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According to his biographers there wvas n,,thIing in Ritschl himself to
give the iovernent its popularity. Moliarnmedanisrn and somae otiier
religions were not only iinitiatedl but rendered successful by the inarked
personality of their founders ; but Ritschl could lay no claimi to intelic-
tuai superiority over U1ft11 of his compeers, nor wvas hie possessed of that
maginetie force of character wvhichi attracts and swvays mcen -%hethier they
ivi1l or not. Hie Nvas not remarkable for anîiability, but on the contrary
was inclined to be rough1 anîd intolerant. Mien, rcgarding luis writings,
so far fromi possessing charm they are described as being heavy and
flot unfrequently so obscure as to border on the unintelligible. Thus
personality and literary skill must be ruled out as factors. Nor does
the systeni of doctrine itself possess any charni, for even Nvhien expounded
by clearer hceads and more facile pens thani those, of Ritsclbl, it lacks a
definite statenient of the fundaînental truthis of the gospel, and is often
provokingly lia2y just at times wvhen the reader desidJerates clearniess.

Noas lias beeni said, ean the doctrinal positions of Ritschilianism
asscrt a ri-lit to novelty ; for it wvouldl be difficuit niow iu the exposition
of Christianity to, daim as the, foundation of a ncew creed the discovcry
of soine hieretofore ovPrlooked phase of truth. Ritschlianisin does
indecd assert thiat one, of its dlistinguishing charactcristics is rnakzin thie
person Christ and not the crccd concerning Chirist the object of faithi.
]But this dlaimn is by no ineans exclusive, for in Germiany itself, pietists
and mysties wvith whom Ritschil will hiave no fcllowvship, put in the
forcground their personai relation to a Saviour; whiile cverywhere
evang"elicail churchies, no miatter how the fart is expressed, do not trust
in dognia but in Christ hiinseif. fesides, Ritschl does not profess to bo
an iconoclast. Ifc does not assert that his mission is to, denioF; 'i the
chiurch of his fathers and erect upon its ruins a structure more stahle
and fair. On thue contrary, lie professes thiat his work is that oL. a
reformer whio '%voul.1 recali to experieuces wýhichi shiould neyer have heen
lost.

Seholars who hiave made the study of Ritschlianismn a specialifty, tell
us that the popularity of the systeni is largely traccable to three causes.
First, ii, neyer loses sight of the truthi thiat Christ.ianity is an inteiiscly
practical, religion, coming, iito contact witli every point of huinan life
and thius producing ricli rx~perience. And closcly connected with this
practical estimate of religion is the profcssed rejection of the undue
influence ivhich metaphysies aînd philosophy wvould exercise in the
formiulation of religions opinion. And so far good. Religion if any-
thlingy at ail is practical-it docs corne iute contact vitli our life and
powerfully influence it ; and -%vli1e it wviIliugl accepts wvhen nccessary
thie aid cf a truc metaphysie, and a rational philosophy, it keeps them
in their proper place, assigning thcm their -,vork and prescribing thiern
thieir bounds. Secondly, Ritschlianisr?, Nv'ilst subjective in its operations,
dealing largely Nvith the so-called Il alue-judcriients," bas no place for
any emnotioxual exhibition of the pietistic type, and it accords liberty in
deprecu. Ling t,-ie dlaims of the supernatural. And, thirdlly, very rarely
in the history of the German cluurches bas Mhere been such. zeal as in the
propagation of this newv faitii. The attitude of its adherents is decidedly
aggressive.


