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Thirdly, the practical a;z/ingtii, of Scr4'5/ure ailr/,wlich, as
lias beeti said, iresutltted froni Sacerdotalisni.

For a!vhiglikc a coniplete reformiation of Christianity at the
beginig of the sixteenth century, the abolition of the union of Chiurchi
and State, the destruction of Sacerdotalisai, and the reinstatement of
the Scriptures in their position of paramiount authority, wvould have beenl
absolutely nec:essary.

Let us take Luthuranisin as the, Most influential elenient in the
Ilrote:stanit revolution, and is fairly representative of the entire politico-
ecclesiastical miovernent, and test it by the categories that have been
laid down. Did Lutheranism eniploy, to, the best advantage, tic pure
elunients of opposition to the hierarchy that hand corne downl frorn1 tui
pist, rejecting the vitiating elenients ? l)ic Lutheranisin secure Uic
ends whose acconiplisliment is indispensable to a pure refornation-
tlîe reinstaternent of Uie Scriptures as the guide of faith and practice
the abolition of Sacerdotalisni, the abolition of the utihalloccl Union
of Churcli and State ? We sliall sec.

1 said that iii Lutlieranism tlîe five elenients of opposition to, the
hierarchy wverc conîbined. Yet these clenients could flot possibly be
combincd liarmoniously. 'Fle pure elenients could Iîot fail to be viti-
ated by conîbination with tlîe impure. The final resuit could not, bc
pure. If a given niovenient bc i)urely Biblical, it inay be at the sanie
time 'Mystical, for there is a Biblical Mysticisnm ; it niay be at the saine
time Biblical, Mystical, and H-umîaiiistic, in a rneasure ;but Biblical,
M\ystical, Hunîanistic, Realistic, Political, it could not possibly be with-
out inner inconsistencies and incohierenccs. Hence we flnd the char-
aicter, tie action.,, and the writings of Luthier-his writings furnish an
ahniost pcrfect indlex to lus cluaracter, ail sorts of inconsis6teicies. Luther
could be Biblical when it suited his purpose. WXhen lie would refute
tlîe claiis of the hierarclîy no mani could urge the suprerne authority
of tlîe Scripture more vigorously tlian lie. But does lie always so urge,
it? Let us sec. When Jamnes is quoted against lus favorite doctrine
-of justification by faith alone-with niarvelous audacity worthly even of
his legitiniate successors of tic nmodern Tiibiiigeii sclîool, lie turns upon
the lucklcss epistle and denounccs it as a "riglît strawy epistie." So,
also, lie coiitrasted the Gospel according to, St. John witlî the other.
Gospels, greatly to the disadvantage of tlîe latter. So, also, the B3ook
of Revelation %vas not of such a chiaracter as divine inspiration îvould
have giveii. Other books of Scripture fared no better. Again, i'hen lie
came into controversy with rigid adherents of the Biblical principle, lie
puo longer hield that thiat only is allowable in ecclesiastical practice whichi


