary— | by these writers themselves. That con
something which concerns mnot the | clusion is this, that the Bible, taken by
errors of the Bible, but its truths. It | itself, s no guide to true Christianity
has forced us to recogunize that the | and affords no proof that sach and suoh
{ruthe recorded in its piges are to be | doctrines are tru-,

accepted by us, if they are historical,
only on such-grounds as would secure
our acceptance of them if stated by any
ordinary historian ; and are to be se-
cepted by us, if they are moral and
spiritual, only because there is some-
thing in ourselves which prompts us to
endorse them as morally and spiritually
satisfactory.
HIGHER ORITICISM AND THE BIBLE
That the change thus briefly indica-
ted is & reality of the most momentous
kiod snd is no mere invention or imag
ination of anti-Christian critics, can be
shown by reference to the writings of
the spologists of Christianity them.
selves, and apologists belonging to the
most diverse and antagonistic schools.
1 will confine mysell to the evidence of
Protestants whom the change affects
wost decidedly, and whose natural im-
pulse would be to minimizs it as far as
possible ; and for examples of such evi.
dence I will go to three writers who re
resent Protestantism of three widely
diflerent kinds Oneof them isan English
Sacerdotalist, an intellectual leader of
his party ; snother is the most popular
exponent the English Church posses-
ses of Evangelical theology touched
with libera! sympathies ; another is a
German, one of the prcfoundest of the
devout scholars of Europe. The first
o: shese is the editor of Lux Mundi, a
volume of High Church apologetics, to
which he bimselt has contributed an
essay on Biblical inspiration. The
second is the Dean of Canterbury.
The third is Profe-sor Harnack.
OANON GORE
Caron Gore, as might naturally be
expected, maintains that, in spite of
science, the superpatural inepiration
of the Bible is as defensible now as
ever, but it is impossible to admit in
stronger language than his, that
soience has so revolutionizad our concep
tion of what the Bible is, as to force ns
to defend its inepirati n on practically
new grounds. His entire essay on
+ The Hcly Spirit and Inspiration "’ is
an elabaration «f this thesis. It partly
eonsists of hints as to what the new
grounds will be ; but its plainer and
more emphatic passagas are devoted to
an acknowledg nent of how great and
how real is the change which makes a
new defense recessary. In doirg this
he justifias himsell with the anthority
of the Bishop of Oxford. The Bishop,
Oanon Gore tells us, has sald in a
recent charg> that ‘‘the Holy Serip-
tures of the Old Testament are now
g irg throrgh a process of analytical
criticism which has, as we belleve, no
parallel for acuteness ol investigation,
carefulness of method, and complete-
pess of apparatus, since the days in
which they began to be regarded as a
code of inspired literature, and cer-
tainly not since the days of our Blesssd
Lord's lile on earth ;"' and this in-
vestigation, Canon Gore broadly de-
clares, is eflecting & change in our
conception of what the Bible is, which,
it not grcater, is certainly not less,
than ‘‘the changes involved in the
acceptance of heliocentric astronomy.”
PROFESSOR HARNACK.
Professor Harnack uses language
which fis almost precisely similar.
“The most decisive step of all (in re-
ligious thought) was taken,” he says;
“when it was sg-eed that the under
standing and exposition of the Old and
New Testaments were mneither to be
regulated by any ‘oreed,’ nor be allowed
out of regard to the sacredness of the
text, to make ue of other methods
than those universally recogoiz'd in
the spheres of philology and bistory.
The application of this rule to theo
logy has produced a revolution which
sti ] vibrates through the whole of its
domain. . . . How has this come
about 2’ he p-oceeds. **Whose work
has it been ? No one has done it, and
everyone has done it. It is & con
sequence of the historical sense, the
rise of which indicates a revolution in
the history of mankind, no less great
than has been produced by the discov
eries of natural science. The concep

tion of what knowledge means has al-| way to the truth very slowly and not

tered '' The only d:ff:rence betwezen
the Eoglish High Churchman and the
German critic is, that the former, with
a curious and utterly illcgical timidity,
confines his revoluticnary admissions
to the O!d Testament, and shrinks
from applying them to the New ;
whereas the latter knows and admits
that their application extends to both;
and with regard to the latter, thoogh
he considers himselt a eritical con
servative, his concluslons are, as we
shall see presently, even more de

atrnotive practically than they are|ceived a philosophic education," had

with regard to the former.
DEAN FARRAR

And now let us turn to the witness
borne by the Dean of Canterbu y. In

an article which I published iant Christ's life, and these he suggested :

December in this reviaw, I ealled atten-

tion to Dean Farrar's work *'The Bible:
Its Meaning and its Snpremacy.’' To | of rabbinic schools, to think out a com-

certain of his conclusions he diff-rs plete system of theology.’’

from Professor Harnack; bat bis prem
ises are absolutely the same.

dinal point he ineists npon throoghout
his entire volume is that the Bible,

irom Genesis to Revelation, is & mix

ture of trath ana error ; thut the view, 1,
s0 prevalent formerly, aecording to | that ** men had minds as well as souls,

which it was a book demancing in all its | and that a doctrine of revelation which
facts our credence, or even our respect could give no intellectual account of
d by Ohristians, | itselt never counld hold its own.

Id, if not aband

reduce their religion to an absurdity ;

and that the foremost duty of the mod

ern Christian Apologist is to show the | being undogmatic. It was only so Ye-
skeptic and the infidel that Ohristians | cause the members were in daily antioi-
are concerned to defend, not the book | pation of the second advent. Bat al-
38 & whole, but select passages only. | ready while Christ walked the earth,

portion of it—we may aband .
jutely free irom error, and contained | concernedly as :vo ggh‘:':b::;l; :l?e
books of Livy, \to the secular critic,
who may destroy or spare it as he

The car- | in & passage which is the most impres:

s » large pro-

pleases,

whole drift of opinion among the Pro-
testant or reformed churche-; and from

It is a guide and
a proof only when some authority out-
side the book is able to ear mark what
is true and essential in it, and disting
uish this from what is indifferent and
fallacious. We will return to this
point presently; but there is another
matter which we must consider first.
We have glanced at the results of
prltloium on the charactor and author-
ity of the Bible. It remaions for uns to
see how it has affacted our coneeption
of Ohristian doetrine.
HIGHER CRITICISM AND
DOCTRINE.
The result in the latter csse is an-
alogous to that in the former. Just as
it has destroyed the idea of a sell
sufficient and historical Bible, so does
it destroy the idea, equally cherished
by Protestants, of a seil-sufficient, an
infallible, a complete primitive Chris-
tianity. It has, of course, been always
known that two of the Creeds at all
events were not composed till long
afver the Apostolic Age. It has also
been known tbat in the Apostolic Age
itself orthodoxy had to combat various
forms of heresy but historical criti
cism is now elucidating a new truth—
namely, that the content of orthodoxy
was only very gradually arrived at by
the orthodox ; and that the nature and
mission of Christ, as uaderstood by his
immediate followers, was something
widely different from the conception of
them which pervades Catholicism, and
any of the Christian ‘podies that broke
away from Rome. Tho historical way
o! regarding tbe New Testament, may
not (says Professor Harnack) and will
not, overlook the concrete features, in
which and by which the life and the

CHRISTIAN

doctrine (of Christ) were actunally
fashioned in their day. It seeks for
points of connection with the Old

Testament and its developments, with
the reiigious life of the Synagogue,
with contemporary hopes of the future,
with the whole intellectnal and spirit-
val ¢ondition of the world of Greece
acd Rome ; and it finds that the evi-
dence of such connection is unmistak
able. The conseguence is that the
sayings and discourses of the Lord, and
the imsge of His life itself, not only
take their color—and it is a very de-
finite color—from the history of the
time, bat they are also seen to posses.
certain definite limitations. They be-
long to their time and environment,
and they could not exist in any other.
And if this is true of the life of Christ
Himself and the doctrines recorded by
the Evangelists, which He enunciat d
with His own lips, it is still more
emphatically true of the earliest com
ments on them, and the earlisst de
ductions from them, which we find in
the apostolic epistles. So [far are
apologists like Canon Gure and the
Bishop of Oxford from being right in
fancying that criticism i+ affecting the
0.d Testament only, that the New,
though in a different way, is suffering
an even greater change.

REV 8 BARING GOULD.
For an indication of what his change
is let us go to a treatise on St. Paul,
by another Anglican writer. Thi -
writer is the Rev. 8. B.ring Goald,
who, whatever we may think of the
original views put forward by him,
does nothing more in his methods and
general principles, than follow and
illustrate those of the new historical
criticism. The profound change that
has been thus introduccd into our
woole conception of the origin of
Christian doctrine is summed up in the
following few words, in which the
Epistle to the Romans is contrasted
by him with the Epistie to the Gala-
tisns. * Since Paul,’ says Mr. Barirg-
Gould, *had written his Epistle to the
Galatians, he had reconsidered the
arguments he had used in it ; some he
strengthened, some he laid aside. Ini
the Epistle to the Romans we have his
matutad thought.'” That is to say, the
greaten: of the early English thinkers,
who claimed, *o have been converted by
a specal reveiation of Christ—even he
is represented as & man who won his

without many errors ; his writings,
which are accepted as part of the sacred
Canons, embody his errors and his
blunderings, no less than his truths ;
and even his matured thooght was not
anal or satistactory. Even in the
KEpistle to the Romans, Mr. Bariog

to think clearly, and conseguently could
not express what he felt in intelligible
form.” Instead of having revealed to
us once and forever, an infallible thec-
logic system, he, ‘‘ never having re

done nothing more when he died than
make an ** attempt *’ to formulate one.
« He saw certain possibilities, he per-
ceived mysteries, bebind the facts of

but he had not the discipline of mind,
acquired by education other than that

But, as
Mr. Baring Gould goes on to observe,

sive in his whole book, Paul as his
thought matured, and experience taught
its lessons to him, had grown to see
that a system of theology was needed,

“ The
Primitive Church,” Mr. Baring-Gould
proceeds, ‘' is sometimes extolled for

Courch all that believers asked was
‘How are we to prepare for this second
comling ?
perspective became distant, then men
began to ask, ‘Who is Christ ?
a prophet, or is He divine ? Is He the
Word Incarpa‘te, or sn emanation from
the Pleroma ?'
the Church to answer these questions."’

Gould says, ** the Apostle was nnable

. + « The facts enunciated by the | oase, 's heyond the scope of the present
Apostles were living truths. . . each
containing & mystery enfolded but un
developed within it.
St. Mark, and probably in the first
edition in Hebrew of St.
there was no record of the birth of

Here, then, we have the admiasion of | Jesus Obrist.
1 three distinguished theologians, who
urror—inlegends | may be taken as representing the

BOME LIVING, EXTERNAL AUTHORITY.
Precisely : it was the Church which
boitt up Ohristlanity as we know it
now, and gave us the doctrine for
which Protestants, as well as Catholics,
have suflered martyrdom,
say, these doctrines, in the foras in
which we have all received them, have
been given us, and impressed on oar
acceptance, not by the Bible itself—by
the Old Testament or the New, by tne
recorded words of
authorities of His immediate followers
—but by some anthority external to
all these records, these
these canonical and inspired reasoners,
and not only external but also poster
jor to them, This is the truth which
Prot-stantism came into existence to
deny ; and this is the truth which,
under the compulsion of secular criti-
cism, and the scientific study of his
tory, Protestants of all schools are now
unanimously  reaflirming.
Harnack, the Evangelical, bear: witness
to it in his history of Christian dcgmas.
Canon Gore, the Sacerdotalist, repeats
the conclusion of the Evangelical, ** It
is impossible to say,’’
‘ what we should make of the New
Testament record, what estimate we
should be able to form of the person
of Jesus Christ, and the measing of
His life and work, if it was contained
simply in some old manuscripts, or un-
earthed _in some way by antiquaries
out of the Syrian sand.”

THE CRUCIAL QUESTION : WHERE 18 THIS

AUTHORITY ?

Here then, we have focalizad and
gommed up the eff:ct of scienitfic
knowledga on all Protestant forms of
Christianity. The original Protestant
posi:ion set forth by divines like
Hooker who denounced as one of the
fundamental errors of Rome, the doe
trine that ‘‘Scripture was iosoflicient
without tradition” is, by the Protes
tantism of to-day,being itself denounced
and repudiated ; and a doctrine which
in some respects at all events resembles
that of Rome is more or less explieitly
being set up by them in its place.
This is the doctrine as a guide to
trath, or as a proof of it, Scripture Is
altogether insufficient unless it is
gaaranteed and interpreted by some
authority external to itsell ; and this
authority has to answer two sets of
questions : Firstly, since the Bible
18 & mixture of truth and errcr, it has
to separate for us the inspired passages
from the erroneons; and secondly,
since the inspired passages imply more
thau they say, since the Christian
Creeds are deduced from, rather than
contained iv, them, aod since ¢ qually
earnest men have daduced from them
very different conelusions, this anthor-
ity must separate for us what is ortho-
dcx in dogma from what is heretical,
jaso as it separates for us in the Bibe
the divine elements from the huwau.
It is this authority, then, which, for
the modern Protestant, is powx con-
fossed to be as it sl xays has been for
the Oatholie, the intellectual and
1 gical foundation on which Coristian-
ity rests ; and for the Christian wor'd
of to-day the supreme problem is: Of
wha. does this anthority consist, and
how are we to identify its utterances ?
Oone Charch, that of Rome, gives a
clear and definite answer. The anthor
ivy in question Is the Church ol Rove
it-elf, which from timg to time, under
very special conditions, and as the
occasion happens to demand, iofallibly
enunciates the trath through it elabora
tely organized Conncil, We will cowe
to Ro-e presently ; bnt we must first
consider tha position of Protestantism,
of those charches and parties which,
whatever their other diffarences, are,
with regard to this guestion of author
ity, united in being opposed to Roms
TWO VIEWS HtLD BY PROTESTANTISM
Among Provestants, broadly speak-
ing, we ind two views current which
are not, however, practically so antag
onistic as they seem. One is expressed
formally in certain articles of the
Church of Englaud, whicn deny infal-
lible authority to any kind of Council
whatsoever. The other is a view held,
in direct deflance of the Articles, by
High Church or Sacerdotal Anglicans,
accordiog to which Councils constitu-
ted an in‘allible authority, as Rowe
waintains they still do, up to the time
of the schism between the East and
West, when Councils that were truly
10 nmenical ceased to be possible any
longer, and when consequently these
oracles of the Holy Spirit became

since.

taken as representing the
opinion—the opinion that
were never infallible.

there were infallible Councils once

agree.
in which Rome claims it does. If i
found for itselt some new mode of utter
means does this authority speak now

jng more apparent, Protestantism ca
give no reasonable answer.

SOIOUSNESS '’ INADEQUATE.

These, acoording to the D=an, are in

- | the question was aaked, ‘Who art thou?’

article.

dumb, and have remained dumb ever

NEITHER VIEW SATISFACTORY TO REASON.
The Dean of Canterbury may be
former

Councils

The English | ¢ion,

Church Uniop and its leaders may be

taken as repfesenting the latter—that | the arguments of all other schools are

Now, though these two parties differ as | yery clearly shown by certain recent
to the earlier Christian centuries, they
diffar definitely as to these centuries
only. With regard to the whole medi-
eval and1 modern lite of the Church they | yhould override, on oceasion, the de-
They agree that it the Church
has any teaching autherity now, this
authority does not speak in the manner

ever spoke infallibly through (Ecumen-
foal Councils at all, it has at all events

ance. The guestion, then, for the Pro
testant apologists of to-day is: By what

And to this question, it is daily grow-

FARRAR'S THEORY OF ‘‘ CHRISTIAN OON

dicate a few of the facts and arguments

conscionsness,’”” as our ultinate and
au’horitative guide. The first question
we shall have to ask with regard to it
is, By what means does this verifying
faculuy speak to us? And to this que: -
tion the D an gives two contradictory
auswers, In one place he speaks of this
faculty as though it were seatdd in the
heart or soul of each individual Chris-
tian who devout'y reads the Bible.
Elsewhere he reminds us that Chris-
tians equally devout draw from their
individaal study of it the most grotes-
quely opposite conclasions ; and he
gives us to moderstand that what he
meaus by the Christian conseiousness
is exclusively expressed in those beliefs
as to which all Christians agree. But
here again another question arises—a
question which is raised by the Dean of
Canterbury himself. How is the fact of
this binding agreement to be known ? In
the first place, says the Dean, no agrea
ment is binding, if it is general only in
any one branch of the Church, If any
belief thus anthenticated ** is rejected
by other acknowledged branches, it is
not an essential part of the Christain
faith '’ But this, he continnes, is by
no means the whole of the trath ; for a
belicf may have been ritified by the
agreement of the entire Christian world
in any particular age, ‘‘ and may for
many ages have been held by their pre-
decessors ;"' but yet if ultimately any
recognized branch rejects it, the sgree
ment was iliusory and not complete,
and the anthorit.tive Christian con-
sciousness was not really repre-
sented by it. It might weil seem that,
in this case, we could never be certain
of anything; and that, however willing
wo might be to enhmit to what the
Christian consciousness dictates to us,
it is twpossible to distinguish what it
did dictate from what it did not. The
Dean of Canterbary, however, informs
us thas the Protestant theory of anthor-
ity provides us with some definite
means by which this necessary distine
tion way be drawn. Those doctrines
are essential, are flual, and are really
ratified by the Christian “onsciousness,
which have veen formally sanctionel
ard those doctrines only. Bat what,
acecrding to tha Dean, does this formal
sanocion consist of 2 Does it consist of
the degisions ol Councils? It certainly
does pot do that ; for he follows the
Eoglish Articles in distinotly repudiat
ing their anthority ; and yet he ib-
dicates that this sanction is embodied
in definite formularies. How, then,
are there formularies settled? And
where are we to find examples of them?
Of how they are settled the Dean tells
us nothiog ; but he does give us ex-
amples of them; and he does more than
that—he Indicates that they are the
only examples in existence. These
examples are the three creeds. Of how
the Christian consciousness which ex
pressed itself in the three creed is
ever again to speak with the sawe
anthority, and help us to answer the
new order of difficulties which modern
knowledge, as he admits, is daily forc
ing on us, he telis us nothing. Indend,
he has nothing to tell us. 1Is it possible
to imagine a more pitiable failare than
| this to supply Ohristianity with a liv
ing intellectual basis ?

LORD “Al.li"\_\‘ﬂ VIEW OF THE LIVING
EXTERNAL AUTHORITY.

It will, however, he said that the
Dean of Uanterbury represents the
opinions of one school of Protestants
only. And in some respects so he
does ; but it happens that as to this
question of anthority, no other Pro-
testant school is in any better posi-
Indeed, so far as the church, in
its present condition, is concerned,
. | substantially the same as his. This is
ntterances of Lord Halifax, who has
endeavored to set up ‘a standard of
noiversal Catholic teaching, which

cisions of the English courts, and even
the authority of the English Bishops
themselves. The leader of the ex-
t | treme High Church party uses almost
the same language as the Low Church
or Broad Church dean. He appeals
- | with equal vagueness to the
agreement of all branches of the
Church, as the true test and source of
? | what 1is really Catholic teaching,
though, unllke the Dean, he implies
0 | that this agreement, instead of being
confined to the Creeds of the first
three centuries, still spesks for our
guidanee with a living voloe to day.

To demonstrate fully that such is the | Bat ot

it wspeaks and
It will be enough here toin [he ean

when it
formulate no

speaks,
theory

which does not, as an unintended re

10 means, A8 MADY suppose, * increas
ingly radical’’ in its results. Professor
Harnack (for it is be [ allude to) de
clares that it does nothing to alter *‘the
waio lineaments of the personality of
Christ, and the true point of His say
ings.”” But what, when he savs this,
does Professor Harnack mean ? He |
mesns, as we find on referring to
another passage, that this scientiflc
criticism, which he regards as so un
destructive, has de-troyed as all events
our belief in three things—the mirac-
alous birth of Ohrist, His resurrection,
and His ascension, What shall we say,
then, of any Protestant dooctrine of
agreement—of the claim that any liv-
ing authority is present within the
Protestant church which preserves |
Christian doctrine intact amid the
eritical storm—when the very men who |
are the most eager to put this anthor
ity forward, are found to be contradict-
ing each other with regard to the very
rudiments of the faith which this
aathority imposes on them, and can not |
agree that it imposes on them even a
belie' in the resurrection of their
Lord ?

SOIENCE DESTROYS PROTESTANTISM,
Sueb is the condition to which, as
an intellectual system, Protestantism
is being reduced by the solvent touch
of science ; and year by year, as scien-
tiic knowledge increases, and as the
contclousness of what it means becomes
clearer and more difiased, the intellect-
ual bankruptey of Protestantism be-
comes more and more evident. The
position of Rome, on the other hand, is
being sflscted in a precisely opposite
why. In exact proportion as Protest-
antism exhibits its inability to vindi
cate for itsell, either in theory or in
practise, any teaching authority which
is really an aunthority at all, the per
fection of the Roman system, theoreti-
cally and practically alike, becomes in
this particular respect more and more
striking and obvious.

In the first place, the effact of science
on the external evidences of Christian-
ity belng, as we have seen on the ad-
mission of Protestants themselves, to
rob these eviderces of their inherent
doctrinal definiteness, a living author-
ity which shall interpret and fix their
meaning, and also confront objectors
with some reasonable theory of itself,
is now being recognized, with a clear.
pess unparalleled in former ages, as the
sole foundation on which any doctrinal
Christianity can be supported.

In the second place, the logical com-
pleteness with which this foundation is
supplied by Rome is, in consegnence of
this fact, being brought into increasing
prominence.

RRESTED A 2 YEAR OLD BOY,

In the gospel of | on which snch a demonstravion would | salt, reduce his own porition to an ab tor, #
be based, Let us boegin, then, by |surdity, This was well pointed out by A ETADS

Matthew | briely considering what the answers | a writer in the Dublin Heview, w 10 A

are which Protestants of various sehools | shows hat there is not one of Lord b ueot tore up

In the frst yesrs of the | are now actually offering ns. Most of | Halifax's elaim« for Aoglicanism which 1 flower I the
thess have been eoliected by the Dean | is not repudiated by an overwhelming It ear the e, The

of Canterbury, and he urges them in | majority of Ohristians. This is not the M f Ayl-

But when the Mo:ssianle [ his book on the Bible, all with equal | place, as I have said already, to vJ,:r
unction, never gausing to ask if they | urge these arguments against the Pro- i

Is He | are not inconsistent with one anothear, | testant position in detail. I will, how 1 ) o ok

Thus to the question of what is the | ever, call attention to a few facts, | , ¢ : i

suthority that shall teach us to separ- | which form a practical illustration ol : rioh

It was the function of | ate in the B ble the inspired and infalll- | their truth, and which show how, under SRERVay. - but the
ble portions trom those that are errone- | the stress of secientific eriticism, no rew steadlly worse, *“I cannof
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place that the r«quired anthor ty is to | which does actually supply Peotestants | Writes M line, “I have tried so

be found *' in the verifying facu!ty of | with even the basis of any comwmon | many different kind f medleine for

the Christian consciousness,”” and in | doetrine. my s e has had pu
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INTELLECTUAL CONSISTENCY F ROME,
In this way It is, then, that modera
historical eriticism is working to estab-
lish, so far as intellectual consistency
is concerned, the Roman theory of
Christianity, and to destroy the theory
ol Protestantism for it shows that Chris-
tian doetrine can neither be defloed
nor verified except by an authority
which, as both logic and experience

prove, Rome alone can with any plausi-
bility claim. To vindicate, however,
the Roman theory of authority as a

theory of Christianity. which is logically

consistent in itself, s but half of the

task which lies before the Roman apol-

ogist. He will have to show not only

that this theory is logically consistent

witn itself, its postulates havine been

once admitted, but that also its postu-

lates are in their turn consistent with

the tendencies of scientific knowle ' ge.

This consideration brings vs to a new

aspect of the gnesiwon, #-d her. we

shall discover In a yet w—= - .lng

way the unique capacity of Roweo lor

defending the Christian faith and, with-

out being false to any one of its pres-

ent principles, turning modern sclence

into its principle witness and supporter.

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE OATHOLIO

OHURCH,

Modern Protestants, those especially

of the Broad Church school, have shown

themselves anxious to appropriate the
word *‘ evolution,’’ and apply it in vari-

ous ways to Christianity, and the moral

life ; but they are generally eqaipped
with the loosest conception only f what
evolution, in a scient/fic senwe, ls,
They regard it merely as a iechnical
synonym for development, or at all
events for such development as arises
from struggle, and from the survival of
the fittest. They fail to lay stress on
the two most important facts which
evolutionary science reveals to us in
the natural world ; namely, the nature
of the development, as apart from its
various causes, which takes place in
organisms as they rise in the scale of
existence ; and the fact that social ag-
gregates, in their lower developments
and their higber, are themselves organ-
{sms no less traly than individuals, and
evolve in accordance with precisely
similar laws.

EVOLUTION = WHAT 18 IT ACCORDING TO

BPENCER ?

Now if we turn to Mr, Herbert
Spencer, we shall find this process of
organic evolution described as a pro
cess of change from a condition of
heterogeneous homogereity to ove
of homogenenus heterogeneity. That

Ia the third place, this complete
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