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THE LONDON QUARTERLY REVIEW 
APRIL 1980 

WDLEY TRI: IIYSTIC 

,....-.0 th01e who believe that Christian mysticism baa a 
J. message of incalculable value to our buatling age and 

our Martha-like Christianity, the unfavourable judgement of 
Wesley comee as a cold shower. Let me give a few of his 
words. 

'We went to Stanton-Harcourt, to Kr. Gambold. and 
found my old friend recovered from his mystic delusion. 
and convinced that Paul was a better writer than either 
Tauler or Jacob Behmen • ( Worka, the H vol. ed., i. 85). 'You 
[lloravians at Hermhut] receive not the ancient but the 
modern mystics as the best interpreten of Scripture, and. in 
conformity with theee. you mix much of man's wisdom with 
the wisdom of God. You greatly re6ne the plain religion 
t.aught by Holy Writ. and philoaophize on every part of it 
to accommodate it to the mystic theory. Hence you talk 
much in a manner unsupported by Scripture, against mixing 
nature with grace, against imagination. and concerning 
animal spirits, mimicking the power of the Holy Ghost. 
Hence your brethren zealously caution us against animal 
joy, against mixing nature with grace. against natural love 
for one another, and against selflsh love of God, against all 
which there is no one caution in all the Bible. In con
formity to the mystics. you likewise greatly check joy in the 
Holy Ghost. by such cautions against sensible comforts. as 
have no tittle of Scripture to support them. Your brethren 
here [in England] damp the zeal of babee in Christ. Wiring 
much of false zeal. forbidding them to declare what God bath 

10 "' 
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done for their souls. You also undervalue good works 
(especially works of mercy), never publicly insisting on the 
~Y ·of thttn, nor dectaring their weight ud esceUenq' 
(1760, i. 880). 'One odd hindrance to brotherly love I 
found creeping in upon us, •hich had already occasioned 
much evil : namely, a fancy that we must not justify our
selves. (Some of the spawn of mystic divinity.) Just COD· 

trary to the scriptural mjuaetion, Be ready to give a reuoa 
for the hope that is in you• (1767, ii. 52). 

Wesley ~ ..4 £di# lo • Bew!rtJMI Mr. Llllti, (I '75'8, b. 
....__) In 8Dl1ft!I' to ~ bf L&w"■ ~b, in whklb that 
author poputaritta MIile -et the ~- of Bohme, ,Vbicla 
Wey dislim. 'I'tle latter in'ftight again■t tbe minute ol 
philoeophy with religion. and quotes with hearty appro'Val 1111 

ea,liet •otd of L&", tb the effect tllat there ean be' no such 
tllillg M a philt,M>phical ffligion. b religion is ~ moat plain, 
ldmple t.Mng in th~ world. It i■ onl:,, n Wt! Joye Him beca111t 
Be ftnt loved us." So f• u Yott add pbllo■ophy to religion, 
juat to fal' yOta ■poil it.' The chief -,I,~ of Waley to 
Lan boot are : • rnunbet of ~•ti•e U1d ~ 
IMoria about --.tion lllld telated matters ; theoi!Ophielll 
newa on relatiob of apirit Mad lllattet' ; views on ~. fall, 
11n. marri&ge) God'• omnipotence, •bsence of righteom 
wrath or 'rindictive juatice in Goil-"-' bothing ii more fre. 
.-ntty ot npreuly declaftd in Sfflpture than God'• anger 
at tin,' •Ys Wesley.' llbd Ilia puni■hhig lt. both IC!tnporally 
ad etemally; aad e~ .-sertiolk of thil kind (that ia, to 
tile C!Olltnl'y by La•] atrikM diteetly at .,_ c:Ndit of tile 
whole H\'elatmn. For if there be •• faiaehood bl tilt 
9lble (an •eighty 1111.tten like thial, ~ lfta1 ht! • th.-and; 
ntftb.er can it proeeed &oM a God of ttuth ' (p. Ul~ ; Justii
ftMlion of a penon is limply making that ~ lih 
Cbrlat; legellel'&tiob, tM •hole ol matt._ Mlvatian; ft'
dlmption. only t.llt life of 6- ib the eo\ll I Chrilt"• work M 
Nlll.-et ii to nile into Ii.le tile liDM.IMftd Bplltt ~f hea\tl!ll 
bl 11■ J •NNDeat of dlflbe Jlialiele UMl ~ iia 
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in III t.he a.me (Wesley quota at length from Anna Ilaria 
Schurmann, in favour of the ordinary doctrine of propitiation 
or atonement) o rqeneration, thf" rneking lllive the heavenly 
body and 1pirit extinguished when man fell; Lord'• Supper, 
aeceaary for repining our first heavenly body ; the fall, a 
fall of aou1 from heavmly body and apirit into a bestial body 
uid 1pirit o alvation, not by faith nor by worb. laeann 
uni Chriat in every aoul ; •cere wish for Chriman virtue, 
the perfection of faith, all virtua by the mere tumiag of the 
mind, ltopping all eelf-«tivity and pu1ively attentive to 
tile inner Jiwbt, seeking oo help from men or boob but lea'fllll 
oneaelf to ~ looking upon Chrut u t.emple, churcla, 
Supper, the inner wonhip whereby we live unto God abaft 
time aN place; hell, no penalty by God. but only operatioD 
« self, • the danmat.ion apringing up wit.hia -. ' &c. 
il the8e ideu Wealey rejecta, and emorta Law at the 

tloae (p. 608) to IO to Paul iDBteed of Tauler, east out •tut 
'nin plilloaophy, • lpeAk nothiDf bigiaer than the oncle:1 of 
God, ' abhor all the high-Bown bombast and unint.elligible 
jllfOD of tile myatica,' and eome back to the ' plain ieligion 
ol the Bible, .. We kwe Him became He first loved •·" ' 
1 The .lociae ~ pae love (the Jovinf God claie8y, if not 
... 1, for Hi■ iaberent perfectiom) I once firmly espouaed. 
But I wu at lmgth mnri8ingly convinced that I mlllt give 
it up or live up the Bible, whiclt teacbe■ no other love than 
"We 10ft Him became He first loved~., And I desiNao 
._.. Ion el God till my apirit ret.118 to Him (1761, a:ii. 
Ill). The myad:ie achane uaerta the elimcy of physical to 
eare mGl'al ftil, and the nee aitf of indlerinp to puify 
llpRd beiDgl, neitller ol which I can 8nd ill the Bible (p. 21•). 
A certain 1111dior tmm the wJIOle redemption of man by &ae 
Wood of Ouilt into a .ere metaphor. I ct.ubt wb.etaer 
htoit Belmiea dees not • t.lle 88111e. f am aure he doe■• if 
Mr. Law UDdel'IWIIIII hia right.' (lnae ays tlaat Law ii die 
-.it -,oan• of Boi.... .,11ie Ditiaty ia "alllW c 4 liMe 
.t~• 11alletllliltiebetbe...,._..~_,alldle 
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myatica (p. 21,). • The immediate, essential, necesaary 
means of reuniting men to God are prayer, mortification, 
and self-denial.' • No, the means are living faith and that 
alone; prayer, mortiftcation, and self-denial are the fruit.a of 
faith and the means of continuing and increasing it' (p. 215). 
In 1789, the year after his convenion, Wesley published 
Hy,nu mad Saered Poem,, by him.,.lf and especially by bia 
brother Charles. In the preface he objects to the • scheme 
of the mystic divines ' which he • once had in great venera
tion,' (1) because these divines teach that • we are to be ac
cepted for our virtuous habit.a or tempers,' whereas we ue 
accepted and justifted solely for the righteousness and death 
of Christ: (2) because they teach seclusion or solitude,• in 
order to purify the soul,' whereas Scripture teaches union 
and communion with each other; (8) because they do not 
emphasize good works, but rather resignation and contem
plation, whereas the gospel knows no religion and no bolinea 
but social, and continual external activity for God and mu 
(xiv. 81~21). 

It will be noticed from these quotations that W esley'1 
objection to mysticism is to that unevangelical, inactive, 
philosophical kind, which is more intent on meditation and 
metaphysicizing on abstruse questions, thinks more of specu)a
tion than of Scripture, more of the inner light and the visioo 
of God than of doing His will here and now. It was his con
cern for the simplicity that was in Christ, for the way cl 
alvation through Him by faith, to keep bis people-the moat 
of whom were not the learned and the • wise and prudent' 
of this world-from the perplexities of philosophizings and 
the • stillness ' of a do-nothing Christianity : this it was wbieb 
wu behind his earnest effort.a, in the early yean after bil 
convenion, to save English Christianity from a subtle and 
dangerous substitute for the gospel. That Wesley WII 

always fair to mysticism, or undentood it, and did not 
• eugerate it.a dangers. I would not say ; but there is no 
doubt that he did well in keeping Methodism at all hazanla 
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near to the New Testament in those testing yean. He wu 
determined that his converts should not 8oat away on fog 
banks, but keep their feet on the solid ground of experimental 
religion with the Bible in their hand. In fact, it was Wesley's 
tremendoua emphasis on the Bible, his overmastering passion 
for God's Word and Testimony, that was one of the springl 
of bis reaction on this matter. Then Wesley inherited high 
regard for the means of grace--acraments, public wonhip, 
prayer, &c.-and it was his true instinct that the salvation 
which had come to his people would be lost if they fonook 
the assembling of themselves together. These means are 
God-ordained, he thought, and, in any case, are essential for 
the nourishing of the Christian life. Besides, there wu an 
Antinomian strain in contemporary religioua movements, · 
IDd Wesley, who was the incarnation of conscience as to the 
moral law, wu exceedingly sensitive u to any effect on his 
IOcieties in the direction of confusing their ethical distinc
tiona in their religioua enjoyments. An eminent authority, 
the Rev. Dr. Herbert ·B. Workman, puts the matter thua : 

' There were many features in the mysticism of the times 
which will account for Wesley's dislike. The extravagances 
of M:olther's doctrine of stillness-that the single duty of a 
man wanting faith, or to serve God perfectly, was "to be 
Ifill " and do nothing, thus reducing prayer, the means of 
pace and good works, into hindrances to salvation, not to say 
lins-naturally disgusted his logical common sense and his 
energetic spirit. Then, much of the current mysticism lent 
itaelf to Antinomianism. Now Wesley abhorred Antino
mianiam, the iron of which, through an incident in his family 
history, had entered into his soul. [He refen to the remark
able case of Wesley's brother-in-law, Westley Hall, full 
puticulan of which you will find in Tyerman, The Ozford. 
lldhotlw, 1878, 886-Hl.] Antinomianism had ruined the 
in8uence of his early friends, the Moraviana, and, but for his 
11:rong control, would have gained a footing in his societies. 
In addition to these two chief causes for his dread of 
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m7'tluiuu, .. gather, from hil many referacea to tile mbjeet 
ill laia Jwnu,l and letten, other reuom, IOID8 of wllieh wee 
NU"Cely just. Be believed that mysticima advocated a 
tloctrine of union with God. which would rob man of bia 
,-.onality. He dreaded the mystie'• ezelwion of ftU011, 

• he deemed it. for the appeal to feelinf. He bated the 
faacllinr, amorous. irreverent ~ and 1ymboliam whim 
ebuaeteriaed 10me of itl uttennoea. Nor would he allow 
that it wu the uniform duty of the Chriltian " to cbOCIII 

the III08t ciiaagreeable thinp. whether they came fram God 
or the world." In muoh of thi, dislike to myatieiun. Weal-,, 
no doubt. wu the ehild of bi, age. which vehemently .., 
pected anything •TGUl'i.nr of " Inner light. 11 The paiua fl 
Locke W88 in· the uoendant, and that wu fatal to all fonm 
of tnmcendental or mystieal thought • (N• Buwry I/ 
JldAodiffll. 1908, i. 64--6). 

With Welley's training and practical bent, the wonder ii, 
aot that he reacted apinat nueme mylticilln, but that, f• 
all hia life, he remained u favourable to it u he did. Now a 
h facta to show that he did thu, remain. 

That wonderful mystical clulie, 1bomu l Kempia11 

lntltatuna of Claru,. he publilhed birnwlf in 1 '111 (in hll 
mystical days, you uy; yea, but it wu republished in 111oi 
with introduction, dinctiom, and a reviaed tl'Ultllation. 
Wesley boated that his tranalation wu the cloaest to the 
original of any that had appeared ; and it is divided like the 
Latin into distinct aentences. (The lmaation wu originally 
Wlitten in rhythmical cadences or a kind of metre, and the 
flnt tramlation-it wu anonymous-which preserved that 
form, wu published with a preface by Canon Liddon in 1890.) 
• Be wu diasatiafted with Dean Stanhope'• translation,' uya 
hia friend Moore, ' and determined to give a full view of the 
,ell-denying purity of his favourite guide • (Life of Wu/4 
ii. -601, Eng. ed.). In Wesley's Life oj Flddter, he says that 
he would ,ometimel Blip into Fletcher's study and nrely 
• •• any book before him beside, the Bible and Cbriltiaa 
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P~ [{"'tftfi,n].' q l'flll l\e P'l.,.~1',il ~ ecij_,n 
of~{~•~•~- 'the~ Nd HI~ 
tijt 1'"' .ad ~ editiOIUI of the ...Uer •~ put oq\ in 
176'. -76' \7'59, 1717, 17-~ lTN (-4 ~ hi l&QQ. 
.. bit cte.U.). 'TM aoc4etiel.' •>" Wesky ui u-, 'Me 
qQt W eupplied with ~ not eveq with " l{;c;QlJ)W," 
which ought to be in every house' (Larg. JI...,, lf(III. 

p. ~). Of tlu.l h4ncl~ of 111ysijeism, WCllley .. ,_ in lus 
prof~ : ' Tilt ICOpe ol thil ~tile t. U.\ P'ftee\i°'- wltic;la 
every Christian ia bQuad to •pb'e to. :Now, .itbou,b h 
whqle ~ce of ~ eouiata in love, w~ u.utea tbo .,ul 
to God. yet_ be(,au,e pe.-t'~ love biap,14ee (1) eat.in hl.\Dliliu, 
(lf) absolute self-ffOUDciatiQQa (O) ~"fd ~M 
( 6) aucll a won ~f our will with, ~ cUvin'- u Diak• tho 
C~ar.a a..- 1pirit 1ri~ God, a peat part of it dellCl'ibe, 
th"'9 ~P'P, whereby, he U..t lov• Gad ~ Qlade partaker 
of the divine nature.' 

Jn l14il, Wsley ~blWied A•&lrad o/U. Life qf M.,..,..,. 
df ~. • 1"" N~ is Fr~ who was a1aQ a bile 
mysijc, W ~ey IOfflotimes ref~ to tum ia hia aerqaQ.._ 

~ quoiea, ..-~ ~. qnee, his IT-ID&fQh\e ie.t~ony : 
'I bear a~ut wi"' me an ~W .verity and a ple.Q~ 
tud4l of ~ p~ of the everftbleswl Trinity ' (xiii. 7'1). 
and he even aab hia ~ Betty wQethq lhe ev• ~PM'l
e~ • ~mething ~-' He aaya tut wWie de Rel\tJ 
1'IMI semng tbe poor, QI' in other duties, he waw iI\ co~i 
communion wit" ~ (xii, 44.). If ever there waa " ~ of 
qtlJ¥)a\ faith, piety, and -.iyatical devotion it wu de Reniy, 
•'10te piety ,r~ have been anathema to IUq1chl, but •• 
a 1weet aavoQ? unto God for Wesley (not hi• su~titi<IN. 
-, these were cut out in tb.e abri~ent of hi• Lve). 

ln l 7'9 be p~blished U.e :Uomilies of tbe Egypti.aQ my.i.c 
Ktcariua. who held that the ' Christi-as DUDd i1 the t~ 
of God, Uke the chariot seat in ~el'• vision, ~ the 
he1avenly Charioteef hat!\ aeated lliJQse1f upon thee, 41,11d 
thy ~ b,u ~e all over ._ spirituai eye.' 
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The celebrated Cambridge mystic and Platonist, John 
Smith, was also included by Wesley in the Chriman Libr"'J 
(17521 in vol. xix.). with this preface: 'I am sensible some 
parts of the following discourses are scarce intelligible to 
unlearned readers. But I could not prevail with myself on 
that account, to rob those who can understand them, of ao 
great a treasure.• 

In 1775, Wesley put out A. Collection of F""1Y of Prayer 
for Every Day in tAe W uk, in the preface of which he givea 
at least two element.a of the mystic path. 

• By a constant exercise of self-denial, the true follower of 
Christ continually advances in mortification. He is more 
dead to the world and the things of the world, till at length 
he can say with that perfect disciple of his Lord, Marqo 
de Renty, "I desire nothing but God," or with St. Pau), 
" I am crucified unto the world ; I am dead with Christ ; 
I live not, but Christ livetb in me." 

• Christ liveth in me. This is the fulfilling of the law, the 
last staged Christian holiness : this maketh the man of 
God perfect. He being dead to the world is alive to God ; 
the desire of whose soul is unto His name ; who has given 
Him his whole heart; who delight.a in Him and in nothing 
else but what tends to Him ; who for His sake bUJ'D8 with 
love to all mankind ; who neither thinks, speaks, nor acts, 
but to fulfil His ~ill, is on the last round of the ladder to 
heaven. Graee bath had it.a full work upon his soul. The 
next step he takes is into glory' (xiv. 271-2). 

In a letter to Miss Bishop he says, • there are excellent 
things in most of the mystic writers. Aa almost all of them 
lived in the Romish Church, they were light.a whom the 
gracious providence of God raised up to shine in a dark 
place. But they did not give a clear, a steady, or a uniform 
light. That wise and good man, Professor Francke [the 
eminent Pietist, professor and founder in Halle], used to say 
of them, " They do not describe our common Christianity, 
but every one has a religion of his own." It is very true .... 
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Each one of them makes his own experience the standard of 
religion ' (xiii. 25). 

This wu followed the next year by an abridged Life of 
M ""4tM GutJOn, with an interesting preface. Madame 
Guyon had gn-at vogue in England. She wu an entbllliastic 
mystic, and Wesley often bad to warn his members against 
a too trustful following of that marvelloUB saint. She wu 
altogether too high-Bown for Wesley's plain, practical Bible 
sense. He calls her a 'fine writer, but very far from judicioUB. 
Her writing& will lead any one who is fond of them into 
umcriptural Quietism. They strike at the root, and tend 
to make 118 contented without either faith or works • (xiii. 25). 
Still, with such warnings u these, Wesley wanted the best 
things in her life and books made known to the people of 
England. So be omitted the objectionable, and gave out 
over 280 pages. He says that she was not only • a good 
woman, but good in an eminent degree ; deeply devoted 
to God, and often favoured with uncommon communication 
of His Spirit. But she was far from infallible .... It is true 
that the anointing of the Holy One taught her all thinp 
which were necessary for her salvation.• He protests against 
her idea that God never can purify a soul, except by inward 
and outward suffering, which led her to the • UD8Cri.ptural 
practice of bringing suffering upon herself.• But • how 
much of pure gold I What a depth of religion did she enjoy I 
Of the mind that wu in Christ Jesus I What heights of 
righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost I How 
few such instances do we find of exalted love to God and 
our neighbour, of genuine humility, of invincible meekness, 
and unbounded resignation I So that, upon the whole, 
I know not whether we may not search many centuries 
to find another woman who was such a pattern of true 
holiness' (xiv. 27~). Nor did Wesley omit all the 
mystical parts. In his preface to his Eccluiaatical 
Hidory (1781), he fean that Mosheim was not • much 
acquainted with inward religion. Perhaps it is owing to 
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~ \lw.\ he e.-.-1-.. .U \be fflY'tio wri• ~ • llllllf. 
(p. 298). 

I\ WP ia v• that 11~.«i \IP ~ l,o~ ie by far 
\bfa belt tmd--' ateafive~t)n ofreli~ bi~ 
ia •• ..-~ lkellatoc11 ~ Suoqa. c~. 
~ Weawy pu~ his Lile ia tho f~ Lu,,,-, 
ia 1761 (vql. l.) and ui u-e 4'f'l'Mfl• .M•._ ._ uao. auad 
tbolwi- tJt .. ate 0'9ef half a doz8Q ~~cell to hill\ in 
W_..y,, w...-.. l doqbt it you will find aiayw~ a ~ 
neI, °" thil taUleQt laiat and mysti~ l ~ tiff ~ 
s....- devotee'• life here. wt~ an~ from Welk,y'• 
~ent, to abow ho• he waabt _.~ w \be 
llt-'b~ Qf Kn,lud. 

• H, .-,ttled at S\, Foy, )lpiec,. on May ~ 1$89- aN 
JMled the rat of bil life there Ul coateaaplatioa 4Llld P"'Y•, 
witbout ever goiar ~t of it but twice, tQ a ohUffll ,,._iob if 
• amall half league from St. Foy, Before he eommuni~ted 
\htn, ho fell on hi• bee1 before Fatbet Vin~nt c.lba. "'1d. 
~ bis breast, laid, 11 ~h the mercy of Goel l do 
aot l'Elllle91ber to have offended °' IIDY thina, Give me, if 
you pkuo. the aioat holy ~t." The 1-p\Ul'el and 
~ ,rhich be d~ to have ia tbil life were 9Qly w 
uite bun to God, ..-d to conftnn him ~ uid mare ill l:li.a 
Wy will that he might obey Him ia all tbinp. . . . 11 I da 
•• diapute. neither do I kno,r anythm, bu\ that G9Cl 
wehea me." . . . Bit soul appeared to be di,enppl 
D8III all things elle, by a pure union with God. HQD be 
alway1 enjoyed ia the eaence of hiaa soul, wheie the IUPfellll 

~jc,sty delight.a to dwell .... No created thinf wu capable 
Qf interrupting or ~bating his continual love of God and hia 
-'«bbour. So far from drawing baek in this, hil \Urion 
with God, be advanced in it continually, referria, to God 
by thiaa siaiple act of pure love all the rr-cea which Be WIUI 

pleued to five him, without auUJDing anytbin,r. Tbil unioQ 
wu the source of all bi1 knowledge. and God Himself Wall 

hi, teacher. . . . 11 Perfection d-. pot CODJilt ia vqiQN, 
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,evelationa. ra~tt. emtui-. tboup God ofteq fa'ffUIII 
Bis aenantt therewith. became Bo act.I toward effl')' OINt 
according t.o hia capacity, need. and di,polition. But Null 
aceuatomed to aots of pure love, do aot need tbt 1111pealioD 
of their aenae1 in order to ban deep commuaioa with God. 
becau,e tbeae do not binder them therein." Ilia .... 
were perfectly apirituaJiMd, eatilely aubject to hit rea,oa. 
and conformable to the will of God. . . . The union betweea 
God be compared to the wuon between lipt and air. u How 
much eloaer ia the union between the pure eueoce of the 
10u1 and Hun who ii an inAnitely pure Spirit " ' ( CArilliM 
Librat'fl, voL L, pp.-., 888, 891-8). 

No ; Wesley WU not at all avene to COl18iderable 00~ 

siom to myaticiam, in 1pite of protata .,._t WllOUd 
maaifeat.atiODS. For instance. in volume xuviii, of t.be 
CArinian Library (175-6) we have Letur, Couemin, 11N 
fr,,,,,, B. Laa,rm,,, ancl a.Leo COIWffaalwu witl& B. l,,,aa,rntt¥, 
Brothar La'WJ'ellce waa a mediaeval monk of Lorraine, wIM.at 
P,adit;, oJ '1Y Pn#fttJI o/ &Nl attracted Pfofeuor Willuq 
June,, and baa. in recent timea, been repubU.hed in numen>111 
cheap editiou. It waa this which wu riven forth QDdef 
another name by Wesley. The brother 1peaka of his RIii 
and penitence, and aay•: • Thil King [God] full of macy 
and goodneu, very far from cbutiaing me. embracea DMJ 
with love, makes me eat at Bia t.able,. eerves me with m. 
own handa, fives me the key of Bia treasurea, conv~ 
aad delight.a llimaelf with me incessantly in a thousaoc:l 
ways, and treats me in all respect, u Bia favourite. It • 
thua that I consider m)'lelf from time to time in Hil bQly 
pnsence. 

• My m01t usual method is this simple attention and ~ 
a ,eneral pauionate regard to God i t.o whom I find myaelf 
oftener attached with greater aweetneaa and delight thui 
t.hat of an infant at the mother'• breast i so that. if I dare 
use the expression, I ahould call this at.ate the Breasts of God. 
for the inespresaible aweeqiess which I tute and experimat 
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there. H sometimes my thoughts wander by necessity or 
inftnnity, I am presently recalled by inward motions so 
eharming and delicious that I am ashamed to mention 
them• (CArimafa Library, vol. ::uxviii., p. 17). • I persevere 
in ma holy presence, by simple attention and a general 
loving regard to God, which I call an actual presence of 
God ; or, to speak better, an habitual, silent, and secret 
convenation with God, which often e&U8es joys and raptures 
inwardly, and, aometimes, alao outwardly, ao great that I 
am forced to use means to prevent their appearance to 
others ' (p. 16). • How sweet is it to suffer with God I How• 
ever great the sufferings may be, receive them with love. 
It is paradise to suffer and be with Him. H in this life we 
would enjoy the peace of paradise we must accustom our
selves to a familiar, bumble. affectionate conversation 
with Him ' (p. 21 ). 

I cannot go into the tragic life of Molinos, that is, hil 
persecutions by the Inquisition under the lead of the Jesuits. 
John Bigelow has made us familiar with them (Molinoa Ille 
Quimal, New York. 1882). Suffice it to say, that Wesley 
published the Spiritual Guide of this famous and holy mystic, 
and I can give only one quotation. 

• The aoul which is entered into the heaven of peace [while 
in this life] acknowledges itself full of God and His super
natural gift.a, because it lives grounded in a pure love, 
receiving equal pleasure in light and darkness, in night and 
day, in affliction and consolation. Through this holy and 
heavenly indifference [the Jesuits did not like this: it was 
too lofty for their worldly-wise methods] it never l01e& its 
peace in adversity, nor its tranquillity in tribulation, but 
feels itself full of unspeakable enjoyments. And although 
the prince of darkness makes all the assaults of hell against 
it_ with horrible temptations, yet it makes bead against 
them and stands like a strong pillar ; no more happening to 
it by them than happens to a high mountain in the time of 
storm and tempest. Though the valley is darkened with 
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clouds, hail. thunder, lightning, and hailstones, the lofty 
mountain [of the soul] glitter& by the bright beams of the 
sun in quietness and serenity, continuing clear like heaven, 
immovable, full of light .... The soul becomes clear, 
peaceable, resplendent, quiet, serene, being a mere ocean of 
joy : so great, indeed, that a glimmering of God redounds 
even to the out.side of it. 

' Because in the throne of quiet are manifest the perfec
tions of spiritual beauty, here the true light of the secret 
and divine mystics of our holy faith, here perfect humility, 
even to the amplest resignation, chastity, poverty of spirit, 
the sincerity and innocency of the dove, modesty, purity of 
heart, forgetfulness of every created thing, joyful simplicity, 
heavenly indifferency, continual prayer, and perfect dis
interestedness, a most wise contemplation, a convenation in 
heaven, and, lastly, the most perfect and serene peace 
within, of which this happy soul may say what the wise 
man said of wisdom, that all other graces come with her ' 
(Claridian Libraf'1J, vol. xxxviii., pp. 291--8). 

Wesley also republished some of the sermons of the 
Cambridge Platonist and mystic, Henry More, but I have 
not space to quote-CAnman Library, vol. xx:xa., pp. ~
It was the opinion of Wesley's able friend, Alexander Knox, 
that his divinity contained the 'very spirit of Macarius 
and Chrysostom, of Smith and Cudworth, of de Sales 
and Fenelon, simplifted, systematized, ratiooaJiwed, 
evangelized.• 

Dr. H. B. Workman well calls attention to the innate 
similarity of mysticism and Methodism. ' Many of the 
primary ideas of Methodism must be regarded as mystical.' 
Both • build on the foundation, not of argument or observa
tion, but of conscious spiritual experience.' They have felt 
and known divine realities, and they testify to what they 
have seen. This in general Christian experience, as well as 
in the witness of the Spirit or the so-called Doctrine of 
Asaurance. • With our inner ean, • said old Ruysbroeck, 



Ull WESLEY THE MYSTIC 

• 'We shall bear the inborn Word of the Father, and in thu 
Wotd we ■ball receive all knowledge and all buth.' The 
ab■olute C!ertainty of ■alvation and blaaednea, which ringa 
11c, clearly in the mystics, ia also the note of Methodism. 
It baa ea'lllled her IOIDe reproach, but it ia her glory. That 
means also that there are other avenues to the ■oul besides 
reason. You all know Wesley's ftnt vindication of reason, 
b\it that doee not mean that he clOled up the other eources 
of religious knowlect«e- latuition, ■piritual faculties, faith, 
hope, love, the open mmd to the Heavenly Teacher-tbeR 
were emphaaiMd by t.lle early llethodiata. They did not 
condelDb. IMnlia,, but they knew that tJae bumble IOU) 

~ be taught of God. FiMlly, I have often been struck 
1rith tM •ondetful irimilarity of the Metbodilt and mystic 
doctrine of perfection, of lt.lvetion from all ain. of conformity 
witfl the will of God, of union with Christ or God, ol the 
det,th and height of the love of God in • which puaetb 
knowledge, ~OR higher and deeper t.lliap of the spirit in 
Christ and P•ul and Tauter and Ruyabroeck and tJae Pietuta 
.nd Wsley which were ■o offeuive to Rit.8ehl. ThiB 'Was 
the rtuon •hy Weeley publiBhied eo lll&DY testimonies to 
this complete end repant Chriatiaaity in bia a.n.. 
Lillr'arr/ and in eepa:rate bobb. II be found 10me Roman 
Catholie or Prottstant saint, aay Fftlelon, Madam,,. Guyon, 
ftilip He«ry, wh<lte words ancl life ga'ft eaineat te■timony 
i., the falmesa <A -.Ivation 11.nd a aoWy aatiafyiaf and con• 
quering piety, he would publish his or her writinp OI' Life, 
and withoal lliei!lg at all eantul to lea'ft out everything 
'tthich a more matt.er-of-t.t Chriatienity Might object to. 
In tins, Waley61 not mean, of eoune, that a 1- buoyant 
aad ~ esperienee wu IIOt genlline and Chriltian. He 
obly tnaat that Jelm'a wotds Weft tne t 'Of Ilia fullneu haw 
all we l'et!eived, end pace upon pace.' Wetley •• one of 
the mo■t eatholie tpirita el hia time. Pnsbyterian, Baptist. 
ltomaa Cathelie, Frie~ Luthel'M. IWol'llled • knew the 
~ .. em, flSie&, 81114, wlMft.-. tNe IIIM.rt bad .... eut 
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an)' thing tine and rich for the Christian life, w eey -.,pre
priated it for bis people. 

In preparing this article, I felt that the hymns of the 
Wesleys were of lpeeial value M to the mystical bent of 
Methodism, and I have marked many more to quote than 
I shall have space for. One « the moat eommon (' Author 
of faith, eternal Word ') is really one of the most mystical : 

faith ... it.I NWibg ~ 
The clouds diapene. the abadow 1J 1 

'lbe Invisible appean in light, 
And Goel ia Nell by mortal eye. 

No mystic'■ expdien<!e tint htghet dwl t.hb ~ 

I rode OD die ~ 
(Freely • uat.i8ed 11) 

Nor .:l'J Blijall bil .at; 
llr 9INl mounted __._ 
In & chariot of ftre, 

And tbe aOOD WU under lllf feet. 

Or thi■ (' Fountain of life, to all below•~ : 

We IOOD ._,n reach the boondJee aea; 
Iall6 Thy Mnell fall ; 

:ae1c111t..tawallowed11paan., 
Our Goel, our .0 in all. 

In ~ the mystics, I have often been reminded or these 
'ttotdl ot iohimn A. Rothe, banalated by Wesley : 

Wlth Mb I ~ • In thia -. 

Zimeadbl'f'1 peat 11.ymn. ' I tmnt. Thou woandai Lamb lllf 
God.' tranalated by Wesley, is full of the •~ 1pitit_ • 
penetratled by Cbnatianity. Brother ,Lawrence could not 
breathe forth anything deeper than 

lly IOul and .0 it.I powe:n 
Thine, wholly Thine, lhall be. 



180 WESLEY THE MYSTIC 

Or this, in ' Come, Holy Ghost, all quickening fire ' : 

Ky will be swallowed up in Thee ; 
Lipt in Thy light lti1l may I aee, 

Beholding Thee with open face ; 
Called the full power of faith to prove. 
Let all Thy hallowed heart be love, 

And all my apotJeu life be prai,e. 

There is a side of the German evangelical mysticism in 
Charles Wesley's lines which strike a note not congenial to 
our atm0&pbere : 

Jema, cut a pitying eye ; 
Bumbled at Thy feet I lie, 
Fain within Thy uma would rest, 
Fain would lean upon Thy breut ; 
Thrust my band into Thy aide, 
Alway■ in the cleft abide, 
Never from Thy wound■ depart. 
Never leave Thy bleedintr heart. 

(In hymn, ' Saviour of the ■in-sick ■oul. ') 

So energetic and valiant a soldier of Jesus Christ as Charles 
Wesley could not mean, perhaps, the • stillness • of the old 
mystics, at least not Quietism, in his flne lines in his great 
hymn, ' 0 Love divine, bow sweet Thou art.' It echoes 
the longings of many a devout soul. And his description 
of the land of perfect salvation, to which God introduces 
His own in this life, would flnd a hearty response in the soul 
of many a Tauler in • 0 Glorious hope of perfect love I ' 

Methodism combined the restfulness of the mystic with 
the activity of the soldier, and so, like early Christianity, 
she found a place for many a quiet saint like Hester Ann 
Roe Rogers, and for the valiant preacher, Captain Webb, 
or for many who combined in one both sides of Christian
ity, like Fletcher. 

J. A. FAUI.mfBL 
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SOME Tl:NDDCO:S AMONG INDIAN STUDDITS 
TO.DAY 

STUDENTS always tend to be extremists in all countries 
and in all ages. Especially is this so in times of con

troversy and of excitement. They are at an age when 
they quickly respond to emotional appeals; they have not 
yet felt the restraining influence of vested interests or rigid 
conventions ; their life together tends to develop a strong 
corporate mind, and to create a •herd-instinct' which is 
intolerant of anything that hinden its headlong path. As a 
result, you will ftnd students to-day among the most extreme 
adherents of nationalistic movements, such as Fascism in 
It.aly, Bolshevism in Russia. Imperialism in Japan. 

Those in authority often try to meet the dangen of such 
student extravagance by measures of repression. But history 
has shown that such a policy is usually quite ineffective. 
Often, indeed, it acts as a direct stimulus to extremist 
tendencies. Moreover, a Government which penistently 
antagonizes the mind of its student community finds that 
the ranks of the younger generation of political leaden tend 
to become rpore and more hostile and intransigent. 

In India to-day, it is well known that the students as a 
whole are in sympathy with the extreme left of political 
radicalism, and are a constant source of embarrassment to 
the Govemment. This situation is by no means peculiar to 
India. It will be found in substantially the same form in 
other countries, such as Korea, the Philippines, and parts of 
eastern Europe, where a similar political situation exists, 
under a Government that is foreign to the people of the 
country. But in India there are additional and special 
reasons for it. The whole of educated India to-day is under 
the influence of an immense surge of nationalistic feeling. 
This feeling is emotional rather than rational. It is easy to 
discredit it as unbalanced. But the feeling remains. 

11 



182 SOME TENDENC~ AMONG 

Indian students are in no mood to weigh dispassionately 
the advantages and disadvantages of foreign rule. They 
know that India is not a nation as the other peoples of the 
world are • nations.' They know, for instance, that if they, 
as Indians, find themselves in an international gathering (l 

students, all their friends, be they Chinese, or Norwegian. er 
Bolivian, or New Zealander, will have a national flag as a 
sign of their nationhood. The Indian alone has no such 
flag-unless it be the unofficial flag of the Swaraj party, 
which is more a symbol of revolt than of a genuine national 
heritage. They know, too, that, in almost every department 
of their national life, the ultimate direction of policy lies in 
the hands of men who are not of their own race or religion; 
who rarely show, or desire to show, any real insight into the 
Indian mind ; and who, under the cover of an entirely 
correct social politeness, are unable altogether to conceal 
their fundamental conviction of their own national super
iority, and of the incapacity of the Indian for the higher 
ranges of responsibility and initiative. 

Moreover, Indian education at school and college start, 

with the assumption that the really important facts of life 
are connected with the history, science, and culture of the 
West. The heritage of India was for many yean entirely 
and deliberately ignored. Even now, it is only receiving 
tardy and reluctant recognition. The student finds that the 
change from the culture of his home-life to that imposed by 
Govemment upon Indian schools and colleges is immense. 
The knowledge which he receives at school or college seelDI 

entirely disconnected from the knowledge which he received 
from home ; and generally no attempt is made to weave 
the two together into a harmonious unity, or to show bow 
Indian thought and culture can find the fulfilment of some I 

of their best ideals in the expanding realms of modern 
knowledge, which is ultimately neither Western nor Eastern. 
but the heritage of humanity as a whole. 

The new knowledge baa to some extent entered into hiln. 
1 
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in spite of himaelf; for much of it is true and indisputable, 
and he cannot refuse it. But, deeper down in his heart, the 
old emotions and feelinga of home and of Indian religion lie 
in most cases untouched. Here and there, the new know
ledge roots out the old, and the young man becomes (as 
Macaulay hoped he would become) Western in thought, but 
without the W estem springs of religion in his heart ; ' de
nationalized,• and knowing that he is no longer a true ' son 
of India.• Very rarely has he learnt how to blend the newer 
Western knowledge with the old culture of his motherland. 
There is perhaps the gravest evil inherent in any system of 
government that is controlled by those who do not share 
the culture of the people they seek to educate. 

For seventy years past (indeed, ever since Queen Victoria's 
Proclamation at the close of the Indian Mutiny), the official 
manifestoes issued by the Government of India, in the name 
of the Queen-Empress or King-Emperor, have been generally 
and increasingly sympathetic and progressive in tone. But, 
unfortunately, the Indian student knows only too well that 
these Royal Proclamations have seldom expressed the real 
opinion of those who have administered the Government of 
India on the spot. The Proclamations have been put forward 
by the Home Government, frequently in the teeth of the 
public opinion of the majority of British residents in India
including the official& of the Government itself ; and the 
British Preas in India has not hesitated to criticize and 
condemn these Proclamations with uncompromising vigour. 

In most cases, Government officen have carried out their 
duties along the lines of the official policy with integrity and 
honesty. But only in a few cases has there been any genuine 
approval of the measures inaugurated by the Home Govern
ment ; and, in the private talk of the European clubs, the 
real feeling of the Government community in India has 
found open expression. Through many channels, this has 
found its way to Indian ean. Moreover, a Government 
officer, however conscientious he may be in admioist:mng a 
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policy which has been entrusted to him by his superior 
authority, is not able to conceal, in his personal dealinp 
with Indian colleagues or subordinates, the real significance 
of his feelings. The more honest a man he is, the more will 
these become apparent. 

The effect of all this upon Indian opinion has been exceed, 
ingly serious ; it has created the impression that the official 
Proclamations issued by the Government of India in tht 
name of the Sovereign are mere ' camouflage,• and do not 
represent an honest intention to carry out the policy therein 
indicated. ' Profession • and ' practice • in these mattm 
seem to the Indian to be far apart in the Government fl 

India ; and this, perhaps more than anything else, 1w 
fatally undermined the belief (which undoubtedly wu 
widely prevalent in India a few decades ago) that, whatever 
might be the failures of British administration, it could at 
least be trusted to stand by its word. To-day, any reference 
to ' British honour • in India provokes only a scornful smile 
of contempt among educated Indians. 

No one can read the Indian Press without noticing what 
a large space is given to incidents which are alleged to exprea 
discourtesy or insult from Europeans to Indians. To read 
these columns, one might suppose that the European of 
to-day had surpassed all his predecessors in rudeness and 
violence. As a matter of fact, the reverse is probably trut. 
Europeans as a whole to-day are generally more careful than 
at any time in the previous history of India to avoid acts 
which would aggravate an already embittered situation. 
Occasional acts of rudeness do occur ; but they tend to 
occur less and less frequently, and they generally are depre
cated by the bulk of Europeans themselves. Nevertheless, 
the situation has not improved in this matter of personal 
relations between Indians and Europeans. 

The last fifty years have seen a change in the outlook of 
educated Indians (a change which is largely the direct resuh 
of the Government's policy of higher education) which 1w 
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been far more rapid and drastic than any corresponding 
change in the attitude of the British community toward& 
the Indian. The latter has undoubtedly improved on the 
whole ; but the movement toward& greater courtesy and 
consideration has been comparatively slow ; while, on the 
Indian side, the demand for equality in every department in 
life has advanced with far greater rapidity~ The result has 
been increasing misunderstanding and bitterness. 

Twenty, or even ten, years ago, the Government officer 
in a country district found that, if his attitude toward& the 
people was one of kindly patf'malism, they were more than 
satisfied, and met his benevolent attitude with grateful 
smiles. To-day, if he adopt.a the same attitude, or even if 
he adds to it an element of greater kindness, he finds him.,.lf 
met with scowls and criticism on the part of educated Indian 
young men in every town and village, who detect in his 
attitude a note of ' superiority,' which their fathers accepted 
u a matter of coune, but which they bitterly resent ; and 
their attitude in turn leads the Government officer to reprd 
them as ungrateful and insolent, and to lament the old daya 
when there was sincere good will between the sahib and 
the Indian people. 

These tendencies have been in progress for many yean 
past, and are familiar to all student.a of the Indian situation. 
But at the present time certain new features have entered 
the situation. 

First, there is the atmosphere of tlirilluaionment, in sharp 
contrast to the buoyant hopes and expectations of the Non
Co-operation movement of 1921-2. To those out.side India, 
that movement generally appeared 10 extravagant in it.a 
programme, 10 fantastic in it.a methods, that it is hardly 
realized how completely it gained the confidence of the great 
ID888 of younger Indians, particularly of-the student.a. Most 
of these sincerely believed that the goal of Indian self. 
government was almost within their reach. Mahatma 
Gandhi had 888ured them that it was within their power to 
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bring the Government of India to it.a knees ~thin a few 
months ; and, in the excitement of high hopes, they hardly 
paused to notice the eonditiou which he had ftrmly laid 
down~nditions which involved a spirit of absolute self. 
sacriftce for the national cause, and of sUBtained devotion 
through long periods of penecution. 

Weeks passed, and months, and yean ; and &till tbe 
foreign Government remained, outwardly at least, aa secure 
aa ever. And the young enthusiasts who had leapt to greet 
the 111\llennium began to relapse into disappointment and 
gloom, and to realize that their goal waa a good deal farther 
away than they had thought. Many of them began to 
wonder whether that goal would be reached at all within 
their own lifetime. 

So a characteristic of student life and thought in 1930 ii 
the note of disillusionment and disappointment, sometima 
verging into bitterness and pessimism. It is an atmosphere 
which, though quieter than the storms of 1921 and 1922, ii 
perhaps even more dangerous. The student strikes and 
fervid agitations of the Non-Co-operation period left the 
agitators exhausted and depressed. But there has been no 
rebuilding of mutual conftdence or restoring of mutual good 
will. The situation is still charged with 8U8picion and 
mistrust. 

Meanwhile, there has been a widespread rejection of the 
ideal of non-violenu, which was proclaimed so fervidly by 
Mahatma Gandhi in 1921, and acclaimed enthusiastically 
by the whole body of his supporten. When non-violent 
Non-Co-operation failed to bring immediate Home Rule, • 
large number of those who had professed themselves devoted 
followers of Gandhi began to express doubt.a and questiona, 
and to suggest that the use of force was the only lesson 
which the materialistic West really understood, and the 
only weapon by which subject-nations had ever gained their 
freedom. 

To-day, although Mr. Gandhi's gospel of non-violence 
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still holds the allegiance of a large pa.rt of India (including 
probably moat of its finest thinkers and men of character), 
nevertheless a large number of the rank and file have 
exchanged that gospel for the worship of force. To-day, 
that worship ftnds open and popular expression in all 
Nationalist circles. This is an important characteristic of 
student life in 1980 which distinguishes it from the student 
life of flve or six years earlier. 

Finally, there is the controversy over the Simon Commu
non, and more recently over the Viceroy's Pronouncement. 
These controversies are so recent, and events are moving so 
rapidly at the moment, that it is 8C8J'Cely possible to forecast 
the immediate future. It is fairly safe to predict, however, 
that Indian student opinion, now 88 at all times, will sym
pathize with the moat advanced and uncompromising 
demands, and will be inclined to denounce 88 traiton to the 
National cause all who show willingness to meet the ' powen 
that be ' half way. 

Is it, then, any use to try and understand an attitude so 
extravagant and unreasonable 'l Is there any prospect that 
any change of policy would conciliate student opinion T 
What do they really want ? Do they know themselves what 
they want, and are they prepared under any circumstances 
to modify their intransigent attitude ? 

In the mind of the Indian student, questions of honour 
(laat) loom much larger than questions of profit. To many 
Britons, the ultimate justification for British rule in India 
rests upon the solid material benefits which that rule has 
brought to the people of India, 88 well 88 to the people of 
England. The Indian student is inclined to question whether 
these national benefits to India have been 88 great 88 her 
rulers think. In any case, he insists that. however great 
these benefits may have been, they do-not counterbalance 
the disregard of personal self-respect, of national honour, 
which is inherent in any foreign system of government. 
He broods continually upon the fact that the Indian is not 
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the master of the destinies of India ; that the control of the 
future of the land is in hands alien to the soil ; that he 
himself, though compelled to remain a subject of the British 
Empire, is not allowed freedom of travel nor full rights of 
cimenship in large areas of that Empire ; that be is subject 
to petty annoyances in bis own country and in bis own 
penonal affairs, against which he has no redress, because the 
ultimate power rests in the hands of those who believe that 
the interests of their own people should have first considen
tion. All this breeds in bis mind a deep-rooted sense of 
grievance ; and this grievance is not outweighed by any 
material benefits whatever, real or imaginary. 

To many young Indians, for example, the essential ques
tion in regard to 'Dominion Status' or 'Complete Inde
pendence ' is not whether India will, or will not, ultimately 
remain within the British Empire, but whether India is, or 
is not, to have the right of deciding, as a self-governing 
nation, whether she wishes to remain ' within ' or ' without.' 
Once that right to decide were granted to India, a large 
number of Indians, even of the most extreme type, would be 
prepared to agree that, under present conditions, it would 
be to the advantage of India, as well as of the Empire, that 
India should remain as part of the Empire. But they stress 
the fact that the other Dominions, such as Canada and 
Australia, are, in effect, free nations voluntarily electing to 
remain associated with other free nations in a Common· 
wealth or Federation which bears the name of Empire, but 
which is, in fact, far removed from the ' Empires ' of old, 
ruled by a central despotic power. 

To the average Britisher, on the other hand, the necessity 
for India to remain within the British Empire is an axiom, 
which he is not prepared to see brought into question. On 
that basis alone is he willing to negotiate. It is this very 
pre-condition which seems to the Indian to violate India's 
national honour ; while to the Englishman any questioning 
of it violates the honour of Britain. It is tragic that, while 
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there is such a large measure of agreement between the best 
men on both sides regarding both the ultimate goal and the 
main lines of a satisfactory final settlement, there is alwa)'I 
this apparently unsurmountable barrier. 

Is there anything that can be done, then, to transform the 
present atmosphere of suspicion, misunderstanding, and 
misrepreaentation into a more wholesome atmosphere of 
mutual confidence and hope Y Perhaps the deepest need is 
for a tJUidcer ima,ination and insight which will bring a 
truer understanding of those whose background of life is 
different from our own. A policy of social separation from 
the people bas generally prevented the officen of the Govern
ment in India from attempting or even desiring to enter into 
any real penonal friendships with the people of India. Yet 
it is through such friendship alone that penons of different 
cultures are able to see a little into each other's hearts. 

A second urgent need is for a policy on the part of the 
Government of India which is couutent and Jearlaa. The 
story of the last fifty yean in India gives only too much 
credit to the suggestion that that policy bas consisted of 
long series of surrenden to popular Nationalist clamour, not 
from genuine conviction or generosity, but from weariness or 
even weakness. The concessions made have been immense; 
enormous strides have already been taken in the direction of 
Indian self-government. But these concessions have 80 

rarely been made with any real generosity, have 80 often 
been 80 much spoilt by the note of grudging surrender, that 
they have not produced that good will which might reasonably 
have been hoped for ; and have encouraged the Indian to 
think that nothing pays 80 well in India as agitation. H the 
British Government could make India believe that they had 
laid down a policy dictated by regard for the highest interests 
of India, and that from that policy they . would not be 
deflected either by threats or cajolements, great service 
would be rendered to the cause of undentanding and mutual 
respect. 
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There is also great need for the restoration of the atmo
sphere of laonufy. Professions of good will towards India &ft 

made in abundance in the columns of the British Press in 
India, and on the occasions of public dinners, by those who 
represent European interests. But these professions often 
have a ring of insincerity about them. The real trend of 
opinion is reflected in the after-dinner talk at the European 
clubs or in the abnosphere of the business office or the 
railway station. And the Indian student is quick to notice 
the contrast between practice and profession. It would be a 
gain to good relations between the two peoples if either 
professions of generosity could be a little abated or good will 
shown a little more in act as well as in word. 

In short, the crux of the present situation is the restoration 
of better personal relations, especially between leading 
members of both communities. Without this, political 
changes will have little more effect than the shuffling of a 
pack of cards from which all • honours ' have been removed. 
You may change the system of government ; but a back
ground of suspicion and mistrust will render any system 
ineffective. On the other hand, given a measure of mutual 
confidence and respect, even an inadequate system of 
government is capable of steady improvement and evolution ; 
particularly among a people such as the Indians, who are 
unusually quick to respond to any gesture of friendship. 

For the future welfare of India, therefore, the personalities 
of those who guide and lead her destiny are more important 
than their political labels or theories. The past ten yean 
have seen instances of statesmen and rulers in India whose 
theories have been liberal and progressive, but whose per• 
sonalities have been marked by a frigidity and a note of 
superiority which has debarred them from winning the 
affection of the Indian people. Others there have been 
(among them, the present Viceroy) whose political traditions 
are such that they might have been expected to be less 
sympathetic to Indian aspirations. but who, by virtue of 
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qualities of sympathy and grace, have created an atmosphere 
of confidence and friendship. On such foundations alone 
can England and India build securely together for the days 
that lie ahead. 

E. c. DEWICK. 

DIPLOIIACY IR TRI IIGBTIEIITII CIN'IVRY 
Slulliu in EigldenlA-Cewblry Dipltmtat:y, 17.0-17'8. By Sir Richard 
I.,odae. (John Munay. 121. 64.) As Professor of History in the 
University of Edinburgh and Ford Lecturer at Oxford. thia 111bject 
bu long occupied Sir Richard Lodge'• attention. Hi■ experience u 
1 teacher hu convinced him that the darke■t period in the history 
of Europe in the eighteenth century i■ that of the War of the Au■-
trian Succeuion. After the Great War he ■et himself to work out 
the activitie■ of Carteret at Hanau and Worm■ in the one year of 
bis greatneu, 1768, and then turned to the Treaty of Aix-la-Cbapelle. 
That he found couJd not be understood without investigating the 
activities of the fourth Earl of Sandwich at Breda and the Hague, 
uid the earlier relation■ of the Marqui■ d'~n with Sardinia 
uid the Dutch. Diplomacy was carried on under peat difficultiee 
where di■patche■ were often held up for days or week■ by advene 
winds, and were expo■ed to the risk of capture by an enemy ship or 
1 privateer, which capture might betray the secret of a cipher or 
even of a policy. Carteret was ou9ted from office in order to burke 
dU1CUSSion in Parliament ; Sandwich was hampered sorely by the 
Duke of Newcastle ·in arranging the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. 
Newcastle'■ egoti■m was nau■eating. He ' clamoured for the fullest 
recognition of hi■ ■ervices to the State, and whimpered like a spoiled 
child if the allowance of praise fell short of his expectations.' ' I am 
determined,' he wrote, • never to have any Minister in my department 
who tells me he i■ wi■er than I am.' 'He would have come down to 
hi■tory,' says Sir Richard, 'as the architect of his country'• ruin if 
he bad not found what he had 10 long dreaded-a masterful colleague 
in William Pitt.' Light ii thrown on the tangled diplomacy of 
the period and on the character and aim■ of the leading Engli■h and 
Continental politicians by Sir Richard Lodge's prolonged studies in 
the State papen and other ftnt-hand sources. 
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THI uw or LOVE 1 

AS a Jew writing for Jews the evangelist Matthew present.a 
Jesus in contrast to Moses as the new lawgiver, and the 

Sermon on the Mount as the counterpart of the law of Sinai. 
The main theme of the Sermon is the contrast between 
the new life and the old law. Pharisaic piety 88 well u 
scribal interpretations are condemned. Jesus fulfils the law, 
not by imposing more outward commands, but by giving 
the already given commands a more inward content. Anger 
and contempt for others are condemned, and not murder 
only. The lustful look is forbidden. 88 well 88 the adulteroua 
deed. The casuistic distinction in oaths is censured 88 well 
88 their violation ; and the practice of speaking truth, 
abolishing the need of oaths, is enjoined. Here Jesus moves 
from the outward obedience to the inward disposition ; 
respect for others, restraint of temper, purity of desire, 
sincerity of mind, are what the new life will produce u 
the fruit of the Spirit. 

Two of the illustrations of this contrast of old law and 
new life may in this article receive separate treatment, for 
two reasons : ( l) they are illustrations, not of individual 
commandments, 88 against murder, adultery, and perjury, 
but of fundamental characteristics of the old law, namely 
the principle of retaliation, the le~ talionia, the basis of 
ancient justice, and the restriction of the scope of moral 
obligation. the mark of Jewish exclusiveness. (2) To both 
of them is opposed what Jesus on another occasion declared 
to be the supreme principle of morality, love for all men, 
enemies 88 well as friends. Not confining myself to these 
two illustrations, but placing them in the wider context of 
Jesus's teaching generally, I shall treat the whole subject of 
Christian Love. 

• Matthew v. 88--48. 
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(i.) We must first of all attempt to discover the content of 
love by an analysis of its psychic facton. While emotion is 
the prominent and dominant feature in love, as the term is 
usually understood. it seems necessary to insist that emotion 
cannot be detached from thought, or from action, and that 
love is an exercise of the whole penonality. Christian love 
involves (to put the matter summarily) a judgement of 
value, a sentiment of interest, and a purpose of good. 

(I) Although it is tempting with Moffatt to read ' the 
second and third clall8e8 of verse 22 as a rabbinic comment 
upon the closing words of vene 21,' restoring the text as 
follows : 'Whosoever murden must come up for sentence ; 
whosoever maligns his brother must come before the 
Sanhedrin ; whosoever curses his brother must go to the fire 
of Gehenna,' yet, even in this case, Jesus may be regarded 
as endoning the censure of contempt for the mental capacity 
or moral character of another. His teaching about the value 
to God of the individual soul in the parables of the Lost 
Sheep and the Lost Coin justifies the assumption that the 
love He enjoins involves a recognition of the UJOrlJa of another 
as the child of the heavenly Father. Kant's insistence on 
the recognition of humanity in another as the basis of moral 
obligation is akin to this. Such a recognition of worth does 
not, however, exclude a sense of the unUJOrlJainu• of another 
as sinful. Indeed, it is the ideal flJOrlA which must be the 
measure of the actual unflJOrlAinu•. But even then the 
recognition of worth will forbid rash and hanh judgement, 
reckless and cruel censure. A Christian will shrink from 
thinking the wont, and strive to think the best possible of 
othen. 

(2) Where there is the judgement of value, there will also 
be the sentiment of interest. We must l;,e interested in those 
whom we value. But we must give the word interest the 
full meaning which its origin, Latin inter ut, allows. It 
means that we have a common life with those we love, that 
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we rejoice with them in their joys, and mourn with them in 
their griefs, in so far 88 these are in accord with their worth, 
and do not spring out of their unworthiness. For the judge
ment of value must control the sentiment of interest. Sinful 
pleasures or pains we cannot share, except in compauion 
for the objects of our affection, that such are their joys or 
griefs. When conscience forbids that we should feel wid 
them, affection allows that we should feel for them. In any 
case, indifference is impossible i some sentiment of joy or 
sorrow there must be. 

(8) In the normal psychic process, expression completes 
impression and affect. Thought and feeling issue in action. 
Even when the circumstances forbid the action, there is the 
purpose of good. Where love is, the good of another ia 
always willed, even when it cannot at once be done. While 
lesser and lower goods are not excluded, the purpose of good 
must be the realization of the 'flJOrlJa of the personality loved, 
and the recovery from the un'flJOrllainua. Christian love 
means that 88 children of God we desire and endeavour to 
win others for the same relation to God. 

(ii.) This conception of love seems to me to remove two 
difficulties. • 

(1) How can there be a lau, of love, how can love be 
enjoined ? If love were only a spontaneous emotion, an 
individual attraction, no command could enforce it. But 
we can direct our attention, and we can control our volition. 
Let it be frankly admitted that between persons there seem 
to be natural affinities and natural repulsions. Some people 
we cannot help liking, and others we cannot avoid disliking ; 
and we cannot simply force these inclinations towards, or 
away from, others. But love is not merely liking. We may 
direct our attention to the 'flJOrlJa of another 88 the object of 
God's love, to his tffl'l«lrllaineu 88 evoking the grace of God 
in forgiveness i and if we practise, 88 we may, such thin.king 
about others, we shall reach that judgement of value which 
is the first element in love ; and that judgement will modify 
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the feeling of like or dislike, enhancing the one, and restrain
ing the other. Still more, if we form the habit of willing the 
good of othen, and of doing them good 88 we have oppor
tunity, there will be a reaction on our sentiments towards 
them. Even if emotion does not follow expression. as some 
psychologists hold, namely, that we are sad because we cry 
or sob, and glad because we laugh, there is no doubt that 
volition and action do affect emotion. We come to feel 
kindly to those of whom we think justly and to whom we act 
rightly. It is not honesty, as some men boast, to say and to 
do to others just 88 we think of them or feel towards them. 
It is not hypocrisy to treat others in word and deed better 
than our thoughts about them or feeling towards them 
would prompt; for, by acting rightly, we discipline our
selves to think truly and feel kindly. 

(2) What does loving our neighbour as ourselves mean? 
Does it mean that we wish him to be as selfish as in our worst 
moments we might wish ourselves to be ? This love to self 
and neighbour must be determined by, and subordinate to, 
our love for God with .iiJ our mind and soul and strength. 
The self to be loved is the self that thus seeks and strives to 
live for God ; and love to othen means that we do not 
hinder, but help them all we can so to live for God. As the 
greater includes the less, it does not exclude care for the 
bodily needs of others, for we desire our own needs met ; 
but it primarily includes concern for the Kingdom of God 
present and dominant in them as in us. It does not involve 
quantitative equality, but recognizes qualitative differences 
in vocation, function, position within the society. A hus
band's love for his wife or a wife's love for her husband doea 
not involve the same duties, but complementary ; so is it 
of teacher and scholar, ruler and subject. What love does 
require is that mutual duties, whatev~ they be, shall be 
done 88 thoroughly and fully as would be desired, were the 
positions reversed. What the Golden Rule means is that I 
aball do, u far as I can, for another, in view of his vocation, 
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function, and relations, what I should desire to have done 
to me, in view of my position. Love thus involves, not 
identity of action, but such a variety as shall promote unity 
within the society. 

II 

Having defined the nature of Christian love, we must next 
seek to determine its range. {I) This is indicated in the 
second of the two passages under consideration. Jesua 
opposes Himself to Jmah, ezcltuiveneaa. He condemns the 
saying, which, if not as regards the second part expressly 
recorded, yet gives the restrictive sense in which the Je1t1 
generally accepted their moral obligations. ' You must love 
your neighbour and hate your enemy.' The Jew understood 
by neighbour a fellow countryman ; and, in the parable of 
the Good Samaritan, Jesus overthrows this barrier. The 
enemy for the Jew in the time of Christ was every Gentile, 
especially the Roman oppressor. As addressing His disciples 
especially, Jesus had in view their persecutors for the 
gospel's sake (verses 10-12). But we must not limit the 
range of the love required of Christian disciples to this par
ticular instance. As God's beneficence in nature is universa~ 
without even being restrained by distinction of character in 
men, 80 must Christian love be impartial. While Jesus, u 
Jewish Messiah, and fulfilling God's promises to the covenant 
nation as such, confined His brief ministry to the lost sheep 
of the house of Israel, His attitude to Gentiles and Samari
tans, in His occasional contacts with them, showed that Ilia 
love was not 80 confined. The restriction was due to 
temporary expediency, and not to permanent principle; His 
rejection by the Jews would have been more complete had He 
approached the Gentiles or the Samaritans. St. Paul bad 
the mind of Christ in the universalism he 80 often proclaimed. 
In Christ the differences among men that caused divisiona 
had been transcended in a common life in Him as God'• 
children. The barriers had fallen between Jew and Gentile, 
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Greek and barbarian, bond and free, learned and unlearned, 
male and female. If Christian love must extend to the 
enemy, it must surely embrace all men. To-day aocial, 
national, and racial differences threaten the divisions which 
Christian love must bridge ao as to secure the unity of all 
mankind in Christ. 

(2) The affirmation of this Christian universalism must 
be guarded against a misconception. Venea '6 and 47-'For 
if you love only those who love you, what reward do you 
get for that? do not the taxgatherers do as much ? And 
if you only salute your friends, what is special about that ? 
do not the very pagans do as much?' (Moffatt'a Translation) 
-may seem a depreciation of natural affection and the 
ordinary aocial relations. Jesus does not condemn this 
restricted interest as bad; it is good, but His disciples are 
expected to exceed the righteousness of scribes and Pharisees 
even (verse 20). It is true that Jesus does not deal in such 
detail u does Confucius with the varying relations in human 
aociety, husband and wife, parent and child, brother and 
brother, friend and friend, ruler and subject. But when 
occasion arose, He recqrnized the existence of such relations, 
and enforced their corresponding obligation,. The reference 
to the unclean look and to divorce, in the Sermon as well as 
elsewhere, show what His view of marriage was as a divinely 
constituted union which it .is sinful for man to dissolve. 
Bis enforcement of the duty of children to parents in con
demnation of scribal casuistry is a recognition of the obliga
tions of this relationship. When a brother aought His 
intervention in a family dispute, He rebuked the motive of 
the request. Among His disciples were three, James, John, 
and Peter, whom He drew to Himself in closer intimacy. 
The home of Bethany was dear to Him, and Mary especially 
had chosen the good part of sympathy. with Him in His 
passion. I do not identify' the disciple whom Jesus loved• 
with John, the aon of Zebedee, and thus another may be 
included in the circle of His intimates. His patriotism 

12 
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appears in His lament over Jerualem; Ilia acceptance of 
the olailll8 of the State in Ilia teaching on tribute to Caesar; 
Illa filial affection in Hi■ committal of His mother, even on 
the croaa. to the guardianship of His beloved disciple. 
Chri11tian love does not exclude, but purifies and enhances, 
the natural affections and the ordinary social relationa. 
Some social distinctions, such as slavery involves, it baa 
abolished, as irreconcilable with the Christian estimate fi 
the value, the liberty, and the dignity of every man. It 
does not appear, however, to be likely that national peculiari
tiea will be all merged in a neutral cosmopolitanism, but it 
ia more probable that they may be preserved· in a varied 
intemationali&m. One thing Christian love must do ; it 
must condelllll and destroy all differences among men that 
breed suapicion and h0&tility, that make men enemies of oae 
another ; fOl" in Christ all enemies mwit be reeonciled. 

(8) There are, however, two limitations on the claim u. 
\b~ natlff&l affeetiona and ordinary aocial relationship1 
whiob the teaching of Je&U1 unpoees. (a) Firnl11, all thea 
91uat be subordinated to the higher claim of the Kingd0111 
of God. In Bia aoawer to His mother at Cana He affirmed 
\bat in the fulfilment of His vocation ahe must not use hs 
mother's authority, or claim her Son's obedience. He called 
BUI ditciples to forsake home and kindred to follow Him; 
and. in comparison with their d~votion to Him, to bate father i 

and mother. While in monasticism this 1ubmission may 
have &Slumed a fonn not alwaya in accord with the will of 
Christ. to Ilia inexorable demand for auch surrender, when 
neces&ary for Hi1 sake and cauae, there can be no challenge. 
(b) Seconal11, aa the claim of the Kiol(iom is higher, 10 thOIC 
who acknowledge that Kingdom are brought into a more 
intunate relation to one another. Jesus. rejecting the inter
ference with Bi, ministry by Hia mother and brethrea, 
declafed \hat tbe&e relationships muat yield to the relatioa
abip CQDSt.iwted b)' tlw one purpoee of obedienQe to God. 
U.. we aay, from Hil wordt. junify t;,be Mt,iaetiQI 
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recogni7.ed In the primitive community between philatlelplaia 
and philtml1eropic, love of the brethren and love of men. 
1be love which is to be diffused among all mankind may, u 
it were, be focused with greater intensity within the 
Christian fellowship. We have not preserved the word 
plilanthropia as we have the word plailadelphia, and in a 
great measure the abaence of the word is an indication of 
the absence of the idea. Christian fellowship within the 
Church to-day does not represent a more intense and intimate 
affection than the relationship in the world outside. The 
Church is thus less vitally and effectively the body of Christ, 
the organ of His love towards mankind. A renewed phila
delphia would be an attractive pattern and penuasive motive 
of a renewed philanlhropia. In the Church. Christian love 
should be at its fullest and freest. Natural affectiom and 
10Cial relations may be sublimated into spiritual devotions 
by love. But beyond these love must reach out to all men, 
not limited by any barrier, not even the ba.rrien hostility 
may raise. For this love returns good for evil. and triumphs 
over bate in enduring the evils which it may inflict. It 
returns a bleui.ng for a curse, and prayer for penecution. 
It is as impartial in its beneficence as is God in giving IRID• 

lbine and shower to evil and good, just and unjust. 

III 

It is from this broad standpoint of the supreme principle 
of religion and morality, the equal love of self and neighbour, 
\hat we must subject to cloeer scrutiny the teaching of 
Jesus about non-resistance to eTil, about the meaning of 
which there is 10 widespread difference of judgement in the 
Christian Church. 

(1) Between the aeneral principle and this particular 
imtance of the conduct required of a Cbristian theN is a 
bridge. over which we mlllt, • it were, .,... An application 
of Christian love to which Je8111 allOWI DO seeption ii the 
duty of J.,,_,_.. llua'1 need of the diw.e fagiveaea is 
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universal; Jesus expressly enjoins as a condition of that 
forgiveness the duty of human forgiveness ; and the absolut.e 
demand is nowhere qualified. • H you forgive men their 
trespasses. then your heavenly Father will forgive you; 
but if you do not forgive men, your Father will not forgive 
your trespasses either' (Matt., verses H, 15, Moffatt). 

This teaching presents such difficulties to our thought that 
we must examine it very closely and carefully. (a) Firll 
of all what do we mean by forgiveness ? Although com
mon usage does not make the distinction between the two 
words, it is useful to distinguish pardon and forgiveness. 
This distinction has been fully and clearly put by a writer 
on Christian ethics, Dr. F. A. M. Spencer, in his book, Tit 
Theory of Ch.rut'a Eth.iu, p. 186. • There are two words in 
English with allied but distinguishable meanings ; pardon 
and forgiveness. The former term is perhaps the more 
dignified term ; the latter suggests greater intimacy and 
tenderness. A king pardons a subject ; a parent forgives • 
child. When a king pardons a criminal he remits the penalty 
to which the latter has rendered himself liable. When 1 

father forgives his child, he receives him back into lovina 
intimacy. God is to men both King and Father, and, at 
least. if we believe that He punishes, we may think of Him 
as both pardoning and forgiving in the senses defined. If 
Be punishes and then restores to intimacy, He may be said 
to have refused pardon but to have forgiven. In any case, 
refusal to pardon by no means prevents subsequent restora
tion to the affectionate intercourse which characterizes tht 
relation of parent and child.' 

(b) The Christian's duty as a child of God is to forgive, 
and if forgiveness demands pardon, also to pardon ; but in 
some cues love may require that the consequences of sin 
should be endured ; but the assurance of forgiveness will 
make them not merely penal, but remedial. This distinction 
is important for dealing with the passage before us. Forgive
ness may not always demand non-resistance of wrong ; it 
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may even impose the duty of restraint, reproach. and 
penalty. 

(c) The description of forgivene&1 u receiving-back into 
loving intimacy raises a further question. Such intimacy ii 
a mutual relation between the forgiving and the forgiven. 
It cannot be secured until there is repentance, the confession 
of sin, and the plea for forgiveness by him who has done the 
wrong. Must love then wait for thia change of heart! No, 
for we may distinguish the will to forgive, which should at 
once be the response to the wrong done, and the full realiza
tion of that loving purpose when the forgiveneBB sought can 
be received. Nay, love, even, will lose no opportunity and 
use all the means at its command to evoke penitence. God 
did not wait for the world's repentance to send its Saviour, 
but that sacrifice saves in evoking the penitence as well as 
conveying the pardon. Love may allow the loved to suffer 
in forgiving ; but love also suffers with the loved so that 
forgiveness may be fully received. 

(2) These considerations will show how mistaken is the 
method of isolating these particular instances of non
retaliation as if they were an absolute decree to be literally 
obeyed in all circumstances. In dealing with this passage 
we must consider the historical situation to which it applies, 
the conditions which confront us in life of which it does not 
take account, and the validity of the claim for general 
application which many pacificists, if not all, make fot it. 

(a) Jesus is here contrasting the new life of the Christian 
disciple with the old law, the la lalionia, retribution, the 
infliction of penalty, commensurate with offence. While 
the first instance He gives refers to the violent action, probably 
in anger, of one person towards another, the second deals 
with litigation, and the third with forced labour, the com
pulsion on civilians to carry burdens, exercised as a right by 
Roman soldiers on the march. The last does not seem to 
belong to thia context at all, unless we assume that the 
beggar or borrower would exercise some coercion, which 
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might be resisted. It is a counsel addreaed to the people 
generally to submit to the oppression of the Romans, or te 
the disciples in particular to accept the penecution which 
might fall on them for their faith. The policy of the Zealota, 
one of whom became a disciple, is here as elsewhere rejected. 
His cause Jesus would not sustain by any use of force, but 
He expected its triumph by endurance and sacrifice. The 
disastrous result of the Jewish rebellion against Rome ia 
.£.D. 70 on the one hand, and the triumph of the martyn 
over the hostility of the Roman Empire on the other hand, 
prove the wise foresight of Jesus. But can we generalue 
this counsel aa to be followed in all circumstances? Wen 
the Protestants of Holland wrong in their struggle for, and 
achievement of, political independence and religious liberty t 
llany Christians will hesitate in giving a confident affirmative 
answer. 

(b) But the passage does not put before WI all the condi
tions which must be brought into account. Jesus is not 
here referring to the responsibility of one man for the good 
of another. Even if in certain circumstances it might bt 
my duty to suffer hurt by submitting to violence myself, 
can it always be my duty to stand aside and let another, 
wife or child, suffer hurt ! May not resistance for the sake 
of the transgressor himself, to tum him from his evil waya, 
be a duty, if love's plea has proved unavailing? Have not 
citizens a responsibility for the suppression of vice 811d 
crime, and the maintenance of law and order ? Is anarchy 
the inevitable conclusion from this teaching of Jesus 'I U 
a Government is responsible for the restraint of violence 
within its own borden, has it no responsibility to the people 
it governs for resistance of violence from another nation t 
I should answer all these questions affirmatively. I cannot 
accept the extension of the principle of love and forgivenell 
10 far as to exclude all restraint or resistance of wront 
doing within a nation or between nations. 

(e) Dr. F. A. M. Spencer puts the case against pacificiam I 
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in a concrete illustration. ' U l were t.aldng my child on a 
journey through a lawless country, would it not be righfl 
for me to protect hi• or her penon from brutal out~ 
just by letting people see that I have a revolver T Or if I 
am travelling alone, ought I not similiarly to safeguard my 
own penon for the sake of my children at home T The 
moral interest■ of thoee who might be tempted to murdel' 
or to outrage me or my child would appear to demand thi, 
measure,'• As regards war, not only the Christian conscience; 
but the moral judgement of the m01t cultured and civilized 
nations, has reached, or is so far on the way to, the conclusiod 
that to use war as an instrument of policy, or to refuse any 
available means of the peaceful settlement of differences, is 
an international crime. I am myself convinced that a 
Christian citizen would not only be entitled, but under 
obligation, to refuae any kind of support or service to • 
Government guilty of such a crime. The only problem which 
now remaina for Christian oaeuistry in the good aenae la 
tbil : if a country is invaded, or even if it.I vital interest, 
are so usailed as to imperil the people's welfare, must th• 
Christian citizen refuse to fight, or to help his country in an:, 
way T I should not dare to condemn aa wrong him who so 
~118Cd ; but I should, as now advised, be moved to approvt 
u right him who obeyed his people's ca11. But I must add • 
it 11eem1 to be a lamentable error of judgement to be pressing 
this question always to the front as some pacificistl are alway1 
doing, and 10 dividing the Church, instead of seeking to unit. 
the Church in support of the practical policy, now possible 
in the present political situation, for preventing war, and 
promoting peace, so that the situation will never arise when 
the Chri■tian citizen will be required to solve this problenl 
of individual duty. 

(d) Whether restraint or resistance is-legitimate mult be 
decided on the broader issue. What in the given circum
ltances will advance the best interests, not only of individui. 

• T"6 T,._,., of Cllrilt'• Baw, p. M. 
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but also of communities, indeed, of all mankind ? Would 
submission to wrong always advance those interesta ? While 
sacrificial love is, in Christ, God's method of reconciling and 
redeeming mankind, and should ever be the inspiration of 
all Christian effort, the question remains, can grace at once 
and always supenede law ? Must forgiveness, the desire for 
and effort to restore the relations of love, always include 
pardon (to revert to the distinction already made)? We 
cannot here, in my judgement, indulge in absolute universal 
judgements. We must, in each situation. discover what will 
effect the purpose of love. 

IV 

(1) The motive and the pattern of Christian love is the 
love of God, as revealed and realized in Jesus Christ u 
Saviour and Lord. Jesus 888umes that it is the aspiration 
of the child of God to be like God the Father ; the perfection 
which in this passage is set before the Christian disciple u 
his pattern is the impartial love of God as shown in nature. 
The Father in heaven • makes His sun rise on the evil and 
the good, and sends rain on the just and unjust' (verse 45). 
In the following chapter (verses 28 and 28) Jesus appeals, u 
proofs of God's goodness, to the feeding of the wild birds 
and the clothing of the lilies of the field. For Him, as Son 
knowing the Father, nature was not • red in tooth and claw,' 
the scene of a struggle for existence and the survival of the 
fittest only, it was the home of a Father caring for all in a 
goodness reaching to the lowliest of His creatures, and even 
disregarding the moral differences of men. Can we doubt 
which of the interpretations is nearest the heart of reality T 
A morality of love and forgiveness, according to Jesus'• 
witness, is not contrary to the nature of things. a challenge 
of reality, but in accordance with the ultimate cause and final 
purpose of the Universe, the lo\ring heavenly Father. In the 
Epistles this appeal is not to God's goodness in nature, but 
His grace in redemption. The imitaton of God, • as beloved 
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cbildren, are kind one to another, tender-hearted, forgiving 
each other, even u God also in Christ forgave• (Epb. iv . 
•• v. 1). 

(2) Not only is God the pattern of love, He is also the 
soorce. God's generous love evokes man's grateful love, and 
that grateful love not only returns to God, but expands in 
a generous love to fellow men. We not only love God 
because He first loved us, but the love of God in Christ 
coostrains us, that is directs and controls the currents of 
our sentiment and action into the Christlike love, forgiveness, 
and service towards men. 

(a) Between this absolute love to God and the equal love 
to self and neighbour there is no rivalry or opposition, as a 
one-sided piety bas often imagined. Pascal, to give one 
illustration, great as be was, fails to reproduce the piety of 
the New Testament. • God has made man with two loves
one for God, the other for self-with this law, however, that 
our love for God should be infinite-that is, without any end 
but God Himself-but our self-love finite, and leading beyond 
our&elves to God.• He also regards the love of our neighbour 
u to be swallowed up in God. Von Hugel, in contrast, 
recognizes two levels at which life may be lived, one among 
men with our natural affections, and one in which all such 
affections are renounced, and the life is entirely devoted to 
the cultivation of the love of God. In my judgement even 
this is a mistaken view. 

(b) U God is the universal Father, if He not only desires 
the love of all His children for Himself, but also that in 
common life with Him by His Spirit they should grow in 
likeness to Him, in an impartial goodness such as He shows 
in nature, in a sacrificial grace, such as is revealed in Jesus 
Christ, th~ it seems to me to follow inevitably that a man 
will not increase bis love for God by contracting bis interest 
in and effort for man. Love for God can be best cultivated, 
not in isolation, but in society, in the doing of the daily duty 
towards others, in the growth of the human affections, in the 
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aervice which furthers the fulftlment of God'• purpose on 
earth. There i• an individual relation between the Father 
of all and each of these children ; but this relation will be 
impoverished if it is separated from, or opposed to, the 
relation of the children to one another. The Lord's Prayer 
has always • our.' never 'my.' Men loving one another 
should pray together, should feel their common bodily 
needs. and should have a aenae of the sin and the temptation 
which all share. In thia ideal of love, forgiving and serving, 
we are at the very core of Chriatian religion and morality; 
if it were realized, mankind would indeed be a new creation, 
the old thinga pused away and all things become new; 
God the Father would become the whole life of all men. 

AuuD E. G.nvm. 

• Some &ponenu of Jlymeal Belip,n. By Rufus M. Jones. (Epworth 
Press. &..) To Professor Jones the mystic is one who insists on a 
wider range of ftnt-hand acquaintance with direct experience than 
that confined to the operation of the ftve 11e111e1. Buddha • had 
lived his way down below the swface-life, and seems to speak out 
of eternity, as all supreme prophets and spiritual creaton do.' The 
entire life of Christ was marked by flnt-hand operience of God. 
St. Paul wu primarily a mystic rather than a theologian. The 
mystical strain was fundamental to his nature, and not derhred from 
outside sources. The experience of God which surges into the 
myltic's consciousness seems to him its own evidence of God. • It 
carries with it the same #JIM of reality that attends the ~ption of 
mountains or the sound of oncoming trains of cars. After this 
exposition of mystical experience we have studies of great mystics. 
Few men have shaped the thought and coloured the spiritual experi• 
ence of the W estem world as Plotinus has done. Eckhart is the 
towering figure in the unique procession of mystical geniuses in the 
fourteenth century. In Luther the myltical and forensic types of 
religion blended. Brownina'• poetry show■ a deep and vital experi
ence of God; Walt Whitman's life and writings reveal his absolute 
certainty of an inner spiritual world of Life and Love which overbrirm 
the world of atoms and molecules. The ltudies of these great expon· 
enta of spiritual religion is followed by a akelcb of ' Mystical Life and 
Thought in America.' • There is a strong spiritual strain in our 
eompoaite blood, we rise naturally to the call of duty. We quickly 
feel the appeal to help to build a better world for unborn peratiODL 
We are like Jacob of old; we can aee where lies our main chance 
for good returns, and yet on occasion we too can see angels, as be 
did. and feel them tuam, at us, to pull our better aelf free.' 



( 1ST ) 

BUI. TB AND RELIGION 

IT is not always recogni7.ed that diaeue and ill health are 
the enemies of healthy religion. Maximum spiritual 

efficiency cannot be reached apart from maximum physical 
efficiency. Or, in more popular language, you cannot be u 
good u you might be unless you are u physically ftt u you 
eaD be. 

Already in the minds of eome readers this will be chal
lenged. They will point to the suffering sainta and a.qrue 
that it is their suffering which hu been the cause of their 
saintliness. Or they will point out thoae many heroic 
illustrations of men and women who day by day manifelt 
1 fine Christian spirit and yet who are battling apiml 
l()Dle crippling disability in their body. 

A little careful thinking, however, will prove to us that 
the saints have become what they are, not through IUfferillf, 
but in apite of it. Suffering hu no automatic power to 
make WI good. You may test this for younelf the next 
time you stand on the dentist's doorstep. The normal rault 
of auffering ui resentment, bitterneu, and depression. Men 
have become saints, not through suffering, but through their 
attitude to suffering. In other words, IUffering baa awakened 
their spiritual forces and mobili7.ed them into activity where 
previously these forces were dormant. It ia impossible to 
suggest that Jea111 would have been ftner in character if 
Be had been diabetic or lame, or that in curing physical 
disability He removed what wu a spur to spiritual develop
ment. Given the spirit is fully awakened, spiritual health 
ia much more complete and radiant when the spirit functiona 
through a eound body than when it functions through an 
imperfect and diseased body. And concerning the suffering 
mints, while their suffering calla for our highest admiration, 
it atill remaina true to say that, bad their spirit been 
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awakened as completely by some other means. their person
ality, regarded as a religious force, might have been an even 
greater thing if the physical body through which it expressed 
itself had been a more perfect medium. The case of ou, 
Lord's spiritual life shows that physical well-being and good 
health need not necessarily mean that the spirit is not func
tioning at its highest. • So-and-so would never have been 
the saint he is,' writes a correspondent to me, • if he had 
always had blue skies above him.' Aa far as • blue skies' 
mean physical health, the case of Jesus would seem to dis,. 
prove this, and the spiritual life of Jesus was not moft 
perfect when the body through which it was manifested 
was tortured on the cross than when, in the full prime and 
vigour of His perfect physical manhood, He aroee, newly 
baptized, from the waters of Jordan ready to begin that 
strenuous work to which God had called Him. The daya 
of the necessary association between weakness and piety, 
of the pale young curate type who bied to dislike his meals, 
sat up until the early hours burning • midnight oil,' despising 
athletic exercise and regarding his physical organism as a 
• vile body,' have gone for ever. 

Much has been said in recent psychology of the tremendo111 
effect of the mind over the body. The limits of this influence 
have not yet been found, and I should be the last to disparage 
them. I have seen wonderful results in this realm, and shall 
return to some of them later in this article. The mind is 
capable of altering the temperature of the body, the speed 
of the heart-beat, and the quantity of the secretions. It 
can build up tissues, and in abnormal states can make the 
touch of the finger btD"D like the touch of a red-hot iron, and 
can make the touch of a red-hot iron painless. We have 
probably all noticed that one sentence of bad news, or, if 
you like, one idea received into the mind, can make the tear 
glands function, the sweat glands exude perspiration, the 
heart race, the temperature fall, the respiration alter, the 
hair to stand up on the head. and in intense agony of mind 
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e,n even make blood exude through the pores of the skin. 
What I want to point out now is that to give full recog

nition to the power of the mind over the body must not 
mean that we overlook the tremendous effect of the body 
over the mind. The alteration of the proportion of glandular 
aecretions, even the fact that a penon is not drinking enough 
water or is suffering from constipation, or, notoriously, from 

' 101De liver complaint, may mean pessimism, doubt, depres
sion, until his very faith in God is damaged. If the 
windows of the body are dirty or smoked over, the light of 
heaven cannot make radiant the rooms of life. Any one, 
for instance, who has known a patient under treatment 
with thyroid or insulin will know that he develops symp
toms which an unskilled observer would regard as psycho
aenic, that is, being entirely due to the state of the mind. 
But while with diseases suitably treated by thyroid and 
insulin there may be psychogenic facton as concomitant&, 
the real origin of the apparently psychical symptoms is in 
the disturbance of the balance of the secretions due to the 
physiological treatment-that is, the cause of the symptoms 
is in the body, and not in the mind. 

Let us think of an illustration which will make this clear. 
Think of the human penonality made up of the mind and 
the body (for the moment I include •soul• in the word 
' mind ') as a man playing a violin. The player is represented 
by the mind, or non-physical constituents, and the body is 
represented by the violin, through which the player expresses 
himself. The infiuence of the mind over the body is apparenL 
If the player is incompetent or diseased or crippled, then 
the music (that is the value of his personality to the com
munity) will suffer accordingly. In this illustration it is 
clearly obvious that if the violin is damaged, if it is cracked, 
if the strings are too tight or too loose, ~ckened or frayed, 
then, however ably played (however whole the mind), the music 
will suffer. The highest music is only possible when both 
player and violin are at their best, when mind and.body are 
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both at their muimum efficiency.• The fad that the 
physical body if diaeued hinden the perfect functionio« ci 
the spirit has aome support from delinquency statistics. Mr. 
Cyril Burt. in T~ Y OUft1 DelifltJ'Uffll. says : • Most repeated 
otrenden are far from robust. they are frail, sickly, and 
infirm. Indeed, so regularly is chronic mind disorder 
associated with chronic physical disorder that many have 
contended that crime ia a disease, or at least a symptom 
of a disease, needing the doctor more than the magistrat.e, 
physician rather than the whip. The frequency among 
juvenile delinquents of bodily weakness and ill health bu 
been remarked by almost every recent writer. In my owt 
series of cues nearly seventy per cent. were suffering from 
1Ucb defects, and nearly fifty per cent. were in urgent need 
of medical treatment.'• May we not. then, regard it as 11 

axiom that to be at one's best spiritually one must be at 
one's best physically. If I uk myself when I feel most like 
praying, I find that the anawer ia that I feel like praYina 
most, not when my body is tired or diaeued, but after, say, 
eighteen bola of golf, or three OI' four aets of tennis, or a 
good swim, when every nerve and muacle of the body ii 

• Perhape it may be added lbat the illuatrat.ion leavea the way 
open for a belief iD immortality. Sir Arthur Keith used the il1111-
tratioo of a candle-flame and candle as an illustration of the mind 
and body from which it would appear that when the candle wu 
abauated the 8ame WCllllld p out, and that the death of the body 
meant the quenchiua of the aouL We muat not take the illustration 
as though it were an argument, particularly the illustration of 
a lcientist who is dealing with a philosophical 1peeulation outside the 
province uf science. The illultratioa of the man and the violia 
representing the mind and body ii, at any rate, iD harmony with the 
findings of philoaophen from Socrates onwards. The man may 
fliDr the Yiolin away and 811181h it t.o atoms, but he himaelf remaim 
free. and may. if he lika. lake up IGllle other ioslrument with whioll 
t.o apresa his penonality. In other words, when the physical body 
la rotting in the grave the real essential ego ia free, and may manifest 
it•lflbJii9qh wbat8t. Paul called the apiritu1 body, t11nu,b anollllf 
imvumeat.fttted forlbellllt.blr life, 

•p. .... 
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tm,linf with the ,tow of physical health. Then there fa.Ila 
upon one that real desire.to pray, which, to the ~t bewil
dennent of many Christiana, rarely visit.a them. partly 
became. in the crowded. stuffy days. especially in winter, 
their bodie1 are n~ly alwaye functioning below normal 
efficiency and vitality. 

I want to etate now the antithesis of this point. and to say 
that to be at your best physically you must be at your 
best spiritually. It is perfectly true to say that maxi
mum physical efficiency cannot be reached without maximum 
spiritual efficiency. Or, again in more popular language. 
if you want to be aa fit u you might be, you must be aa 
p,d u you can be. Sin works the very devil in the physical 
l)'llern. lloet of us, meditating over that sentence. will 
think at once of venereal dieeue, but this is only a gross 
illuetration of the way in which sin i.ncun dieeue. Any 
liD, even in the world of thought, ie phylically bad for ua. 
It upeets eecretions. pulse rate. ' nerves • : it upeete, in • 
more technical phrue, the neuro-eomatic balance. Many 
will remember the illuetration of this that occun in Scott'• 
novel, TIN Talinum. The physician is about to adminis
ter a drug to Richard Coeur de Lion. The king is a little 
upicioue. and, reaching out hia hand, he feels hie own 
physician's pulse, and then saya, 'Thie is no poisoner of 
princes, or his own pulse would not beat eo quietly.' And 
when we remember how we have flushed in telling a lie, 
trembled before we did IODle evil thing, when the heart 
beat epiDat the ribs u if it would bunt, then we have 101De 

faint indication that, even if sin get.a no further than the 
ralme of the mind, it ia upsetting the normal functioning of 
the body. • How did he behave when you t.ued him with 
it I' Mid aome ene to a womaa whoee little boy had done 
Wl'ODI· • Oh, he denied it u uaual,' eai4 the mother, 'but 
fteD I waalled bia face I •w he was u white u a aheet.' 

A. a lllllltter of fact. na week puee1 but I have evidenae, 
wbieb ii 111tinly coa~ that many phyaieal ~ 
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especially those which the physician finds it hard accurately 
to diagnose and completely account for (such aa influena, 
sleepy sickness, paralysis, rheumatism, 'nerves'), can be 
traced back to some secret sin, or false emotion like fear 
and worry, which the cleansing of the.spirit by the grace, 
power, and forgiveness of God would entirely remove. Here 
is an extreme illustration to show what I mean. On an 
evening set aside for interviewing those people who have 
no definite appointment, a man presents himself at my door. 
He is in such a state of discontrol that one of my helpers ia 
hesitant whether to let him in or not. He jerks his head 
from side to side in a horrible way, his limbs suddenly laah 
out without any control, and when he has entered my room 
he stalks up and down until one wonders whether one is in 
the presence of a dangerous lunatic. Gradually he is per• 
suaded to lie on a couch and relax bis muscles, but he finds 
it almost impossible to control them. After most patient 
questioning, bis story comes out. He baa for his ' boss ' 1 

fine Christian man in a neighbouring city. He baa defrauded 
him, is still defrauding him, and pretending that the relation
ship between them is everything that it should be. Every 
kindness that bis boss shows him in this apparent illnea 
makes the illness worse. because it makes the confilct in hil 
mind more intolerable still. 

Let me explain in untechnical language what is the 
matter with him. It is established, of course, that the mind 
runs the body, that an involuntary process like the action 
of the limbs or even the beat of the heart would be impossible 
without the activity of the unconscious mind. Many thinga 
we learnt to do by the conscious direction of our mind are 
now carried through by the unconscious mind. For instance, 
a little child is taught to walk and its walli!ing demands the 
use of its conscious mind, but the mechanism of habit means 
that gradually walking becomes an unconscious procedure. 
The unconscious directs it and carries it out, leaving the 
conscious mind more free for the demands made upon it. 
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'l'bil is one of the economia of nature. To fora a hallit 
means that an action is earned oat with the me of the 
minimum amount of mental energy. Comcioua direction 
applied to all the thin(II a man doe, before he pea to lmsiJNW 
would mean fatigue before the day began. 

Now here is my patient, who up to a certain time wu 
healthy, whoae uneomcioua mind carries out perfectly it.I 
physical functiona. Then he sina, and to use picturesque, 
but not inacclD"ate, language, be put. this ain in a box deep 
down in the depths of his being, abut. the lid. and is des
perately anxioua that the lid should be kept shut. Now, 
think of the forces of the mind u a platoon of men whme 
business it is to control the bodily functions. Hy patient 
is 10 eager to keep that lid shut---the task of which becomee 
more and more difficult-that he calla man after man from 
hi, post to come and help hold down the lid of the bcm, 
until there are not enough men in the platoon left to do 
their mual duty, namely to nm the body and control it.I 
movement.I and proce81e1. Then the bodily functions of 
which they are supposed to be in cha.rp are neglected and 
go astray. In other words, he is using so much mental 
force in his repression that there is not enough mental 
energy left O'ler to run the JDACbinery of his body. 

Of colll"le, the cure is limple and direet. We must get 
into touch with his employer, we must put the whole situa
tion before him. The matter must be ltraightened out. The 
patient may in IODle way have to be punished, but his 
repression will cease and the forces within him will return 
to their right tub, and his cure will probably be brief if the 
diagn01i1 be correct. 

It should be remembered that this is an extzeme cae. 
but there are thon...,,... of people suffering for the same 
reason, who complain of wearinees, aleeplessne11, lack of 
appetite, flaccidity, that tired feeling, and IO on. Perhape 
they have refuaed to forgive some one or have nuned an 
injury for ymn, or perbapa they have done 101Det.bint yean 

18 • 
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ago which has never been opened to the cleansing winda 
of God's forgiving spirit. What they must do, with or 
without the help of some doctor of souls whom they can 
trust, is to bare the whole thing, so that the energies of the 
mind are not engaged in bottling up a guilty secret er 
worrying fear. A point of interest is to be noticed here, 
to which Dr. H. P. Newsholme has drawn attention in bia 
book. which may truly be described aa epoch making, 
Health, Diaeaae, and Integration. He points out that again 
and again for a slight injury-as slight, for example, as a 
blow on the head-{l()me people develop symptoms which 
can hardily be accounted for by the injury, which seem 
serious and out of all proportion to the injury. The reason 
is, that if there is repression and the forces of the mind have 
no reserves, then when they are called upon to deal with 
a shock caused by an injury, some other task within the 
organism is either not being done at all or being done 
imperfectly ; and the cure will probably have to involve the 
setting free of the mental energy used up by the repression. 
It cannot be said too often that the right thing is always 
the healthy thing, and the healthy thing is the right thing. 

The last point I have to make in regard to healthy religion 
is another way of showing that sin is bad for one. Let me 
start with an illustration drawn from Dr. Newsholme's 
book. and then make a deduction from it. • There is • 
well-known instance on record of absolutely sudden death 
carrying off a baby which, although previously in perfect 
health, sank dead on its mother'• boeom immediately after 
a meal. Previously to suckling her infant the mother had 
experienced a terrible mental shock occasioned by a fight 
between her husband and a soldier who happened to be 
billeted in the house. The mother, trembling with fear and 
terror, threw henelf furiously between the combatant.a, 
wrested a aword from the soldier'• band, broke it in pieces, 
and threw it away. Following on this violent excitement I 

the mother nuned her infant, with the result recorded.' 
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Dr. Newsholm.e goes on to say, ' There is no essential differ
ence in the mechanism between the secretion of milk by the 
breast glands and the secretion of saliva by the salivary 
glands, and of mucus by the mucous glands : so that emotion, 
if sufficiently intense, may conceivably produce a toxic 
change in the saliva, or in the mucus of the naso-pharynx. • 
This is indeed an eloquent comment on the power of the 
mind over the body. Our argument then runs as follows. 
Wrong thought.a and disturbing emotions, such as fear, 
worry, bate, are capable of making toxic poisoning in the 
body. This poison can only be eliminated by dealing with 
the causes ; the causes are false ideas and emotions. These 
can only be removed by introducing healthy ideas and 
emotions, and there are no ideas and emotions in the world 
so powerful in their effect.a as those of religion. Sir Maurice 
Craig, the famous Harley Street specialist, put.a the matter 
in an amusinar way : ' A bitter word, a quarrel, bad temper, 
and the very pepsin of your stomach loses it.a power. A 
forgiving spirit, a cheery word, a radiant happiness, and 
you can eat ice-cream and pickles, crab and ginger-beer, 
without a thought of to-morrow.' It is very interesting to 
feel that Paul's words, that we are to keep on thinking of 
whatever is pure, holy, and of good report, have support 
from a consideration of physical health. For by so thinking 
we can prevent the manufacture of, and drive out (if there 
be any}, those toxic substances which poison the very blood 
and secretions. Another argument is arrived at supporting 
the former contention : that you cannot reach roaxirn•un 
physical efficiency unless you are as good as you can be. 

We thus reach this conclusion: that the health of the body 
will make for the health of the mind and spirit, and will 
mean greater fullness of expression. Here is an argument 
which applies, not only to ourselves, but to others. U we 
are content to allow to continue dirt, bad housing, drunken
ness, sweating, and the thousand evils that lower the vitality 
of the body, we are defeating our end because we are asking 
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for lpiritual efficiency and yet taking no paim, or few paint, 
to maintain physical efficiency. The one cannot be reached 
without the other. You cannot expect the best muaic from 
a violin ltrained to crackinf-point. 

Alao, we may remember that th• maximum health of the 
body cannot itself be reached if the mind ■till persiata ii 
what we call ■in. Unworthy and unwholesome fean alMI 
wonies, ■ecret sin■, evil imagination■ induce toxic sub, 
stances which poison the blood-■tream. reduce the vitality, 
threaten the ilanity, and depre■1 the 1pirit. Further, wt 

may note that repreuion is using up the energies of the 
mind which are needed to run the penonality. Health, 
therefore, can be maintained only by living in a world cl 
healthy ideas, and the word of Je■u■, ' Thou ■halt love the 
Lord thy God with all thy heart, 10ul, and strength, and thy 
neighbour u thyself,' i1 a word potent for the health of the 
body as well a■ the health of the 1pirit. So with all our 
drill, bathing, golf, and tennis, there must be a uniting cl 
the soul with God. A body a■ flt u we can make it. A soul 
a■ completely in harmony with God u an echo to a 10ng, 1 

flower to the sunlight, a quiet mountain tarn that mirron 
the cloudles■ blue above. it. The breathing exercises which 
IO many people do regularly every morning might weD 
become a aymbol of the opening of the whole being to God 
.. of one who say■, • I throw open my whole personality 
to the inflowing power and purpo■e of God.' Let physical 
exerciaes and cold bath, be 1ymbola of the lifting of the 
aluice pte by which the tides of the spirit may aweep ill 
through muddy back-waten, cleansing, refreshing, and 
renewing all the secret channela of the 10ul. Or, to change 
the figure, let there be the opening of the windoWI of the 
home of life till the breath of God blon away all the bot 
ltufflne■a and fetid poison of lin, replacinf them with the 
wine-like mountain air in which the Bpirit truly Ii•• 
and tbriffl. 

l,•er..m D. WuTRJ!•RP-AD, 
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,...,uE Bolahmk rule in RU88ia is the greatest experiment 
1 in State Socialism since the French Revolution, and 

• such merits a careful study. It presents many difficulties 
t.o the foreign observer, however, because it is almost impc:,e. 
llible to obtain an unprejudieed and uncemored statement 
tA the present condition of RUNia. Aa, ultimately, the 
ftlue of an experiment is judged by its results, it becomes 
abaurd to J>8l8 judgement at this stage upon the experiment ; 
but one may at least have IODle appreciation of the cue by 
1 study of mch facts u are available. 

To understand the lituation it is neeesaary to have 
1 realiation of certain fundamental factor& in Ruuian 
liltory. In the ftnt place, the RU88iana are raeially and 
hutorically of Eutem, and not West.em. origin. Their 
philmophy of life, their religion, their tnditional form of 
pernment, their social habits previous to the nineteenth 
century, were all coloured by the East, rather than by the 
West. Petrograd-or Leningrad, as one should now call it
wu more Western in tone than any other city ; but Moscow 
represent.a the typical cultural Russia, which is Eastern. 
The second great factor lies in the immensity of Russia itself. 
It is a land of great extremes-of extremes of climate, of 
felOUl'Ce&. of wealth and poverty, of town life and country 
ilolation. These differences are further emphasized by great 
lack of communicatiODS. V ut tracts of land are untouched 
by railways of any sort : the roads are few and bad. In thia 
peat region, communities live isolated one from the other. 
The civilization, the centraliation, and the standardimtion 
m life throughout such a country is therefore a task of great 
dffllculty. The third important factor is-the peasant popu
lation. Rmsia is mainly agricultural. It has been e,rtimaud 
t.hat '15 per cent. of its population are peasants ; sturdy but 
illiterate, dragging out a dreary existence, working bud, 
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but mostly for the benefit of the landlord. A worker on the 
land, but not a possessor of it, despite the Bill of 1861, the 
interest of the peasant lies almost entirely in the question d 
land tenure. He has had no experience in the art of govern
ment or administration. Even in the local governing body, 
the Zemstvo, the representation was so arranged that the 
peasant class, though represented, had no power. This waa 
lodged in the land-owning class. A corollary to the numerical 
predominance of the peasants is the smallness of the middle 
or bourgeois class. Trade was largely in the hands d 
foreigners and Jewa, the middle-class Russians consistinc 
mainly of the professional people and the intellectuals, m 
int.elligentsia. They had no actual political power, but by 
reason of their anti-autocratic propaganda, and demagogic 
ability, at times had great influence over the peasants, and 
created much stir in the country. The rich land-holdm, 
class was even smaller, but was the all-powerful element 
among the people. They monopolized all authority and 
administrative power-whether local or central-which wu 
not directly attached to the Crown. The fourth factor to be 
considered was the position and authority of the Tsar. He 
was head, not only of the State, but of the Church. He wu 
the • Little Father ' of his people. In the Church. however, 
his authority was tempered by that of the Patriarch : but 
in the State his power was unlimited. All the State officiab 
were appointed by him, and were directly responsible to him. 
The first National Assembly did not meet in Russia until u 
late as 1905 I and even then in actual experience it proved 
to be nothing more than an advisory council, whose advice 
need not necessarily be followed. The Zemstvos (local 
councils) had organized national meetings. This was a most 
promising and healthy sign in the national political life
but the Great War broke out before they had really begun 
upon their work. This mediaeval form of despotic govern
ment was an anachronism in modem European life, which 
wu bound to disappear sooner or later : its incongruity wu 
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further emphasized by its utter inefficiency, and intelligent 
Ruuia waa demanding a more representative type .of 
government. Under the impetus of fear, the Tsan now and 
again temporarily yielded a little to this demand-but 
otherwise their general retort to all criticism and suggestions 
ol modification of royal power, however loyally proposed, 
ns fierce repression, exile, and death. The natural reaction 
ns the foundation of all aorta of secret aocieties---Socialist 
and Anarchist-all fiercely working by underground methods 
for the propagation of their views. Every exile, every 
political persecution. whether individual or collective, but 
fanned the zeal of these secret aocieties; and, by the time of 
the outbreak of the Great War, RU88ia was abaolutely riddled 
with them. The devastating experiences of the war, com
bined with the vacillating character and mediocre ability of 
the late Tsar, only hastened a revolution, the inevitability 
of which was generally recognized. 

In few countries did the war bring more suffering in its 
train than in Russia. The machinery of State was corrupt, 
and in ordinary circumstances inadequate for national 
needs. Under the stress of war, it soon broke down com
pletely. Hundreds of thousands of men were called up to 
meet the danger on the German frontier. Hundreds of 
thoWIBllds more were drafted in centres behind the lines and 
in Petrograd awaiting a move to the Front. Russia's own 
resources in munitions and equipment were soon exhausted : 
land-locked by Germany and Turkey, she was unable to 
receive supplies from the Allies. It was not for a considerable 
time that Archangel was opened up for traffic, when it 
proved to be less useful than was anticipated. Meanwhile 
the army was daily increasing. It consisted largely of illiterate 
peasants, who had no understanding of the cause for which 
they were fighting, and who had been dragged away from 
their work on the land. Owing to lack of equipment, the 
majority, ill-fed and ill-kempt, were hanging idle around 
these training centres. The effects of bad management were 
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apparent everywhere : the soldien returninr ftom the l'Nal 
added to the general discontent by their talea of honw. 
'11aey were, in fact. very promi■ng material for any 
revolutionary propapnda. 

Nor W88 thi9 lacking ; revolutionary activitiea increued 
everywhere-apecially in the towm amongst the industrial 
populationa. where the food problem wu acute. This WII 

partieularly true of Petrograd, where the ordinary populatioa 
had been much increased by war-worken and aoldien. The 
Petrograd Soviet (or Union of Workmen and Soldien)--b, 
far the JD08t important-was founded February 21, 1917, 
It took its formal title by Maleh 2. At flnt it wu • a hll8t, 
llhouting mob demanding refonn in the Duma,' (or National 
Aaaembly), but it soon became a rather militant orpnizatica 
to suppress the old order of things. Such aovieta aoon •P1'8111 
up in the towns all over the country, and on March 18 1'11 

summoned an All-Russian Aaaembly of SoYiets. representm, 
188 local IOVieta. Events were moving rapidly. Early in 
1917' the leading memben of the Duma. or National 
Allembly, demanded from the Tsar a responsible Ministry 
t.o direct affain. In February, 100,000 workmen in Petrograd 
went on strike. and 25,000 in M08COW : upon whom the 
aoldien refused to fire. This wu signiftcant. On March 11, 
the Tar diaaolved the Duma : they, however, refused to be 
diaolved. whereupon there wu much street fighting. Tbt 
Revolution wu in full awing : the Duma now effected 
• coup d' ltat, and proclaimed a Provisional Government 
The Tar was requested to abdicate. This be did on March 15, 
in favour of his brother, the Grand Duke Michael. He, 
however, was wise enough to leave the deciaion to the 
Government, which represented all parties-the Conser
vatives, the Constitutional Democrats (the Cadets), and the 
8ocial Democrats (the Memheviki and the Bolaheviki~ 
The Conservatives were aupporten of the old ttgime
but nm on more efficient lines. The Constitutional Democrat, 

(Cadets) were the only recopized oppolition party in the 
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old Duma. Uld might be called a Uberal Reform party. 'Die 
Socialist parties bad never had any political recogni~ 
in the Duma, and, became of penecution, were rather 
.-ncted to underground organiution in the towns. The 
)fembeviki bad taken the German Labour movement u 
their ideal, and were really little adapted for underground 
methods. They desired openly to educate the proletariat in 
Socialilt views. They believed that the intermediate ltage 
between an lmperialiat Ruaaia and a Communist prole
tariat wu a bourgeois republic. The Bolaheviki. on the 
other band. thought that an immediate Proletarian Commu
niltic Government wu pouible. They were prepared to 
appeal to force immediately, and to impo,e their viewa upon 
t.be majority at once. Lenin, although in exile, wu the 
leader of this party. It wu quit.e imigniftcan~ as a party in 
early 1917, took no part in the Revolution or the formation 
,I the Provisional Government. and at ftnt bad no clear 
policy in the Duma it.aelf. 

, The flnt Provisional Government. under the premienhip of 
Prince Lvov, and under the direction of the Cadet party, 
wu thruat into an impouible position. Loyalty to the Allies 
demanded a continuation of the war on more efficient and 
energetic lines. and this could only be accompliahed by 
pthering all the resources of Ruasia for war purpoae9 : on 
the other hand. the Revolution presuppoaed drastic comti• 
bational changes and domestic reforma, which would in 
tbemaelves absorb all the energies of the Government. 
Prince Lvov and hia colleagues threw their energies imme
diately into the question of war, and proceeded much more 
llowly with comtitutional reforms. The Socialista, backed 
by the 10vieta of workmen. BOldien. and 88.ilon, demanded 
• new Government. which would deal more effectively with 
domestic refonm. and the Proviaional Government had to 
give way to the Coalition Government. whose moving 1pirit 
wu Kerenaki, the leader of the Menahevik party. Thia 
Government PH]ir,ed the monnity of their tuk, and with 
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a grave seme of responsibility uaumed office, July 22, 191'7. 
They did much to stop the rot that bad set in in the army, 
and were slowly but amely producing order and government 
in the provinces. They were greatly hindered by tJie 
inability of the Allies to realize the seriousness of tJie 
situation in Russia ; by the Separatist demands in Finland, 
Latvia. Esthonia, Poland, and the Ukraine ; and, mOll 

important of all. by the Petrograd Soviet. in which tJie 
Communist Bolsheviki bad seized the chief power. The 
puaions of the mob of Petrograd had been inffamed by 
Bolshevik propaganda and catchy slogans. Lenin had 
organized by this time a secret and effective system, whieh 
kept account of all the places of moment in the city, the 
numbers and types of troops. and all stores, &c. They roae 
against the Government in July 1917; this was unsuccessful, 
but they bad secured the support of the Petrograd mob. 
They now prepared openly for the November revolt. Suda 
a violent outbreak was regarded as inevit.able by everybody, 
and the Bolsheviki were determined that this outbreak 
should serve their purposes. Lenin openly declared that 
' The St.ate is an organ or machine for the domination of one 
clua over the others.' This was 80 under the autocratic 
Tsars; it should be 80 again under the Communist Bolsheviki. 
He believed that, given the indifference of the masses, it wu 
possible for a small party such as the Bolsheviki (which in 
late 1917 only totalled 2-60,000), not only to seize power, but 
to maint.ain it. The Separatist provinces were to be quieted 
by the promise of autonomy ; the peasants were to be 
appeased by the promise of land ; all opposition was to be 
ruthlessly crushed. In a situation of absolute chaos and 
incoherence, they, almost alone, were perfectly definite ia 
their aims and policy and ruthless in their action; and, latt 
in October 1917, they seized power from the CoalitiOI 
Government ; subsequently turned out, on its first day cl 
meeting, the new represent.ative Assembly; and inaugurate! 
the Bolshevik rule in November 1917. 
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incredible though it IOUl1ds, this revolution has been 
effected and maintained not only by a minority class, but 
by a minority of that one class. It has been accomplished 
by sheer tenorization. at first absolutely uncontrolled. though 
deliberately encouraged. This was almost immediately 
aucceeded (December 1917) by an ordered. centralized 
.,.tern of terrorization under Lenin. working through the 
Cheka. or aecret police of the Bolsheviki. 

The new Government was soon faced with the problem of 
maintaining itself. It was from the first strongly supported 
in Petrograd : it bad excited no great interest anywhere 
else : the peasant majority were satisfied by being allowed 
to seize the lands around them : the declaration of the 
Bolaheviki that they stood for peace pleased everybody. 
But few were prepared for foreign peace at the price of 
national humiliation, and for domestic peace at the price of 
slavish subscription to all the Bolshevik tenets. In spite of 
great opposition, even within his own party, Lenin forced 
through the peace of Brest-Litovsk, December 1917. All the 
Separatist provinces became independent. Russia lost 
a population of about 65,000,000 people, a territory of 
about a half-million square miles, and bad, in addition. to 
pay a large war indemnity. Gorky, the Russian novelist, has 
estimated that this treaty robbed Russia of 87 per cent. of 
her manufacturing industries, 75 per cent. of her coal, and 
'78 per cent. of her iron. In exchange for all this, the 
Government had freed it.self from foreign complications. bad 
secured German officers for the new Red Army, and could 
concentrate on home affairs. This humiliating treaty, in 
conjunction with the terrorization which was everywhere 
apparent, aroused bitter opposition. Three opposition 
White Armies were formed, which operated in the north. 
south, and east respectively. They had at first considerable 
auccess, which might have become permanent. bad they 
not made the fatal mistake of being too anti-revolutionary. 
In their horror of the Bolshevik form of socialism. they 
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began to idealize the old ~- 'Ibis frightened the 
peasant.a, who were determined not to give up their newly 
acquired lands, and offended the average bourgeois, who 
8tood by the flrst Revolution, which overthrew the Taarit 
Government. The attitude of the peuanta decided the 
luue. Amidat theee disintegrating forces, the solidarity " 
the Bolahevild wu bound to control the situation. By fair 
means and foul they crushed all oppoaition-flrst in the 
city, and then in the country. The ari&tocrats fled; the 
bourgeois remained, until the vindictiveneu of the Bol
lhevild against their cl888 forced them to diaappear also. 
During the first six months of 1918 fighting wu proceedq 
everywhere-but by the end of that time the Red Army and 
8)'lltem of soviet.a wu completely triumphant. In July 
1918, the New Constitution wu proclaimed, the official 
title of the Government being the Ruslian Socialist Fedenl 
Soviet Republic. The Federation conaisted of lixty-til 
Governments in European and Asiatic Rusaia under tbt 
direct control of the MOBCOw Administration (MOICOw beq 
now the official capital), eleven autonomo111 regions and 
communes ( only distinguishable in name from the previom 
lixty-six), and ten autonomo111 republica which an 
apparently independent units, but in actual practice haw 
:remarkably little authority. Not even the Bolaheviki bid 
originally intended the soviets to 888\llDe the administratioa 1 

tA State, and all awaited the calling of a National Assembly. 
But, in the war, anarchy, and confusion of 1918, the local 
aoviets had 888\llDed local power and administration, while 
Lenin and his fellow Commiuan had B88Umed Centnl 
Authority ; and out of the necessities of the times the new 
sywtem of Ruasian National Administration had grown. 
This federation of soviets has since been increued by the 
inelusion of the Soviet Republics of Ukraine, White Rwaia. 
and the Transcaucasian Federation. These had experienced 
a period of complete independence since 1917, but presswe 
bad been brought to bear upon them, either by direct war • 
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by organized Communist riainp, until in January 1996 tbe 
jaembly included them in the Federation. The official 
title of the Ruaian Federation now became the Union of 
Socialist Soviet Republics (the U.S.S.R.), and the COD&titution 
wu 10mewbat revised. In 1926, two more republiCI in 
lliddle Asia ent:ered the Union-Uzbekistan and Turk
memstan--eo there are now six republics in the U .S.S.R. 
There are over a hundred nationalities in the Soviet Union; 
and more than twenty autonomoua areas and republics are 
inhabited by Oriental races, with a population of over thirty 
million. 

The comtitution is a very complicated, intricate one. 
which, while providing for a certain amount of autonomy 
in the memben of the Federation, at the same time allows 
the Central Authority of the State to exercise an almoat 
complete control. • Foreign trade, military and naval 
alain, railways and communications, are directly under the 
control of the Soviet Union itself, which also raerves special 
directing and planning functions, such aa industry, finance, 
home trade, worker-peasant inspection, and the regulation 
rl labour questions. Such subjects as people's education, 

• public health, social insurance, jurisdiction, agriculture, 
and internal administration (People'• Commissariat for 
Home Affairs) remain under the direct control of the respec
tive republics' (Profeaaor Cheliabov). But even here there 
ii strong central control. because the People's Commis
miats in any given republic are not only subordinate to the 
Government of their respective republics, but also to the 
General Union of People's Comroi&Mriats. There is 
• National Auembly repraentative of all the IOViet.s of the 
Union, and a Central Executive Committee of the Union. 
'lbf.8e have certain functiona more or Ima deftnitely specified, 
but any executive function they exercise is strictly limited 
by the instructions of the Praesidium, • a permanent insti
tution voicing the wiahes of the Central Authority, and in 
tbe poaitioa to get them canied into efteet.• Nominally a 
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federation of republics, in actual practice Russia is a highly 
centralized St.ate. The whole constitution is quite frankly 
non-democratic-the rule of a small minority. It is organized 
for the sole benefit of the indurial working class. As far u 
civil rights are concerned, neither the aristocratic nor 
bourgeois class exist, and the existence of the agricultural 
worker is only recognized as far as he is able to contribute t.o 
the needs of the industrial worker. No person has the right 
to vote or be elected who (a) employs others for the sake d 
profit, or (b) lives on an income not arising from his own 
work. This deprives of any participation in the Government 
all the upper and middle classes, including professional 
people, merchants, tradesmen, or any working person who 
employ'• anybody else's labour as well as his own. This at 
once disqualifies any peasant who has to employ another 
peasant on his farm. But the constitution bears still mm 
unfairly on the peasant than even this implies. In the 
Soviet Assembly a represent.ative is given for every 25,000 
industrial workmen-but it takes 125,000 peasants to 
secure one represent.ative I This fact of minority rule ii 
still more marked when one remembers that at least 75 per 
cent. of the Russian population consists of peasants. This 
vital underlying principle of government vitiates whatever 
may be good in the Soviet rule. Whatever social, educational, 
and political progress has been mad~d much has been 
done--still, it is only for a small minority of the peoples d 
the Russian Union. 

In theory the Bolsheviki believe in complete and direct 
St.ate control of all industry and agriculture for the sole 
benefit of the worker. In Ruuia, owing to the circum
stances of the time, this means the industrial rather than 
the agricultural worker. Industrially, their theories wm 
put into complete operation between 1918 and 1921. Agri
culturally, they were unable to do so. In order to attaia 
power, they had at flnt allowed the principle of privat.e 
ownership in land, and when they proceeded, later, to 
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nationaliu the produce of the land. they met with the bitter 
and obstinate opposition of the peasants-an opposition 
which finally caused the Government in 1921 to revise their • 
whole industrial and agricultural policy. 

In November 1917, the worken were everywhere 
encouraged to seiu and control factories. This wu done 
amidst scenes of great disorder and rioting. The • capitalist ' 
WIIB driven out • lock. stock. and barrel ' : the most absurd 
and ludicrous situations arose. Worken formed councils to 
organize trade : many of them had no experience of com
mercial life, no knowledge of the rudiments of international 
finance. Foreign capital fled the country. Trade, already 
dilorganized by war and revolution, now became thoroughly 
demoralized. The State, hoping to remedy the situation, 
declared the wholesale nationalization of all banking trading, 
and industrial organizations. This wu extended to include 
every business that employed more than five people. All 
speculation, private enterprise, and foreign competition 
were swept away. One Supreme Economic Council waa 
formed which controlled the buying of raw material, pro
duction within the country, and markets for manufactured 
goods. The Bolshevik Government hoped thus to produce 
a trade revival-but the exact reverse wu the result. There 
followed a collapse of all trade. Worken were drifting 
back again into the country ; factories were closing down. 
The net result seems to have been a horde of officials 
amounting (so it has been computed) to two-thirds the 
total number of worken in the basic industries. It is difficult 
to obtain in figures a true standard of comparison between 
these yean and pre-war times, because the territory of 
Russia at these two periods differs so greatly in extent. The 
greatest proof of the failure of this policy, however, waa 
Lenin'• announcement to the Assembly oq March 15, 1921, 
of a new economic policy which recognized private trade. 
It is pouible that the Soviet might have won through to 
a modified nationalization, had it not been for the attitude of 
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the peuants, who raented any sort of nationaliaU.. 
whicb touched agriculture. Theae, in their ltrugle with the 
Government, simply refued to cultivate the land, and IO 

brought famine to the towna-and want now, u ofta, 
determined the direetion of State policy. The attempt at 
nationalization was even more umucceuful in agriculbat 
than in industry. The Bolaheviki, in order to obtain the 
acquiescence of the peuants in the Revolution, had tacitly 
recognized private ownership in land, and the convenica 
from the large manor to the small privately owned peasant 
holding and small farm had been accomplished both rapidly 
and quietly. The peuants were everywhere llettling do1t11 
in the enjoyment and development of their newly acquired 
lands. The urgency of affain in town and State, togetba 
with the difficulty of communication ua the country, al 
helped the peasants in their quiet development. Thla. 
however, was not to last long. Private ownership of any IOrt 
wu fundamentally contrary to Bolabevik principles, while 
famine prices and want in the towns were making the 
agricultural problem a matter of great IJJllency. At fint the 
Government tried to deal with this by establishin, Comma
nist centres in the country, importing from the towns for tbia 
purpose Communiat worken and labouren. This policy w 
permeation proved futile. In the meantime, the food problm 
beeame acute, and the Government endeavoured to meet 
the difficulty by nationalizing the produce of the peasant, 
over and above his individual need. They ananged for the 
collection and distribution of the surplua, as alao for tbe 
di8tribution of agricultural implements and seeds. Thil 
policy wu bitterly opposed by the peasants, wbereupm 
• Food Armies ' were sent throughout the agricultural dimicll 
to make forcible colleetiom. The peuants retaliated by 
refusing to sow aeed ~cept IUffieient for their own needs, ud 
19'.IO and 1911 were yean of great famine, which particularly 
bit the indumial areas. Bun,- led to riotl, and when, ill 
.llarch 1n1, the Juomtadt prriaon broke out in open J.'ffalt, 
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it wu evident that a change of economic policy W&S an 
ablc>lute necessity, and Lenin wu obliged to announce to the 
Soviet Congrea, 1921, the failure of the policy of complete 
aammunistic nationamation. 

The Government. however, did not abolish the principle 
rl State control. It compromised by a modified system of 
State control and private enterprise. Under certain condition.I 
md in all small businesses, private enterprise wu now 
encouraged. Aa an offset to this return to the old• capitalism,' 
.0 big businesses and industries were either nm on 
co-operative lines. or u trusts under State direction. These 
trusts are largely district, including many kinda of buainea. 
'Ibey have many State monopolies. subsidies. and privileges, 
and private enterprise is heavily taxed. Notwithstanding 
this fact, however, private business is extending, and it ii 
beeoming increasingly evident. 88 money becomes more 
difficult to obtain, that the salvation of Russian trade. and 
the conaequent maintenance of Soviet rule. lie in the further 
~nt of private enterprise and the admissinu of 
foreign capital and trade. A further impetua was given in 
this direction in 1925 ; since then figures for home production 
have shown a small but steady increa,e. The following 
8gures are interesting (all fllvru in milliou of .,.,_,) : 

y-
1no 
IHI 
1928 
191'1 

c-1 
7,Mt 

17,70f 
2e,m 
lt,llt 

Kuch, however, remains to be done. A comparison of flgures 
lbowa that produdion ii ltill conaiderably short of pre-war 
figures, and that Ruuia comparea badly with other European 
countries, not only 88 to actual production, but also u to 
facilitiea for trade. In Great Britain and ~ for instance. 
there are 8.'1 kilometres of railway for every 10,000 
inhabitant.a i in Russia only 5 kilometres per 10,000 (1925 
ftgurea). In Great Britain there are 878,781 motor-cam 

1, 
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and fft,851 lonies, while in RWl8ia there are only 11,700 
motor-can and 9,to& loniea (19ff figures). 

The famine of 1921 completed the rout of the Government 
by the peasant. It was no longer possible for the Bolsheviki 
to attempt to follow a policy of nationalization either with 
respect to the land o~ its produce. In 1922, they were ob~ 
to give legal recognition to the peasants' individual 
inalienable right to the land they had acquired. The imme
diate result of this security of tenure waa a great increue 
both in the actual acreage under cultivation and in the 
quantity of produce. In 19!'1, Russia produced: wheat, 
20.-600 million kilograms; rye, 24.600; barley, 4.700; 
oats, 18.000; potatoes, M.881; sugar beet, 9.900; mail,e, 
8.800. In cattle for the same period were reared : bona, 
81.8 millions; cattle, 67.8; pigs, 20.0; sheep and goata. 
18'.8. The area under cultivation of flu and hemp-two 
erops which almost became non-existent during the early 
years of Communism-roee in 19!'1 to considerably more tba 
the pre-war area (1918). In the case of flu it wu an increae 
of 80 per cent. ; in that of hemp 50 per cent. There is no 
doubt that the peasantry is becoming once again the 
dominant factor in the economic life of Ruuia. This ia d 
great aignilcance, not only for the present, but for the futllft. 

A. M. EVAMI. 

(To be conmawcl in our fled nu,nber,) 

Be of Good Cheer. By Rev. W. P. G. McCormick. (Longmana. 
2-. ed.) The Lenten book for the London diocese could not ban 
fallen into better hands, nor could it have bad a more inspirilillf 
subject than joy. Of that it is full. The fint requisite is • a right 
view of God' that brinp joy in God's will to the seeker and the 
work.er. The joy of communion is beautifully described, and the 
thinp that destroy joy are pointed out. Then we see the joy d 
discipline, of the Church, of Sunday. It is beautifully clear, it.a 
illustrations are happy, and its quotations of poetry are apt, and, 
above all, it comes straight from the heart. We feel all through that 
is the real thing that the world needs. 
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THE NECESSITY or THEOLOGY 

TO those who believe in the necessity of religious apol~ 
getic, and doctrinal formulation, the present wide

spread indifference to what is known u theology must give 
rile to all kinds of arresting and challenging considerationa. 
'l1lat there ever was a time when this study was regarded 
11 ,cientia wntiarum is exceedingly difficult for most 
modems even to conceive, and this difficulty reveals, more 
clearly than a thousand facta, the width of the gulf which 

1 

aeparates our modem from those mediaeval days when 
all sciences paid homage to theology as to their • Queen.' 
11lOle familiar only with our modem univenities do not 
find it euy to appreciate that our univenities began, as 
Carlyle put it, • with their grand aim directed on theology.' 
While there are not wanting signs that this indifference is 
becoming leu self-assured and self-satisfied, in large measure 
it ltill remaina. My object is to estimate the aignificanoe 
of certain aspect.a of this indifference, to confront some of 
the challenges which arise, and to conclude on the positive 
note that humanity can no more dispense with a theology 
than it can with reason. 

In 11peaking of modem indifference to theology I do not 
refer to the fact that people in general do not concern them
selves with difficult doctrinal formulation and unification. 
For, to adapt the famous answer made with regard to 
Pwtda', humour, they never did. Nor have I chiefly in 
mind the antagonisms of some of those frequently regarded 
as our inteUigent.na. I do not doubt that the assured 
cynicisms of these have their part to play in the theological 
awakening whose day, as I venture to hope and to believe, 
draweth nigh. I think,· rather, of an attitude manifested 
by many of the religious people of our day. It is not unusual 
to hear ministen of religion disparaging theological study : 
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such adjectives as cloudy, abstract, barren, &c., are fre
quently used to designate it. Many of the fine young 
Christian idealists of our time do not disguise a quick 
impatience with respect to an investigation, which, as they 
tell us. has little or no place in the Gospels. 

To discover the reasons for this openly-avowed indifferenet, 
this thinly-veiled antagonism, would take us, I believe, a 
conaiderable step on the road to a better day for theology. 
If reasons there are, let us look at them calmly and dispu
sionately. Let us seek to estimate both their partial validity 
and their partial invalidity, sympathizing frankly with the 
former, but as frankly repudiating the latter. 

And, ftrstly, the age in which we are living has witnead 
an uprising of the spirit of man against the temporal evils 
and misfortunes endured by humanity, or by aections of 
humanity, through the ages. I do not know that any Jml 
age has witnessed so fierce a resentment against such, 10 

stubborn a refusal to acquiesce in their pennanence, ao 
determined an endeavour to remove them. The significanee 
of this uprising for our present theme lies partly here. A 
practical emphuis does not easily cohere with a 1peculative 
or theoretical emphasis. We have, I think, to recognise 
that the religious idealism of successive ags is eoncentrated 
upon different tasks. The theologian. while un,rudgin,ty 
rejoicing in the pradieallr ideali■tic endeavours and eonceroa 
of oar age, may helpfully give the reminder-' these tbinp 
ought ye to have done and not to leave the othen undone.' 
And this apart from the more fundamental eomideratiOB, 
that a practical taslr. always comes back to the ~ 
retical ideu in which, whether it knows it or not, it 
had its birth. 

Aalociated with this engto1B1Dent with the practicll 
implications of Christian truth there is the widespread be1id 
that theology in the past ha■ been indifferent. if not hostile. 
to such tub of the Kingdom. The Christian ' Doetrine rJ 
Salvation,• u so frequently tau,ht. it is held. coneentrated 
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die thought of put generation, upon the necessity of a mere 
mental or emotional acceptance of a statement of dogma. 
To yield a credal aaent to a theological statement of the 
'•vinl efficacy ' of a historic fact. wu regarded u more 
maportant than to reveal or validate thia efficacy in life. 
Tbe arresting 1uggestion wu made by Colani in the mid
aineteenth century that the aalvation taught by orthodoxy 
wu a • aalvation by magic,• which. were it true, would 
remind Proteatants that there can be a magical soteriology 
a well u a magical sacramental theory. Luther, it muat be 
remembered. baa not been the only Protestant without love 
for epistlel of straw. A credally formulat.ed way to• salva
tion ' becomea more important than the aalvation itself. 
U it is essential to hold that aalvation is for our a.c«plaflee, 
it is of importance to note that we don't accept it by •fli"I 
so. If, to counter this emphasis, it be pointed out that the 
primacy in salvation of the ' grace ' of God must be secured, 
I would venture to suggest that there is no reuon for sup
pming that this primacy will be surrendered by an emphasis 
which declares that any salvation, to be believed in by an 
inductive age, must be manifest in human personalities. 
All religion is of God : He is the Jou d origo of every mani
festation of goodness, of beauty, and of truth; but Ilia 
grace is seen in these, and not in the formal statement. or 
acceptance, of a doctrine which proclaims it. Salvation is 
no abstraction, but the manifestation within the confinea 
of terrestrial existence of the ultimate values in which God 
is least inadequately conceived and most truly ' revealed.• 
The ' grace ' of God was supremely manifest, as Christiana 
believe, in a life, and not in words, in Jeaus of Nazareth, 
and not in a formula which seeks, however necessarily, to 
explain Him. 

And so the Word bad breath, and wrought 
With human hands the creed of creeds 
In loveliness of perfeet deeds. 
llore ltroDf thu all poetic thought. 
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' More strong ' also, I would add, than all dogmatic or 
philosophic thought. 

The idealistic impatience with the idea that it is a more 
heinous offence to' doubt' Christianity than not to practise 
it is understandable. Samuel Butler in The Way of All 
Fluh spoke of certain early nineteenth-century Christiana 
who ' would have been equally horrified at hearing the 
Christian religion doubted and at seeing it practised.' The 
present theological situation is partly the result of thia 
inadequate emphasis. Christian idealism demands a theology 
which involves a warfare, and not a theology which inculcata 
a facile acquiescence. To disparage, without seeking to 
understand, this idealistic concentration upon practical 
tasks, will not lead us far. Inadequate it may be, but fall, 
it is not. I cannot, therefore, wholly sympathir.e with the 
criticism made by a distinguished theologian, to the effect 
that there were certain young preachen who were concerning 
themselves with social and economic questions because they 
had no gospel to preach. For myself I have sufficient respect 
for the views of those who refuse to acquiesce in the evila 
which afflict us to be willing to seek another, and from the 
theological point of view a less facile, explanation for thia 
concentration. My suggestion would be that, if the criticism 
of inadequacy has to be attributed to any one, it cannot be 
withheld from those by whom the revealed ethic of the 
gospel was relegated to the subsidiary, the secondary, the 
peripheral. Not thus will theology receive its necessary re
instatement. Not by making light of modern ethical insights 
and endeavoun can we hope for any sympathetic apprecia
tion of the theologian's task. 

The trouble, I fear, is that those of us who would wish to 
regard ounelves as theologians are very prone to develop 
our discursive powers at the expense of our ethical. We 
achieve skill in avoiding the point of opposing argument, 
and facts, we become dubiously subtle, we acquire a capacity 
for clouding retractions in such a way that the impreasion ii 
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conveyed to all but the elect that the boot is on the other 
foot. A frank avowal of the inacceptability of past apologetic 
constructions still inspires a pugnacious resentment in the 
minds of a certain type of theological thinker. Hence such 
assertions as the following~ difficult for the historian to 
rebut : ' Where there is most theology there is often least 
religion.' Hence the familiar byword of history : the 
'odium tleo'logicum.' When Erasmus was urged to go to 
Louvain he refused, giving as his reason the presence of 
the theologians there. 'I regret to say,' he declared, 'I do 
not love those gentry.' Melancthon, who spent his life in 
the service of theology, and who himseJf was not wholly a 
stranger to the vice of resentful intolerance, confessed that 
among the reasons why he did not fear death was that he 
should be set free from the rage of the theologians. If he 
conceived the separation as a permanent one, we have 
interesting implications suggested. 

I cannot, however, refer to this past partial divorce of 
theology from religion and ethics, without refening to the 
progress we have made. No crimes would to-day, at least 
in Protestant countries, be justified as in the interests of 
such theological opinions as have been approved by the 
majority. The 'odium theologicum' is being less and less 
frequently manifested: when it operates at all it does so 
in secret. The number of ' expiatory monuments ' to be 
erected by future ages will become, I believe, progressively 
fewer. There is less likelihood. for example, of future genera
tions being called upon to make such • reparation to the 
memory ' of progressive theological thinkers as has recently 
been sought by King's College, on behalf of the memory of 
F. D. Maurice. The cynic may be expected at this point, I 
fear, to declare that these •reparations' are seldom de 
eeur ; and are but the means of exploiting .the theological 
liberalism of our times. I would myself prefer a worthier 
reading of the situation. 

Among other reasons which might be instanced to explain 
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the preaent lowly position in which theological study ia held 
by the age. mention should be made of a certain refined 
bairsplitting on questions where dogmatism ia t&day felt to 
be out of place. A reverent agnosticism ia the only fitt.m, 
attitude to many of the questions with which theology bu 
to deal. It is here doubtlesa exceedingly difficult for • 
modems to be strictly just in estimating past theologial 
8)'5tematizations. The historical imagination enables ua to 
appreciate that in the days when our doctrinal confessiona 
were achieved, serious and critical issues to our fathen were 
involved. Yet with our different presuppoaitiom to-day, it 
ia difficult not to marvel at the type of question which 
engrossed their thought. Some of the terms with which 
the &tudent of dogmatics becomes familiar-for example 
the eommunieatio idiomalum of Lutheran dogma.ties. supra
lapaarianism, and sublapearianiam of Calvinistic dogmatica, 
&c.-remind us of controversies that once meant much. 
Men fought with a determination begotten of the conviction 
that vital issues were at st.ake. Nevertheless, we cannot 
but feel that the passion for dogmatic system has led t.o 
immodest excesses which demand no apologia from ua 
modems. We ought indeed, if we have adequate faith. to 
give thanb to God that in every age there have not been 
wanting those of sceptical mind who resisted, often at great 
cost to themselves. the imposition of the dogmatic systems 
of bygone days. Such resistances have compelled theological 
thinkers-end how often they have found it difficult not to kick 
against the pricb-to consider their systems again and again. 

Karl Barth. in an address delivered in 1928 on 'The 
Doctrinal Teak of the Reformed Churches.• indulges in some 
caustic ,peaking on the aim of a Church conference to escape 
'fruilleu theological di8CU88ion. • All who, with him. believe 
in the necessity of the Church getting down to this essential 
task of theologicaJ tbinking will welcome the endeavoun of 
those who feel its importance. Even so. we must be willing 
to accept the reproach suggested by the epithet ' fruitless,• 
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ii we are to achieve anything in the nature of a theological 
revival. For myself, it is vain to suggest, whether by 
implication or by general emphasis, that the adjective is 
unjustified. and as vain to suppose that any kind of Calvinistic 
theological construction will win the &11ent of minds domi
nated by the teaching of Jesua about God. There is, to my 
own mind at least, no incompatibility between the frankest 
recognition of ' unfruitfulness ' and the unswerving convic
tion that theological statement is essential to religion. 

In times when faith and hope burn low, we are tempted 
to wish for a return of days long past, when men believed 
IUfliciently tenaciously to fight about their beliefs i when 
they refused with scorn any such suggestion u that ' it will 
all come out right in the end.' Nevertheless, such a wish is 
begotten leu of faith than of despair, which two, in spite of 
IOIDe, are not to be equated. For the plain, the inescapable, 
fact is that, however serious the problems of the past seemed 
to the theologians of the put, they are not our problema. 
It is not indifference..to the virtues of the theological com
batants of the past which forbids us finding inspiration for 
our militant 7.eal in the echoes of 'old, unhappy, far-off 
things.' We are called by God to deal with the problems 
which He hu thought fit to entrust to us, and not with the 
problems entrusted to the past. A theology that is alive 
must meet the perplexities of its own age, not the doubts of 
a past age. The trouble is the presence of so many timid 
ecclesiastical leaders who prefer to ignore the existence 
of modern questionings, and who resent the theological 
endeavours of thoee who know that real issues are raised. 

No call for a revival of theological endeavour will awaken 
a response, unless it comes from thoee who are willing to 
accept the truths revealed to our own age. Deep calleth 
unto deep, and by some mystic, deep-seated intuition, an 
• knoa,a when its thinker& and preachers are speaking 
from the depths of present common needs, present common 
urgencies, present common insights. We do not require to 
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be told if a man has stood where we have stood. Whatever 
ecclesiastical labels we wear, we always recognize those who 
are our brothers. 

The most obvious fact of the whole situation, at least to 
my own mind, is that our theological confessions, our Prayer 
Books, our systems of theology, all date from eras either 
prior to, or in the infancy of, our modem world. Roughly 
speaking, we may describe the pre-modem age as the pre
ttientijie age. The last few centuries have witnessed the 
greatest revolution in human thought humanity has yet 
known i the last few generations have seen the intensive 
application of the scientific principles which the era intro
duced. The ntalaue of the modem religious mind is caused 
by the fact that two divergent series of principles and pre-
111ppositions are implicit, on the one hand in his theology, 
and on the other in his science. He is not always COfl8Ciou, 

of this diversity, hence so often a malaiu instead of an 
antagonism, or a rebellion. Diversity, however, there is. 
Such systems, for example, as those of Aquinas and Calvin, 
are based upon what I would call a pre-scientific view ol 
Holy Scripture. It is idle, in this connexion, to point out 
the closely woven rational texture of each of these systems. 
The trouble with such rationalizations is not with the super
structure so much as with the assumptions on which the 
111per-structure is reared. They rationalize at the same time 
too freely and too niggardly. When the age demanda 
reason they give authority, and it is no compensation for 
this gift to receive reasons on matters where a certain 
modesty of restraint is felt instinctively to be desirable. 
The fact is that past theological systems are involved, to • 
far greater extent than is often acknowledged. with a view 
of Scripture which is now held only in obscurantist circles. 
Let me illustrate from the Summa of Thomas Aquinas. He 
postulates what I would call a non-scientific, or non-historical. 
or non-evolutionary, conception of the divine revelation in 
the Bible. A • text ' from any part of Scripture will do to 
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clinch an argument. ' Sacred doctrine,' says Aquinas, ' uses 
the authority of the canonical Scriptures as an incontro
vertible proof' (I., Q. 1, Art. 8). And he uses 'texts' to settle 
the most astonishing (to the modem mind, that is) questions. 
Let a modern reader peruse, for example, bis section on 
n, Week of Su: Daya (I., Q. 65-74) and he will perceive the 
depth and the width of the gulf separating us from scholastic 
theology. Both the nature of tlie questions be here raises 
and the answers be gives to these questions reveal an attitude 
to Scripture impossible to those acquainted with the ftndinga 
of history and of science. No modem theologian would 
even dream of asking the questions Aquinas raised in all 
10lemnity (e.g. 'Whether the firmament was made on the 
aecond day,' 'Whether the firmament divides waten from 
waters,' &c.), and this for the simple reason that we now 
look to modem science for our cosmogony, and not to a 
book written before cosmogonic science was born. Associ
ated with this conception of the Bible there is the further 
pre-supposition of Aqllinas, which I would express by the 
phrase, the modal duality of lmowledge. There is, first, ' a 
knowledge revealed by God,' and, second, 'philosophic science 
built up by human reason' (I., Q. 1). This distinction bas 
prevailed also in Protestantism until recent years, and 
much of the theologico-pbilosophic endeavour of our times 
is to transcend this dualism in a larger synthetic view. It 
involves greater difficulties than it solves. Diacovery is 
regarded as modally distinct from revelation : the human 
intellect is adequate for the first, but inadeq~te for the 
second. And, as the obvene of this, the divine direction 
and purpose are unnecessary for the first, but necessary for 
the second. As a consequence of this duality the prese~t 
age. which finds that all its increase of knowledge comes by 
the strivings and intuitions of the human mind, is debarred 
from claiming any of its achievements and insights as 
' revelation,' and is called upon by the protagonists of this 
traditionalist view to look backwards in time to a specific 
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date and to specific circumstances when ' revelation • 1'11 
given. unknown and for ever unlmowable to ounelva. 
The 'Catholic.' in order to avoid the awkward intellectual 
situation which then resul~ situation which is tantamount 
to atheism, since a God who does nothing might as well not 
exist-has created the still more curious, though entirely 
coherent and logical in its setting, notion that revelation hu 
now been entrusted to an institution. or to the heads thereof, 
whose u catltedra utterances have the same quality ol 
' revelation • as has belonged to the ' revelations ' given ol 
old. The Roman Catholic thus out-fundamentalizes the 
fundamentalist, and the true home of the latter is, I have 
always thought, with the former. The 'Catholic' escape, 
however, tends merely to perpetuate a form of atheism 
among the increasing number who find truth elsewhere than 
in the utterances of' Infallibility.' They are called to loot 
for infallible revelations to statements which they themselvea 
are unable to recognize as such. It is obvious, I think, that 
such an apologetic seeks to confine those who cannot accept 
it to a negation of theism. Integrally connected with these 
two pre-suppositions of Aquinas there is this third, namely, 
a dichotomy of divine activity in the universe ,of natural 
phenomena. Restrictions of space compel me to say but two 
things about this apologetic: this duality of divine activity can 
neither be scientifically discerned nor religiously perceived. 

From all this it will be seen that we cannot expect any 
adequate re}iabilitation of theology until we build upon 
assumptions that are generally acceptable. An intellectual 
edifice, whatever the foundations, may comm.and the 
interest and admiration of the age : but it will only 
serve as a home provided the age is convinced that ita 
foundations are sound. 

The trend of this paper may seem to some readen to be 
more critical and less positive than the title would IUggest. 
'The Necessity of Theology '-under such a heading what 
comfortable· and comforting paragraphs might not be 



THE NECESSITY OF THEOLOGY flt 

written I I do not. however, wish to perpetuate misunder
,tandinp, If we declare for the 'necessity• of theology, it 
ii rather important that we state what kind of theology we 
cooceive to be necessary. And so, to elucidate my theme, 
I would emphasize one further consideration which is both 
positi•e and critical. 

Theol.ogy, while it is necessary to religion, is not relipm. 
Here, it is obvious, the question of the meaning and precise 
relation of these two is at once raised. Once again one of 
the central issues of modern religious thought is at stake. 
We have our theological thinken who are at pains to set 
forth their conviction that the claim to have an immediate 
awareness of God is ' nonsense.' This is, as I understand it, 
the position of Dr. Tennant in Plailoaophical Theology. 
Barth likewise is scornful when be speaks of ' religious 
aperience ' ; God is the ' Wholly Other • ; ' God in us • 
implies arrogance. Most of the religious seen of the past 
will, then, have to be convicted of this 'arrogance,' not 
excluding our Lord. " 

U religion does not stand for an immediate communion 
with God, for myself I do not aee any convincing reason for 
perpetuating the term. Its content is covered by other 
t.enm already in uae. Let us, then, hutm, in the interests 
of our theological dialectic, to direct our energies into decry
ing the essence of the mystical claim in every age. Let us 
extirpate from the religioua records of the put everything 
auggative of this claim to '-'-ledfe of God, union with God. 
Let 111 banish these pat.hological experienoea as ' pietistic 
and methodistic illusiom.' I know not in what line of the 
prophets this empbasia will place us, but I am certain it will 
not be in the line of Jesus of Nazareth. 

No plea for the re-instat.anent of theoloa ii to my own 
mind 10 nugatory and vain as that which i, dominated by 
an emphasis hostile t.o religioua experience. or to the claim 
to ' communion with God.' ' Spirit to spirit Thou dOlt 
lpe&IL' If this be not so, it will nothing avail ua to have 
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erected a dialectic edifice in which a • Wholly Other ' trua,. 
cendent Deity is emhrined for the intimidation of humanity. 
Uthe human soul is not immediately open to divine influence, 
then religion 88 such is illusion, and theology is the rationa)j. 
zation of illusion. And when I use the word ' immediately,' 
I do not suggest the absence of personal and environnient.al 
factors, 88 if, again. religious experience involved the 
' supernatural dictation ' of the old deistic impiration 
theory. I use it to proclaim my belief that in and through 
these mediating data there is given to us awareness of God; 
and that in and through the historical devenir there ia 
revealed ' the increasing purpose ' of God. 

I say these things in order to make clear that what I 
mean by the ' necessity ' of theology is not what some 
othen mean. I penonally do not believe there is any 
necessity for a theology which has, 88 one of its fundamental 
presuppositions, the idea that religion receives whatever 
validity it has from theology. Religion I regard 88 the 
living tree, and theology 88 one of its fruits. 

Nevertheless. having said this, I would stress that theology 
u a necessary fruition of religion. It is when religious man 
reflects, that theology is born. Religion existed before 
theology, and is indeed the life-giving principle of theology. 
But that no more means that theology is unnecessary than 
the fact that the babe precedes the man argues for the 
in-necessity of self-conscious and directive intelligence. It 
would be a highly curious situation if an age in which the 
average level of reflective intelligence is higher than it ever 
has been were to be led away by the notion that its intelli
gence need not be devoted to the data of religion. • I have 
already suggested in the former part of this paper that the 
historical jtutijicatum for this mistaken attitude (though it 
is not a justification; it is rather a paycAologu:al ezplanation) 
lies in the felt inadequacy of past theological explications. 
Nevertheless, this felt inadequacy should lead us, not to 
argue that we can do without theology, but to set about the 
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task of a worthier doctrinal explication and unification. 
A, long as man retains his reflective intelligence he will 
need. and will seek, a theology. Only a univenal religious 
and intellectual decadence could kill within humanity the 
felt neceuity of coherent theological formulation and 
statement. The introduction, therefore, of emotional or 
practical fervour, to eke out the inadequacies of intellectual 
dilcussion of religious questions, will alwa)'I be resisted by 
an age that reflects on its religion. 

I would sum up, in closing, the positive suggestions of 
tbil paper. 

The theology of the future will have to be more ethical. 
Woven into its texture will be the highest ethical insights 
of its age. No theology which does not accord with the 
deepest moral consciousness will endure. Soteriological and 
escbatological formulation, in especial, will have to remember 
tbil. Vice wrm, the ethical idealisms of the age will have 
to aeek, and ftnd, a baais and rationale in theological state
ment. And if in Jesus Christ we have the revelation, not 
only of the nature of God, but auo of Ria a,illfor humanity, 
have we not the foundation atone of that statement T 

The theology of the future will have to be at once more 
rational and more religious. More rational, in the senae 
that the scrutiny of reason must not be forbidden the domain 
~ the presuppositions. More religious, in the aenae that 
religious insight and experience must be both the foundation 
and the inspiration of theology. More rational-that stands 
lor the recognition that truth is not i,npoml, it is aem ; 
that theology is, like every other branch of human thought, 
an inqviry, and not authoritarian and infallible dogmatic 
usertion ; that the thought of the past should be a stimulus, 
and not a paralysis, of the thought of the present and.of the 
future ; that the question and the problem that ' ataba our 
spirit broad awake ' is not an enticement of the legions of 
hell, but a call from the Spirit of Truth. More religious-
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that stands for the insight of a St. Ambrose : ' Non in 
dialectica complacuit Deo salvum facere populum suum.' 

The theology of the future will have to be ngnijkanl to 
the problems of its own era. Every living theology has upon 
it.the stamp of the mental and spiritual environment of ita 
age, and speaks to the needs of that age. Such theologies 

. are theologies of personal insight, and not merely com-
pendious systematizations of the insights of the past. In a 
true .sense, a man's theology (and an age's theology) is bia 
own, or he has none. 

The theology of the future will have to be more simple. 
This does not mean less profound ; it means less compla 
and more central. One of the basal thoughts of the theology 
that ia to be will be the distinction between cardinal tnrtba 
without which theology could not exist at all, and some 
detailed theories, monuments of the past, which sought to 
systematize those truths. There will always be a measuft 
of religious sympathy for such a cry aa that of Erasmus, to 
whom I may be permitted to refer again. ' The sum fl 
religion ia peace, which can only be when definitions are • 
few as possible, and opinion ia left free on many questi0111. 
Our present problems,' he went on to add, ' are laid to be 
waiting for the next Oecumenical Council. Better let them 
wait till the veil ia removed and we see God face to face.' 
Like llilton'• 'grand infernal peen,' we reason high on lofty 
issue&, but find no end ' in wandering mazes lost.• The day 
will come when our partial insights, our finite formulati<Jl!I, 
will bow their heada in 1bame that they ever pretended to 
be • last words.• Even ao, the patient enduring for that day 
presupposes certain truths of religion which are not aubjed 
to the shock and change of new knowledge, of new categorie1 
of thought, of fresh and urgent neceaitiea of life. And this pre-
111ppoaition will. in certain other moments which visit !DOit 
of us, give ua more sympathy than Erasmus always lhowed 
for thOBe who fought the doctrinal battles of their times. 

The cardinal articles of the Christian faith are few. God. 
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]ncarnation. Eternal Life-the substance of the Christian 
affirmation is here. Each of these truths, however, demands 
aplication and coherent statement. Each involves and 
presupposes the others. Our conception of God will include 
both our conception of the Penon of Jesus Cbmt, of the 
tllimate meaning of His life and death, and our conceptiOD 
of human life, its purpose and goal. So also our mode of 
formulating a doctrine of the Incarnation will rest upon a 
prior conception of God. and of Ilia relation to nature and 
to humanity. And so I might go on. It will thus be seen 
that, few and simple as are the cardinal Chmtian truths. 
they unfold a univene of theological inquiry. 

C. J. Wa10BT. 

PRECURSORS or TIIE LADII d COIU'EllfRCI 
l.oNGKAJQ & Co. publish • aet of books which are precursors of the 
Lambeth Confermce. n, Cltu,d of Eflfland aflll dte Oum\ of 
Cwt, by Archdeacoa Rawlimoo. la., is ua expansion of lectures at 
Sioo College. He explains why he believes in the Church of England 
md its future. The flnt lecture shows that there ii no hope al 
Clmn:b Unity in any leetarilo 10lution. Tbe problem is u wide u 
the problem of Chriatendom. The English Church in the eigbteentla 
emtury had many abuses, much laxity, and • general atmosphere 
tl indiffernee. • The E~lieal Revival was in its essence • re-
fflBI ol Bpiritul uad penonal reiip,n ia an ace of spiritual wpm.' ID 
Before We Meet al Ille 1..tnRbetl Co,aferffl/Je (2-.) Dr. Neville Talbot 
llnds that the heart of the Church of England's catholic and sacra
llleDtal life is a beautiful and authentic manifestation of the un
amn:hable ricbea of Christ.. ' The whole Churcla needs the whole 
Christ and His whole Body. And the Church therefore needs the 
ft&SSembling of the whole of its divine resources.• Lauaanne, 
Lana6dla. ad 80IIIA lftllu, (ta. Id.), by N. P. Williama, D.D., is a aet 
vl ' Notes on the Present Poaition of the Reunion Movement ' by tlae 
Lady Margaret Professor of Divinity at Oxford. It was begun as a 
llemorandum on the Report of the LaUS1111De Conference. He 
4tiacuuea the views of Canon Stneter and the Bishop of Gloueeat.d 
u to the transmission of Orders, aad thinks that they cannot claim 
to be historically tenable. W7aite and Blade in Aftva (2-.) is a criti
• examination of the Rhodes Leetures of General Smuts br 
I. H. Oldham. They furniab no little atimulus, ...-ieo. a.ad 
pidance. AB to East Africa be hu no more excitinc sugestion te 
make than that the history of South Africa, allom of its abuses. 
lhould be repeated ander conditiom a hw.dred times more un
favourable lo the ._ of the esperimmL 
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ARISTOnE THE HEIR or PLATONISM 

IT is well recognized to-day that the wOl'k of no great 
thinker can be adequately appraised without IIOllle 

study of his intellectual history and the influences that 
contributed to his development. In the case of Aristotle, 
a large proportion of contemporary research is being directed 
to the investigation of the chronological order of bis writinp 
and of the extent of his dependence upon his predecesscr 
Plato.• The results of this research will inevitably lead to 
a fuller and more precise undentanding of Aristotle's phi» 
sophical system. The object of the present paper is to focua 
attention on some of those aspects of bis thought which 1ft 

most clearly reminiscent of his early contact with Platonism. 
About 887 e.c.. according to tradition. when Plato bad 

returned from his travels abroad, he bought a house and 
garden to the north-west of the city of Athens. where he set 
up a religious brotherhood, or school, dedicated to t.be 
Muses. From its situation in the grove of the hero Academua, 
this school came to be known as the Academy. To t.be 
Academy, as to a modem univenity, there repaired t.be 
young men of the Hellenic world who were desirous rJ. 
advanced training in science and philosophy. Aristotle, a 
native of the Ionian colony of Stagira, in Cbalcidice, entered 
the Academy at the age of eighteen. and remained there for 
twenty years, participating to the full in the programme rJ. 
study and research which was followed there. The curric
ulum, framed doubtless on the lines of the. education of tht 
Guardians as outlined in Republic vi., comprised mathematics, 
in its branches of arithmetic, geometry, and stereometry, 
astronomy, harmonics, and dialectic, the crowning science 
of the Good. Biology, too, one may conclude, was not 
ignored in the researches of the school, judging from the 

• See Jaeger's .A.,vtot,ela (1928); W. D. Ross, Aristotle (1928). 
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proficiency displayed in that direction by Plato's nephew 
Speuaippua, as well as from the atreu which Plato himself 
laid on the logical division of genera and species in the 
Sophvt and Politicua. • At any rate. it is certain that thia 
branch of study, as well as ethics and politics, had claimed a• 
large share of Aristotle'• attention during his long sojourn 
in Plato's school. 

Apart from the mere subjects studied, the whole tone and 
atmosphere of the Academy must have provided a powerful 
ttilnulus to the moral and intellectual development of it.a 
,tudent.s. In a previous article, attention baa been drawn 
to the dual aspect of Plato's philoaophy, and it was suggested 
that his religious temperament led him to a belief in the 
immortality of the soul and the existence of God, whereaa 
bis thirst for knowledge caused him to build upon these
religious data the famous theory of Forms and the science
" dialectic, whereby all the truths of the 111bordinate-
1Ciencea, through a continuous testing of hypotheses, should 
enlroinet:e eventually in the knowledge of the Good, that great 
end for which the whole univene strives and lives. There ii 
lllfflcient evidence. both from the fragmentary remains of 
Aristotle'• early works and from references in his Etlaiu and 
Jletapl&ynu, • that these fundamental 818umptions, however 
they may have been modified or re-interpreted, remained a 
pan.mount influence as long as Plato was the head of· the 
Academy. That Aristotle was profoundly affected by his 
master'• views, and was at first a faithful adherent of 
Platoniam, has recently been demonstrated very convinc
ingly by Professor W. Jaeger in the work already indicated.• 
Among the earliest known works of Aristotle is a dialogue 
styled Eudemw, or the Soul, which treats of the subject of 
Plato's Phaedo in a truly religious spirit, affirming the doc
trine of Immortality and that of Learning by Reminiscence 

• Cf. Epierates, fragment 5. 
• Aristotle, EtJa. N~ •• A, vi.; Metapl&ynu, z, vi. 1oa1a--b. 

• Jaeger, Arulolela, e. ii., pp. ta-ae. 
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of the FOl"ID8 1een in a previ0111 life. He wrote, further, a 
workealledTAleProtr,pncuua~dofprospectusbtbe 
Aeademy, pnclaimiag the Platonic way of life, and exprea, 
iDg a desire for greater exactitude in the principles of ethia 
and politica, after t.be fashion of Plat.o'• &public. In hil 
very early works. then. Aristotle apparently elaborated the 
religious doctrine of the Immortality of the Soul. as well u 
the epistemological theory of the Forms and of the Good, 
which aerved both as an ethical and a scientific end. Accu
ding to the theory of Forms, the whole field of transitory 
phenomena, of which the visible universe consists, is but 1 

IA&dow. an im'ILge of true existence, and, wherever a group 
of particulars is called by the 1&111e name, there exists u 
eternal, immutable Form, which is the true reality. and 
which imparts to the particulars such existence as they 
bave. The climax of true existence is reached in the Fom 
ea tJae Good. which, to quote the Republie, ' every SOIII 
punaes. and for whose sake performs all things, divining ib 
exist~ although it be unable adequately to comprehend 
it.'• 

After Plato's death ia 8'7 B.c., when Aristotle had departed 
from Athena to King Hermeiu in the Troad, signs of an 
iDdependent tendency appeared. There was a desire to 
modify and re-interpret the doctrine of Forms. It would 
aeem u if the mystical language in which that docbine bad 
been expressed bepn to awakea doubts in the mind ol 
Aristotle. He had come of Ionian stock, of the race that 
had brougllt natural science to birth in eastern Greece, and 
bia early education, owing to his father's connexion witli 
medicine, bad familiarized him with scientme method. ID 
the Troad, too, he probably spent a good deal of time ia 
obaerving animal life, and he may have writt:m 10me of hit 
biolotiea,l treati&ea there.• At all event.a, tJie background rl 
his earlier life gradually re-asserted itself, now that the 

• Plato, Rq,ullie, IOI E. 
• See Burnet'•~ p. 12 (Bl'itiall Academy Lecture, 19H). 
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my&tical and reqioaa in8uenee of the muter w• withdrawn. 
Jn the work CMOtr,eing PltilMoplw exception wu taken to 
die pecaali.vly poetical and imaginative pbraeology which 

I Plato bad used to explain the Fonm and their relation to 
I the things of sense. The criticism applied especially to the 
I difficulty of explaining how any eternal, immutable realitiea, 
[ which exist apart, could be the came of eternally ehangiDf 
phmomena. which are quite distinct from them. How can 
1 sensible thing participate in an ideal Form 'l The 
Platonista, he thought, simply set up a 1eCOnd class ol 
aiatencea onr apinst the ftnt, and were obliged to explain 
two thinp instead ol one. Further, how did the aensible 
tlliag come into being at all ? What was the caue of motion 

aad change '. 
This eriticiam of the Forms seems to have made the 8nt 

lawh between the tacbing ,,f Plato and that of his ' moat 
pnuine diaeiple.' • When Aristotle had completed hill 
10journ at the Macedonian Court aa tutor of Alexander, and 
bad founded his own school in Athena (185 a.c.), the bream 
padually widened. The difference indicated. perhaps. not 
ID much a fundamental difference of doctrine u a differ
ence in temperament and in his general reaction to life. The 
more one reflects on the essential features of Aristotelian 
theory, the greater becomes the conviction that it was in 
eaence the same as Plato's. being, in reality, a peculiar 
interpretation and expamion of the latter. I now propoee 
to consider some of the chief doctrines of orthodox Platonism 
(excluding the later mathematical development.a in the 
Academy), and to compare them with their counterpart.a in 
Aristotle, as we know them from the notea of leetures 
delivered in the Lyeeum, which form the bulk of the praent 
Ariltotelian eorpua. 

Orthodox Platonism, as we have seen, pos~ted a world 
of ideal truth, immutable and eternal, which exuts. and a 

• Aristotle, MdaplapJricl, A, vi. V81b 4; ix. 991" seq. 
• Dia,enea Laertiua, ""· I. 
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world of aeme, which never is, but alwaya becomes ; and tbe 
ezact relationahip in which these two worlds stand to eaG 
other wu never adequately aplained. Aristotle. when be 
came to the formulation of his mature phil080phy, had 
decided that the world of seme and change deserved more 
recognition than it had received from Plato, and that tbe 
immutable Forms offered no explanation of it. Bia 
researches in logic led him to the conclusion that being, er 
reality, belonged not to general notions or univenals, but 
only to a concrete thing-the subject, but never tbe 
predicate. of a proposition. Further, all concrete thiop 
could be resolved into two constituent.a, form and matter. 
To take an eumple from Metaplaynu. Z, a statue consists d 
stone. which is it.a matter, and the shape imposed upon the 
stone. which is it.a form. The stone in it.a turn may be 
regarded 88 having two constituent.a-it.a material elementa 
and the formula of their combination. These element.I 
themselves, in their turn. may be analyaed into form and 
matter. Even the four ~ed 6rst element.a. air0 earth, 
ftre. and water. may be resolved. in the last resort. into a 
grouping of contraries. e.g. the warm and the moist. or the 
cold and the dry, together with a matter which is pure 
substrate. the mere possibility or potentiality of beinf. 
Thus the whole univene, from this empty substrate upwarda, 
is to be regarded 88 an elaborate system of successive super
positioqs of form upon matter. A thing is known only by 
it.a form. and. from the scientific point of view. the world ii 
to be considered 88 consisting of a very large number of 
interrelated genera and species.• The study of the indivi
dual cannot be separated from that of the species to whicb 
it belongs ; and the form of the individual thing and of the 
species alike consist.a in that differentia which marks it 
off scientifically from other species belonging to the same 
genus. or larger clus. The matter of such an individual 

• er. Plato's Division or Genera, PltaMlrw. te5 E; Plikbw, 16 B--C. 



ARISTOTLE THE BEm OF PLATONISK 281 

thing or species is the genus. It is from this analysis of the 
world that he arrives at the conception of a definition u 
eomisti.ng of the genus and the difference (per genu d 
ilerentiaffa). 

As one reads this description of the world of things, one. 
recognizes it aa being practically identical with the world one 
envisages from the Platonic dialogues, especially from the 
fa,naeu. The chief difference lies in Aristotle'• insistence 
that t~ world is the real worl~ whereas Plato regards it u 
being at beat only half real. In the Timaeu, when be baa 
to deal with the • probable account • of the generation of 
phenomena, Plato declares that, besides the two claaaea of 
Forms and Senaibles, which he had hitherto postulated, he 
must now mention a ~ the Substrate of Becoming. It 
ii a nature that is vague and hard to explain. • It ever 
receives all things into it, and baa nowhere any form like to 
aught of the shapes that enter into it. For it is u the 
111batance wherein all things are naturally mould~ being 
stirred and informed by the entering shapes. . . . But .the 
lhapea which pus in and out are likene88e8 of the eternal 
aistencea, being copied from them in a fashion wondrous 
IDd hard to declare.•• Here, too, then, we see concrete 
individual things coming into existence within a receptacle 
or substrate, which is really mathematical apace, attained by 
a process of abstraction from the actual world of sense. But 
whereas Plato calla the things that come and go merely 
' likenesses of the eternal existences,• of the forms which are 
apart from the substrate, Aristotle regards the form aa well 
u the matter aa being inherent in the things. He favoun· 
Immanence, u opposed to Transcendence. 

In his exposition of the relationship of form and matter, 
Aristotle not only failed to improve upon Plato, but involved 
himself in some inconsistency. In the first place, his form, 
or essence, is not irnrnan,.-nt in the concrete thing in any 

• Plato, T._, ao C. tr. Alclter-Rind. 
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material aeme i it ii a priaciple ol structare or function ~ 
an be pwped only bytbe mind. Secondly. the Ariatoteliq 
beat.meat ol the term exilltence. or reality. ii confusing,• 
far as its use in the Metaphyriu is concerned. Ae a logiciu 
.be ...... existence primarily only to the concrete thing. 
CD1Dpoaed of form and matter i yet in his more metaphysic!al 
diecmaions he implies that the sub&tantial element in thinga, 
the only element that can be known, is their fonn, or eaenee.• 
'l1us appean to be a lapae from his own common-aeme poiat 
el view to a position very like that of Plato. 

Let m next consider the attitude of the two philoeophen 
to the problem of motion and ehan,e. Ari.totle auerts ia 
the Jldqltg,iu that the l'orms of Plato do not provide aa 
Efficient Came, and that Plato did not fumi&b any explana
tion aa to why the world ia moYed tbil way or that.• Since 
he eridently considered his own account of motion superior, 
it wiU be more convenient to conaider hia view fint, and 
Plato's afterwards. Motion, according to Ariatotle, is a 
JJll••te from potentiality to actuality. For example, the 
bricks and mortar which go to the making of a house are 
the home potentially, and motion ia called into being by the 
proeea of aetualiution at the hands of the builder. In the 
ease of art. therefore, the starting-point of movement ii 
outside of the thing that is moved. In Nature, however, 
there is a power of movement in the thing itself i and the 
nature of a thing is its form, its innate mode or structure, 
and it is thia which causes the thing to grow and change, and 
to stop growth when it hu reached the culmination of itl 
form. Matter is ever aspiring to fonn, and form, by itl 
mere existence, calls forth motion. Hence Fonnal, Final, 
and Efficient Cause coalesce into one. This conception of 
an immaterial entity, such u the plan in the mind of the 
craftsman, or a dnire felt by an animal. aa calling fort.la 
mcwement within the appropriate matter, is carried out on 

• Metaplaf/flU, Z, nu. 
• Jla ' , A, Nii 5; L, 1011618. 
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1 mucb more memive acale in. his comideration of tbe 
heavens and the movement of the univene taken as a whole. 
Since it ia part of his general theory of Motion that the agent 
which cames motion must exist in actuality before the 
motion to which it gives riae-e.g. the idea of the artist 
eomes before the picture, the oak-tree is prior to the acorn
., there muat exist aomewbere pure, uncauaed movement 
wbieh is prior to all other movement. This 10urce of mov~ 
ment will be a1so the Final Ca.Ille of all things, as well u 
pure Form, untrammelled by matter of any kind. Such a 
IOUJ'ce be ftnda in the movement of the Fint Heaven. Tbia 
first Heaven ia the outenn0&t aphere of the univene, coa
taining the bed stan. and the uninne consist.a of a serie9 
fl such sphera, all concentric, with the earth at rest in the 
centre. The rotatory movement of the Fint Heaven ia due, 
be aftbma, to the activity of pure thought, which he cal8 
the Prime Unmoved Mover, and also God. He therefore 
u;igu a physical motion to an entirely immaterial came. 
leeh of the concentric apberes ia moved by a aimilar Un
moved Mover. Aristotle'• description of the process ia: 
' It movea as the object of Desire ' ; i.e. it does not purpoae 
or will movement, but calls it forth merely by ita existence. 
The universe is moved by sheer attraction. • On this prin
ciple, then. depend the heavens and Nature. God'• life is 
like oun at its abort best. Such i1 His life always (which 
oun cannot be); for His activity is also pleasure. And 
while thought varies in perfection with its object, it is at ita 
best and mOlt divine when it is in 8UCh direct contact with 
it.a object that it and it.s object may be aid to be identical. 
This best and mOlt perfect contemplation it ia that God 
enjoy,. If, then, with God it ia always well, as with us 
eometimes, this is wonderful; and if even better, it is more 
wonderful still. And this is the fact. Life, _too, is His ; for 
the actuality of mind is life, and He is that actuality, an 
actuality which essentially is perfect and etemal life. We 
say, then, that God ill a living being, eternal and perfect, and 
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that continuous and eternal life and being are His. For He 
is this.'• 

Is there anything similar to this in Plato ! There is cer
tainly no explicit doctrine of Potentiality and Actuality, of 
Material and Formal Cause, and of Mind as Pure Form, 
systematically applied to the whole realm of nature. There 
are, however, traces in the dialogues of something analogoua 
to Aristotle's views. As regards the innate power of Form 
to evoke a response in matter, even the early utterances of 
Plato occasionally refer to the object as • aiming at • being 
the Form, but• falling short• of it•; and the notion that the 
whole process of nature is an unconscious striving after an 
End or Form which it never perfectly attains finds ita 
counterpart in the Bepublie, where the idea of Good it 
dacribed as that which every soul pursues, that towards 
which all action tends, and for which all lesser things are 
sacriflced. • Further, the notions of Potentiality and 
Actuality are latent in that paaaae in the Sop/aut. where, in 
order to meet the wishes of materialists and idealists together, 
Being is defined tentatively as the • power or potentiality of 
acting or being acted upon.'• Similarly, the doctrine of the 
Prime Unmoved Mover takes us back to Plato's utterancea 
concerning soul. His belief in the soul and its immortality 
was probably a datum of the religious consciousness. It 
endowed life with a purpose, and at the same time provided 
an explanation of the unceasing change of the physical 
universe. In the Pha«lrua, soul is defined u the self-mover, 
which is without beginning, and therefore immortal.• In 
the Sophia,, the Eleatic stranger revolts from the thought 
that motion and life and soul and mind should not be 
attributes of absolute Being.• In the Timaeua, the divine 
artificer ia represented as fashioning the world by placinr 
mind in soul and soul in body, and soul is moved from within 

• Aristotle, Mdaphgriu, L, vii. 10786 18, tr. Professor J. L. Stocki; 
• Plato, Pllaltlo, 7-6 D. • Bepublic, IOI E. • Soplul, 147 E. 

• Pha.etlrw, 241 ,C. • Sop--. H9 A. 
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aDd is the came of motion in all other things.• In the 
plild,u.,, Protarchua aays : ' To hold that reason orden all 
things is what the very aspect of the universe. the sun. the 
moon, the stars. and the whole circumference of the heavens, 
requires us to believe.'• Finally, in the La.. the highest and . 
best form of motion is that which moves both itself and 
others, and is identified with 10ul, the oldest of all things. 
AU the revolutions of the heavens, and of the bodies in 
the heavens, are akin to the movements of 10ul, and are the 
reflections of the will. the deliberation. the opinion of 
the 10uls that reside within.• The orderly revolutions of the 

I an prove the regularity and precision of the 10ul-move
ments which they reflect. These 10uls or 10ul are God : and 
God pays heed to human affairs, observing whether men do 
justice or injustice, and is not to be propitiated by offerings 
and gifts. Plato, therefore, had a vision of the physical 
anivene as moved and controlled by Reason. as consisting 
tl a body and 10ul together. He calls the univene God, 
and the stan and planets are gods of the second rank. perfect 
bodies whose orderly movements are produced by a good 
and wise 10ul. 

There is a difference, however, between this and Aristotle's 
adaptation of it. With Plato the univene is a union of 10ul 
111d body, and physical motion is but a reflection of the 
motion of reason. as seen through the medium of sense. For 
Aristotle the two are distinct. The heavenly spheres in 
their revolutions exist separately from the Unmoved Moven 
which caUBe their movement. Moreover, Aristotle's God 
takes no thought for the universe, but is ever engaged in 
thinking upon thought. Such a God does not satisfy the 
religious consciousness. Here we note Aristotle's impenonal. 
objective view of the world. Yet, even in his description of 
pure Intellect. there are one or two re~nces of Plato's 
Lau,,. For instance, Plato suggests that the gods might be 

• Titna,u, N A, '8 E. • Pltillllu6, 18 D-E, tr. H. F. Carlill. 
• L ... , IN D,E, seq. 
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compared to the gmerala of anniea.• The nature oft.he 
univene, says Aristotle, cont.aim the good both aeparately and 
in the order of its parta. u an army does: 'for the good is found 
both in the order and in the leader, and more in the latter
for be doea not depend on the order, but it depends on him.'• 

How does the doctrine of immortality faJ-P. with Aristotle T 
Moat interpreten agree that Plato believed in immortality fer 
the individual, and not merely for the universal, eoul. To 
understand Aristotle'• position here, one muat consider to 
80Dle atent his general view of the relation of soul and body. 
Whereas for Plato the aoul ia a divine eseence, which for 1 

time is imprilooed within a body, 'like an oywter in ita 
shell,'• with Ariatotle the term compriaea all the activities of 
a living body through all the gradea of animal ,.iistenee. Tbe 
80UI of man, therefOl'e, includes all the funetiom of bit 
bodily organs-growth and nutrition. movement, aematioa, 
perception, desire, intellect. He applies to it his usual 
metaphysical tenninology, and 1aya briefly:' The aoul is the 
form, the body ia the matter, oft.be living thing.' Many of 
these faculties of the aoul are connected with a specifte 
bodily organ or organs, and hence would have no meaninf 
apart from the body. When be comes to the discussion of 
mind, or intellect, however, Ariatotle is led, by his ignorance 
of the pbylieal correlate of thought, to suppose that the 
reason of man-that which distinguishes him from the lower 
animals-is incorporeal, entering mysteriously from without. 
Bence the reason in man may be immortal, but 10Ul, in so 
far as it comprises the lower faculties, which are inevitably 
connected with body, is not immortal. The Soul Doctrine 
of Aristotle, therefore, contains both a criticilDl of, and • 
reversion to, Platonism. Dissatisfted with Plato's clusifica
tion of the soul's activities into reason, passion, and appetite,• 
he extends the analysis by adding nutrition and sensation, 
and inlists on the inevitable correlation of soul and body, but 

'UIIN, 90'5 E. •Metapltyriu, L, 1075a 11 aeq., tr. W. D. ROliS. 
• PAaetlrw, NO C. • Bqn,bli.t:, '81 E seq. 
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ia the end he admits that the eallelltial part of man's ,oul, 
the Creative Mind, aiata apart from body, and is pure 
activity-fonn without matter. Some commentators have 
Wd that the CTeative Mind alluded t.o in this part of 
Aristotle's psychology is nothing less than the Divine Kind 
which inspires the universe. In spite of this decided lapse 
iDt.o Platonism. Aristotle appean to have no place in his 
acheme for individual immortality~y for the endlea 
peration • of the species. 

But it is in ethics and the study of conduct that we see 
Aristotle diverging most conspicuously from the Platonic 
4octriDe. In ethics, as in physics. Plato's attitude was 
determined by strong religious beliefs. In the Pluiedo and 

, in the Tlleadnw he expre91ed his assurance that tbe world is 
• •der the governance of good and wise gods. that the soul 
ii immortal. and t.hat the best life for man is tbe imitation of 
God. a preparation for death or for a fuller life hereafter.• 
llan'a life ia therefore a perpetual quest i his moral hi&t.ory 
C1m1Sist.s ia a struggle between the conflicting tendencies 
wit.hill him-the appetitive, the passionate. and the rational 
element.a of the soul. The aUegorieal description of this 
atruggle • that of a charioteer driving two horses of different 
~ and temper ii well known. Right actioa ensues when 
tile rational element rules and discipliDes the other element.a. 
Departure from the rule of the rational means failure and 
lio. In order t.o facilitate the rule of the rational in man's 
life, the State, according to the Bepubl~ and the La.a, must 
be so orpaized that education. from the first, llhou.ld be 
directed towards the formation of the best cbaract.er in the 
citi7~, and that the government should be in the bandB 
• the men who pmseu the highest intellectual and moral 
acellence. This is the meaning of the famous sentence that 
an ideal St.ate will become possible oaly when philosophers 
are kinp ar kinp ben•e philoaophen. • The ;hiloaophenare 

• n.to. 81 JI: .... ;~ l'N 11111· • BqN,Mw, 67'8 c. 
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those who spend the greater part of their lives in study and 
in contemplation of the Good, returning to practical life only 
when the State needs their services u governon. 

Aristotle, in his ethics, ignores the religioua assumptiona 
upon which Plato's ethical views rest. The doctrine fl 
penonal immortality and of the transmigration of souls bad 
to be discarded when he defined soul 88 ' the ftnt actualir.a
tion of a natural body possessing the capacity of life ' (D, 
Anima. ,120, 27). Further, God, u conceived by Aristotle, 
is engaged in contemplation alone, and cannot be called just 
or temperate or brave or liberal, or by any of the moral terma 
suitable to human beings.• Hence it would be inappro
priate to call the moral life of man ' an imitation of God.' 
He therefore leaves God and the religious life out of account 
in his ethics, and concentrates upon the subject as u 
objective science, making common-sense generaliutiom 
about conduct from the point of view of a sane and careful 
obeerver. Two of these generalizations stand out pre
eminently. One ia that a good or bad character ia the result 
of habits, and that the man who aims at a good character 
must, therefore, be disciplined in good habits, so that his will 
may support his tendency to virtue. So long u a man11 

soul ia the scene of a struggle between conflicting impulses, 
the fixed state of virtue has not been attained. Hence 
Plato would acclaim 88 a temperate act any single victory 
of a good will over an impulse to self-indulgence ; Aristotle, 
on the other hand, would call the agent in such a case con• 
tinent, but not temperate, reserving the latter term for the 
man who is habitually virtuous in this respect. Convenely, 
he would call the man who succumbs sometimes, but not 
always, to temptation, incontinent, whereas the habitual 
drunkard would be intemperate. The virtuous man, in 
short, is one in whom right action has become a habit, a 
habit of deliberate choice.• The second characteristic which 

• Etlt. Nie., x. 11786 10 seq., • EU.. Nie., ii. 11066 88. 
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Aristotle 1treasea is that virtuous action must consist in a 
mean between two extremes-tbOBe of exceu and defect. 
'lbus. in regard to giving money, the mean would be liber
ality, the exceu prodigality, the defect niggardliness.• 
Lest the doctrine be interpreted on a merely quantitative 
basis. Aristotle goes on to say that the mean is purely rela
tive to the penon concerned, and that the final judge of the 
mean in any particular cue is the ' wise man '-one who 
undentands human nature and the character that is desirable 
for the citizens of a good State. 

In his ltudy of moral virtue, then, Aristotle proceeds on 
101Dewhat different lines from Plato i but his indebtedness 
becomes clear again in his view of the human good and in bis 
8nal estimate of human well-being. In a late dialogue, the 
Plailebu, Plato bad discussed the criteria with which the 
human good must comply. It must be adequate, complete, 
and desirable in itself.• Following this notion, Aristotle, in 
bis Etlw, requires that the human good ahall be final and 
lelf-sufflcient, concluding that it is to be identifted with 
well-being, or happiness.• This happiness he proceeds to 
equate with activity, the activity which constitutes the 
particular function of man u distinguished from the animal 
world-that is, a life directed by moral discipline. His final 
definition of happiness is ' an activity of the soul, conditioned 
by virtue i and, if the virtues are more than one, by that 
virtue which is the belt and most perfect i further, for 
happiness a complete lifetime is required.'• This last clause 
ia added to show that some external advantages are neces-
1&1')' for real hap pin~ reasonable length of life for the 
exercise of man's activity-and, later, other material goods 
are mentioned, such u good birth, good looks, and friends. 
Under some conditions even the wise man could not be styled 
happy. This analysis reminds one of the 'µiixed life' of 
reason and pleasure described in the Philebtu ; neither 

• Ella. Nie., ii. 1107a 28 seq. 
•Ella.Nie., i. 1097a 28 seq. 

• Philebtu, 22 A 11eq. 
•Ella.Nie., i. 1098a IT. 
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ft880D nor pleaare ill isolation is the bWBU pod, for bf 
iuelf each lacb aelf-euJ&cimcy and the property of adequaey 
and completeaesa. 

At the end of the EIJaic, there is a ebaracteristically 
Aristotelian modi8cation of a Platonic point of view. Jn. 
ftueneed, no doubt. by the scheme of life oqt;lined for the 
Guardians of Plato's State, in accordance with which they 
pau the greater portion of their lives in the contemplation 
of the Good, Ari■totle proclaima fioally that the mo■t per
fect happiness of all is the activity which calls forth the 
highest virtue, and the highest virtue i■ that of the divine 
part of man, namely, the intellect.• Such activity hu no 
end beyond itself. and i■ least dependent on external advan
tages for ita falllment. It is that activity which i■ moat 
like the activity of God, and in exerci■iag it man COIDfl 

nearest to the achievement of immortality. Such a life ii 
only for those who ue philosophically inclined, and it ii 
entirely divorced from the practical life of govemmen&, 
winch wu one of the intermittent activities of Plat.o'1 
Guanlians. It is in these utterances that Aristotle C01De1 

nearest to aaything like religious fervour, but hia religioa 
and his God are coldly intellectual, and aloof from tae 
world of human interatl and the struggles of ordinary 
men. 

The treatise on~ was followed or accompanied by 
one on Politiu, of which ethics, in the eyes of Aristotle, w11 

lNt a parL The debt of the Politic, to the dialogues of 
Plato i■ continuously manifest. Although Aristotle passa 
many strictures on the organization of the ideal common
wealth. particularly oo the ~ communistie doctrines 
in the lleptd,lte, he Jaya the same stress on the neeessity of 
NUDd laws and good educatioll as did Plato in his last book, 
the Laa ; and io his clusifleation of possible constitutiOIII 
lie ia followiDc in ~e main the aimilar classification m 
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Plato'• Politit:u. It would take us too far afield to deal, 
even in a eunory manner, with the wealth of material in 
Aristotle'• Politia. One striking contrast between the two 
pbilosophen may, however, be noted. Whereas in the 
lepublu: the Guardiam devote theD111elves to the good of the. 
whole State from religious principles, studying the Good 
bec,.Ule by so doing they may enable mankin,t u a whole to 
lead a noble life, in Aristotle the State exists for the philo
eophers alone, for the few who are fitted by nature to exerci.ae 
the highest human activity, and the whole machinery of 
government, with its system of slavery and disenfranchised 
labour, is but an instrument to this end. 

In conclusion, it will be well to reiterate that aspect of their 
thought which marks both philosophers u belonging to one 
and the same school, however differently they may express 
their views. Both look for reality, whether in physics, 
ethics, politics, science, or metaphysics, in the end or purpo&e 
rather than in the matter or the process through which that 
end is attained. Both find fault with An.uagoraa because 
he introduced a Reason into the explanation of the world. 
but failed to endow that Reason with any other function than 
that of a moving cause.• Plato identified this Reason with 
a Divine Mind. whose providence baa ordained that things 
lbould arise in the best way and for the best. Aristotle 
concluded that the purpo&e is inherent. not in God. but _in 
nature itself, which unconsciously and unceasingly inspires 
each part of the universe to achieve its own appropriate end 
or form. Such difference u there is between the two posi
tiona is due surely to temperament and point of view. In 
Plato's system there baa always seemed to be a gap between 
the religious postulates and the theory of knowledge. 
Aristotle, by ignoring the religious data, appears to bridge 
the gap and to work out a harmonious system.. It is merely 
ID appearance, however, for his conceptions of a Purposive 

18 
• P"'-lo, H B: Jlelaplet,,ia, A, 885G 17', 
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Nature and of a Prime Unmoved Mover are no more capable 
of lcientiftc demomtration than Plato'• Divine Hind. 

The preMlllt ltudy of Aristotle. from ita very nature, caa 
five only a very partial view of his achievement. In lint 
ling out those features of hia teaching which are to be attri
buted to hia Platonic inheritance, one must of neceaity 
ignore a great deal of subsidiary material in which his natiYt 
pnius found expreuion. and one can make no attempt tG 
estimate the amazing industry and versatility which enabled 
him to systematu.e and weld into a coherent whole the resulta 
of his investigations in so many different realma of know
ledge. Whatever he took over from Plato was puled 
through the crucible of hia own mind, and impressed by his 
own stamp. The relation between the two hu been com
pared by Professor Stoeb to t.hat between Philip and 
Alexander of Macedon.• The one conceived the ideal ud 
furnished. the instruments for the great search after truth; 
tbe other re-interpreted the ideal, re-fashioned. • the instra
ments, and brought into being an all-embracing, compact, 
and eelf-aufficient acheme of knowledge. 

llil.IB V. WILLUJIS. ---------ne Open Door and l1te Mandalu Syatem. By Benjamin Geri, 
(IOI.) 7'1'e Prioale Citum "9 Publie Borial Wort. By Hilda Jenninp. 
(Allen .t UnwiD.) Mr. Gen, gives a clear and full account of economir 
equality before and since the establishment of the Mandates System. 
Such a survey has been made possible by the administrative machinery ' 
now established at GeneYL When compared with a century ., 
there can be no doubt that the direat:ioo of commercial policy ii 
towards liberalism. A surprising measure of control is effectively 
exercised by the Permanent Mandates Commiuion, and custom& 
ngulatiom are camully oblerved. In fact, the Mandates Syata 
ia undoubtedly the most effective instrument yet deviled to mdl 
the Open Door effective. 

Ilia Jennings shows that during the put eentury the privalt 
iadmdual bu acted comistmtly • the pioneer in aocial refcn 
until, in 1908, the London Education Authority decided to enml 
the Voluntary Care Committee System to all its schools. She gives 
atrildns instances of the bffleftt to cbildttn and pamits, lhowt bow 

, the ayatem worb, and brinp out tbe need for volUDtary workm. 

• _..,,:,.,....., Pr. lmur J. L. Stoeb, p. 18. 
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PROBABLY no Roman Catholic saint makes a stronger 
appeal to the modern world than St. Vincent de Paul, 

whose humanitarian zeal ranks him with such Protestant 
aints as John Howard, Eli7.abeth Fry, and the Earl of 
Shaftesbury. The sixteenth and the twentieth centuries seem 
to be brought closer together in the person of this Gascon 
prison-chaplain and reformer than by any other servant of 
God, Protestant or Romanist, of the times of the Reformation 
and Counter-Reformation. He seems to be the very embodi
ment of Christian love in action, not a whit behind St. Francia 
in his practical compassion for the unfortunate and degraded, 
loving the moral leper with a fervom akin to that of the 
Little Poor Man of Assisi for the physical outcasts of society. 

St. Vincent was bom in 1581, five yean later than the 
date accepted by most of his biographers. The error ii 
aerious, because it involves a question, not only as to the 
date of his ordination, but also, as we shall see, as to his 
youthful character and reputation for sanctity. If the 
IIIWilly accepted date of his birth (1576) be incorrect, then 
V"mcent de Paul, contrary to the prescriptions, then very 
recent, of the Council of Trent, was ordained priest flve 
years too soon, at the age of nineteen. The date of his 
crdination, September 28, 1600, has been recorded in docu
ments of an indisputable authenticity. If he had in 1800 
attained to the requisite age of twenty-tom years, then 
1576 must be correct. But between 1921 and 1925 M. Pierre 
Coste published in forty volumes the correspondence of 
V-mcent de Paul and other authentic documents relating to 

• 8atrd Vincmt de Paul, Correspondence, Entretiem, Doeummta. 
J.dition pub• et annoth par Pierre Coate, pretie de la l6aka 
Puia: Gabalda. Qutcma .,._ iD-69, 1111-4. 
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bia life, the whole work evincing on every page a jealoaa 
lolicitude for truth and a scrupuloua critical sense. From 
~ monumental work we gather that the saint wu ban 
at Pouy, near Du: in G88COny, in the month of April 1581. 
St. Vincent baa written his age a dozen times in his letten, 
and there is no contradiction between one letter and another. 
He says himself in 1860 : ' I have been a priest sixty ye.an,' 
and he gives his age then as seventy-nine. M. Antoine Redie 
says: 'He was capable of doing a simple subtraction. Jn 
taking away from seventy-nine those sixty years comecrat.at 
to God, he left only nineteen before the great day on which 
he was made priest. But he knows something else : that 
on that great day he was nineteen and no more. He would 
have been shocked, when making himself out to be seventy. 
nine years old in 1860, to discover-because it is impossible 
that he should not have perceived it-that that made him 
priest at nineteen, if it had not been the truth.'• 

St. Vincent's parents were very poor G88COn peasanb, 
living in a little cottage with a barn and stables adjoining. 
' In the country to which I belong,' says Vincent, ' the 
people are nourished on a tiny grain called millet, which 
they boil in a pot ; at meal-times it is poured into a vessel, 
and the members of the household gather round, take their 
meal, and afterwards go to work.' Jean de Paul, the fatba 
of St. Vincent, was not of noble origin, as his name might 
lead one to think. The other peasants of his village all bore, 
like himself, the preposition, because it was the commcm 
usage to designate themselves by the place of their birth 
or of their habitation. One finds to-day at Pouy a bOUle 
and a stream called Paul. A family who lived near that 
stream or occupied that house became the family of Paul. 
Vincent always signed ' Depaul,' in a single word. Bia 
mother was named Bertrande de Moras. No more noble 
than her husband, 'she had never,' says her son, 'had• 
aervant, having been a servant herself.' The good people 

• La Yr• Vw u 8_,, Vincffll u P-, p. 10. 
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bid m children born to them-four boys, Jean, Bernard, 
Gayon, and Vincent, and two girls, both of whom were 
ealled Marie. All the children, when they grew old enough, 
helped their father on the farm. We do not know in what 
.Iler the children came into the world, but one biograpber,
Louia Abelly, says that Vincent was the third child. 

The village of Pouy, where the family lived, is no longer 
to be found on the map of France or in the list of the com
munes. Since 1828 it bas figured under the name of Saint
V"meent-de-Paul, and the little railway station which serves 
it, the last before Dax when travelling to Bordeaux, is called 
Berceau-de-Saint-Vincent-de-Paul. It was there that the 
cbild kept his father's sheep and pigs. All that is related of 
bil boyhood is charming, but uncertain. There are anecdotes 
which witness to the charity and precocious piety . of the 
little swineherd. It is known from bis own testimony that 
be had been ' a poor swineherd from birth.' All the rest is 
fantasy. It was bis custom, we are asamed, to pray night 
ad morning under an old oak beside a little ruined chapel 
aear to his home. It is affecting to find that the oak is atill 
there, and that to-day pilgrima venerate it in memory of 
St. Vincent i but nothing compels us to believe that the 
piety of the child was remarkable i we do not know. We 
are told that one day he gave all be bad, thirty sous, which 
he had saved up to buy something be wanted for himself, to 
• poor beggar. It is quite possible. But it is better to 
admire Vincent de Paul for what he really did than for the 
edifying fables invented by his devotees. All we know is 
that, with a stick in his band, he wandered to and fro acroa 
the cheerless, wind-swept pastures, the poorest in France. 
That region north of Acqs, as it was formerly called, or Dax, 
• it is now written, was then very dreary, the u.ograteful 
IClil affording little nourishment for man or beast. 

They tell us without proof that young Vincent was a 
6ttle saint. I think that be was rather a little prodigy, and 
that in the favourable solitude bis keen brain worked. He 
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•• wu to become an inoompanble man of action had, ii 
tile daWD of his life. pneioua leinre houn which be -
never to flad apin. He did not devot.e them all to pra,-, 
but doubtlal used them to ezercile. by obaervation ud 
meditation. hie intelligence and nourish his ambitions. 

There wu in France at that time. a, in lreJand to-day, 
one lhort cut, for an enterpriain, Jad. from poverty and 
oblcurity to power and inftuence. No political ad1'MCelllellt 
o&ered itself. and the learned profeaiom of law and medieiae 
went beyond the reach of a peuant boy ; but the Chri 
.. " Vincent an opportunity of which he wu not 1low to 
afti1 hirn•.lf. It aeerns certain that, by the age of ftftem, 
Vincent had puaed at 1eut four years at Du, either in tlle 
Fnnciacan College or in the home of H. de Comet, a barriste 
of IOID~ poaition in that town and magistrate of the vi1Jaat 
ol Pouy. Probably JI. Comet had noticed the lad and 
penuaded the father to confide him to hia care. Whether 
the child wu for a time a pensioner at the college and late 
OD a tutor in the home of the lawyer. who had two 80III, 

or whether he only lodged at the houae of his benefactar 
and a~ed claase8 at the college, we shall never know. 
Thia is certain : that we 11ee a yowig gallant already verr 
fU' removed from hil fint eatate of 1wineherd. ' When I 
wu a little boy.' he BBid one day, 'u my father took me 
with him into the town, I wu ashamed to go with him ud 
to acknowledge my father, because he was badly dread 
and slightly lame.' And one of hia biographen usures 'Ill 

that he once made to lledam~ de Lamoignon thil confeasion: 
' I remember that at the college where I wu studyinf, 
IOllle one came to tell me that my father, who wu a pocr 
peuant. wu asking for me. I refuaed to go and speak t.o 
him. by which I committed a great sin.' 

In 1596. at the age of fifteen, he went to receive. in condi
tiom, circwmtancea, and dispositions without doubt edifying, 
t.he tomure. We only know the bare fact. He proceeded to 
Toulouie. to punue hie theological atudiea at the uniftl'litJ. i 
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Bow did he provide for bia need, t.here T We haYe no 
paecise iafonnation till 1198. In the 1111D1Der of that year 
be beltim:d himself to obtain a tutonhip in a family, u t.he 
,tudent.a do to-day during vacatiODS. He found it at the 
(Mteau of Buzet-en-Comdomois, 8ve leagues from Toule>Ule. 
The lord of the place wu evidently •tided with -the aervicea 
" the young cleric, for he decided, on his return, to emd 
bil two 8008 to ToulOUle, where Vincent lived with them, 
and 111perviaed, in his houn of leisure, their studies. During 
the ume vacation, on September 19, 1598, Vincent retumed 
iD hute to Tarbes to be made a aub-deacon. He wu seven
teen yean old. Three month& afterwarda. on December 19, 
be betook himaelf, u a matter of eoune, to the same town 
of Tarbes, where the bishop, Monsignor Diharae. ordained 
him deacon. During these int.ervala other youth& were 
added to thoae from the Chiteau de Buzet to work under 
the auperviaion of the enterprising tutor, who set up a sort 
of institution or ,-,uioA de /amil.u, which venture we 
ahould expect to be told was prosperoua if we had not the 
eorreapondence of the Principal himself, who, at the time 
he was at ToulOU1e, was head over ean in debt. But he 
continued to make haste. Although thete wu an arch
bishop at Toulouse. where he lived, and a bishop at Du. 
the dioceae from which he came. he went on September 28, 
1800, taking advantage of another vacation, to receive the 
priesthood at nineteen yean of age from the handa of a 
blind and decrepit prelate, Fran~ia de Bourdille, Biahop of 
Perigueux, who ordained him in the private chapel of hia 
chiteau of Saint-Julien. 

In 1858, two yean before the death of St. Vincent. hia 
familiar friends were ignorant that he had entered in that 
huty fashion into the service of the Church. Brother 
Ducournau wrote, in. the month of August pf that year, a 
long letter to Jean de Saint-Martin. Canon of Du. demanding 
of him expressly at what time and place the man of God 
•u ordained priest. The pod brother received no reply, 
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but, on the same day that his superior died, September r,, 
1680, he found in the bureau of the deceased saint, amon, 
his secret papers. documents establishing the date, place, 
and conditions of the ordination. He discovered then , 
secret fault in the life of his superior. Probably be tboupt 
for a moment that the saint had deceived bimp.lf as to t.be 
date of his birth. It was apparent that be was made su~ 
deacon and then deacon within three months, and t.be 
further hasty ordination in Perigord was difficult to reconcile 
with that which was known otherwise of the life of such 1 

man. The brethren then decided that at least they would 
avoid any scandal ; and, in the absence of any official 
certificate of his birth, they fixed it as having occurred Cll 

Easter Tuesday, April 24, 1576. 
We have no such reason to cover up the truth, and to 

make him out to be at twenty years of age the saint which 
he was not. It is better to show him as be was, a man 
loaded with chains like ourselves, who one day, by t.he 
grace of God, succeeded in breaking them. 

All his biographers, copying one from another, relate t.he 
same edifying anecdote regarding his 8.nt mass. ' It ii 
said,' writes Abelly, 'that be had such an apprehension« 
the majesty of that entirely divine action, that he trembled 
at it ; and that, not having the courage to celebrate publicly, 
he choae rather to say mass in a remote and little-visited 
chapel, assisted only by a priest and a server.' Unhappily, 
in spite of the word of the pious Abelly, nothing obliges 111 

to accept as true so touching a story. There are even 
material reasons which discredit it, and above all a moral 
reason. Vincent was preoccupied then with making hia 
way in life, rather than with abasing hilll8elf before God. 

In a famous letter of which we have the whole text, dated 
July 24, 1697, he speaks of a powerful prelate at the Court 
of Rome, and writes to his correspondent, M. d~ Comet : 
'Mon dit seigneur m'a command~ d'envoyer qu~ lea 
lettres de mes ordres, m'assurant de me faire du bien et 
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tra bien pourvoir de ~~ce.' A little later, having insisted 
on the attachment which he baa for the same prelate, be 
adds : • Cette sienne affection et bienveillance done me fait 
promettre. comme ii me l'a promia aussi, le moyen de faire 
une retirade honorable, me faisant avoir a ces fins quelque 
honn~te ~nefice en France.' An honourable retirement at 
twenty-seven f Later still, in 1610, he is possessed with the 
1UDe idea. • J'esptte tant en la grice de Dieu,' he writes to 
bis mother, • qu'il ~nira mon labeur et qu'il me donnera 
bient6t le moyen de faire une honn~te retraite pour employer 
le reste de mes forces aupres de vous.' On this M. Redier 
eomments : • Those who enter the Church in order to 
atricate their parents from misery find in Vincent, all 
through his career, an implacable critic, and sometimes his 
hardness shocks one.' Rev. Francis Goldie, S.J., says: 
• When he bad become the almsgiver of kings, and streams 
of money Sowed through his bands, he never could be 
induced even to say a word for those whom he bad left 
behind.' In a conference on May 2, 1659, on mortification, 
Vincent said : • The rule says again one thing which seems 
harsh ; nevertheless it is necessary to bow to it ; the Son 
of God baa said it plainly, that, in order to renounce all for 
Bis sake, it is necessary to bate one's parents.' M. Redier 
also quotes St. Vincent 88 saying : • Parents are obstacles 
to our perfection ' ; and he says : • There is nothing about 
the family in his instructions except imprecations. That 
astonishes and repels us. That error of the great saint, the 
only one perhaps of all his extraordinary apostolate, probably 
had its source in the displeasure which he felt at recalling to 
mind his own weakness as a young priest, 88 his ardour in 
reforming the clergy certainly bad its origin in the lifelong 
reproaches of his own conscience for the scandal of his 
premature ordination. When he speaks in a letter of 
January 24", 184"2, to Bernard Codoing of Annecy .. of the 
abominations of his past life," he is doubtless animated by 
the emotion of excessive humility, but he puts himself also 
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ill aD aineerity in the lowest rank of linaen, ealliDg to mild 
very forcibly that at twenty or twenty-five yean ol life 
hc!:neee wu not bi& fint care.' 

Vincent, made priest on September 28. UIOO, returned 
forthwith to Toulou,e and :resumed bis studies. Altboup 
be frequently repeats in the coune of hia life that he •• a 
poor, ignorant youth and a backward pupil, it is certain 
t.hat be received at the University of Toulouae the degree fi 
Beebelor of Divinity. He lived on the proftta of the little 
institution which he directed. Among his pupils we 8nd 
two young relatives of the Due d'Epernon, who, greatly 
elteeming the young priest, exerted themaelves to obtaia 
for him some important preferment. Vincent resorted OIi 

that account to Bordeaux. and be admitted in a lett.a 
written a little later to M. de Comet, that be had then a 
peat need of money to pay bis debta, having incurred 
,reat expense in the pursuit of a matt.er which his ruhnea, 
be said, did not permit him to name. Shortly before or 
after that journey to Bordeaux and those tentative advanca 
to obtain rapid preferment, but during the lifetime fl 

Pope Clement VIII, who died in 1605, be found the meam 
to go to Rome. He himself says, in fact, &ve or six times in 
his letters and convenations, that be has seen with his on 
eyes the supreme Pontiff. Beyond this we should know 
nothing more of him till 1607, when we find him again at 
Rome, if the pious persons who surrounded the saint in hia 
last years bad not indiscreetly preserved for us a singu]ar 
letter which he had begged them to destroy. In his eightieth 
year, within six mbntbs of his death, he writes to Canon 
Jean de Saint-Martin of Du: • .Monsieur, I conjure you, 
by all the grace which it has pleased God to bestow on 
you, to do me the favour to send me that miserable letter 
which makes mention of Turkey ; I refer to that which 
II. d'Ages has found among his father's papen. I beg yoa 
earnestly in the bowels of Jesus Christ our Lord to do me 
at once the favour which I uk of you.' The worthy canoa 
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did not reply, and for • good reuon. '.Die ldter bad b 
two yean lain in • afe place, at. Saint-Lawe. 

'lbe letter is full of pietunBque detail, of which a great 
aow baa been made in the edifying eelectiODI of the bagic,. 
,apben. Vincent ,peab of • marvelloua adventure wbiela 
.copied two years of bia life. but of which we have DD 

9fQborative testimony. Without that document. which he 
lillulelf deacribed u • miserable.• we know nothing, eitba 
Imm himself or from others. which contribatea the leut 
abldow of confirmation of what he related to II. C.omet in 
terml of which the leut that we can say is that faJaehood it 
nidentJy mi.zed with truth. Only one person could enlighten 
& He died without having divulged a aeczet which Jae 
believed to be well kept. 

From the letter we learn that IICmle bmineaa had ta.km 
f"meent to llaneilles. The weather wu fi.ne, and he ..ccepted 
~e invitation of • friend t.o mum by boat on the Medit.er
ruean u far u Narbonne. Suddenly three Turkish eonain 
appeared. They bore down upon the French vesael, and. 
though passengers and crew fought bravely, two or three of 
them were killed, all the red were wounded, and the ship 
ud to yield t.o the enemy. Vincent wu teVerely wounded 
by an anow, aeized as a priaoner, and carried off to be IOld 
• a alave in some place vaguely indicated. There, loaded 
with chains, he and the other prisoners were led through the 
ltreeta, and then brought back to the ship, where ' the 
llave merchants came to aee who could eat heartily and who 
eould not, and to enmine if our woUDda were mortal. 
When that wu over they led wa back to the great square, 
111d the merchants looked at us just as you do at a bone 
ar an cm when you are going to buy one. making us opea 
om mouths to see our teeth, feeling our sides, probing our 
1rounda, forcing us to show our pace9, t.o ~ and nm. to 
lift weight& and allo t.o wrestle to test our strength, and a 
t.bouaand other bnatalities.' Vincent was bought by a 
&aherman ; but, as he was no sailor, he was rell01d to u 
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old alchemist, who treated him kindly. Bia work was te 
keep alight five great furnaces in which the alchemist heated 
hia metals. After a year the old man was carried off by 
order of the Sultan to work for the Grand Turk, and hia 
nephew sold Vincent to a renegade Savoyard. As Vincent 
was working in the fields and singing as he worked, tbt 
Tmk:iah wife of his new master begged him to sing to her. 
With tear& in hia eyes he intoned the 187th Psalm, ' Super 
ftumina Babylonia,' and then sang the Salve Regina and 
other hymns. So moved was she that she told her husband 
he had done wrong in leaving a religion which seemed te 
her so holy. Her words struck deep into the man's soul, 
and he told Vincent next day that he would get away with 
him to Europe as soon as he had the chance. Ten montba, 
however, went by before the two were able to escape te 
France in a small boat. Later, Vincent accompanied hia 
deliverer, who had been received back into the Church, to 
seek for him a place of penance in Rome, where he desired 
of his own accord to expiate his sins i and there the penitent 
entered the austere order of St. John of God. 

The whole letter is included in M. Pierre Coste's edition ol 
the saint's correspondence. He there appean as one of the 
most rugged and splendid characten of history, an earthen 
vessel who was to become a vessel unto honour, meet for 
the Master's use. 

w. G. HANSON. 

Balllb of tbe loba .,.._. Lillnrf (January).-Special tribute ii 
paid t.o Dr. Peake and Professor Tout, who rendered conspicuom 
service t.o the Rylands Library. Professor Burkitt'• 'Twenty· 
five Years of Theological Study • is a valuable sketch of 80IIIC 

of the main movements in that field since the Theological 
Faculty of the University of Manchester was formed. The Bishop 
of Middleton writes on the origin and history of the Faculty, and 
Sir Alfred Hopkinson showa how ~peration between the library 
and the university aided in overcoming many initial difficulties. 
The devoted and untiring work of the librarian is fitly recognized. 
Important papers on ' Indigenous Rule in India ' and other subjeetl 
are included in this number. 
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TRI TURKISH RIVIV AL I 

CAPTAIN ARMSTRONG'S Turkey in TrtlfJail w,. 
recognized as an arresting account of the breaking up of 

the Ottoman Empire in the yean that followed the Armistice 
of 1918. It was an inside study by one who was in intimate 
eontact with the chief personalities in Turkey between 1918 
and 1928. For the next four yean he was forced to live in 
Europe, but in January 1927 his appointment as one of the 
Commission for Assessment of War Damage sent him back 
to the old scenes. ' My soul leapt at the thought of sun, of 
the taste in the nostrils of stale dust newly sprinkled by the 
water-carriers in Eastern alley-ways, of all the confusion and 
bustle as the caravans swung out of dark gateways on to 
roads coming grey in the false dawn. The thrill and drive 
of vagabondage pulsed hot through my blood once more. 
loreover, my duties would put me in touch both with the 
rulers and officials and with the ordinary townsmen and 
villagen. I had a unique opportunity of seeing how these 
countries, where I had worked and dreamed my dreams 
when it seemed as if the whole world had been reborn, had 
developed in their new life.' 

His new volume represents the months of travel that 
followed, and helps a reader to estimate the present position 
of public and social life in the new republic, especially in its 
seat of government at Ancona. He steamed into the grimy 
little harbour of Bayreuth at dawn. From the sea the red
roofed hoUBeS, topped by a church or two, the minarets of a 
mosque, and some graceful palms, stood out against a back
ground of Lebanon mountains capped with snow. The 
harbour was crowded with Arab sailing-craft, amid which 

1 Turlteg and 81f"II Bebom: A B«:ortl of Ta,o Year• of Trawl. 
By Baroid Armstrong. With twenty-one illuat.rationa and • ateteb 
map. (John Lane, UNIO.) 
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were two French destroyers hung with the week's washillf, 
'lbe mongrel seaport had no beauty or attraction. The town 
itself seemed without a 10ul, and Captain Armstrong stayed 
not one minute longer than was necessary in a climate which 
robbed him of will-power and energy. Bia Syrian chauffeur 
ruahed through the meets hooting and cursing at the crowd 
of Arabe for darinf to be in the way. They were IOOD 

climbing the zigzag road up the cliff on iheir way to the 
country of the Druses. 

The Druses had been stubborn and resentful enemia 
of the French, who had only overcome their two yea,i 

ffllistance by the uae of 50,000 troopa. They treated Captain 
Anmtrong with much hospitality, and had a 1e111e of humour 
and kindlin'98 which made them pleasant people for an 
Englwbman to visit. Their hatred of France was damped 
down for the moment • under the cover of defeat, but glowed 
hotter than ever, fed by the memory of their burnt vi.lla,es 
and the loosing of Senegalese and irregu)ar troopa among 
their women. I •w that spirit flame out-the unbroken, 
ftleDtful. unforgiving fighting spirit of these people, beaten 
bat not cruahed ; and the women were as &tout-hearted u 
the men.' One old sheikh, whose hospit.ality Captain 
Annatrong enjoyed for a few days, burst into a passionate 
denunciation of the outrages they had endured at the hands cl 
mercenary troop1: • The Turks were soft-hearted compared 
with these black-hearted French.' 

Spring had come. • All the flowers and trees raced into 
blOIIOID together, so that they might bear fruit and fulfil 
themselves before the summer heat blasted them. Roses 
and daffodils, peach, cherry, and oranges, and the Judaa
trem with the flowen oozing from the bark like drops of 
blood, red flax and pmple flags-all bloomed in riot together, 
and the corn wu hutening to the harvest.' 

A few hours in Damascus dissolved many dreams of it.s 
romance and glamour. It is perhap1 the oldest living town 
in the world, and was • kept alive only by the peat riven 
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tW nn tluoap it and fed it.I protecting oui8. The 1e

ai,ned llmque of Omar was a diaappointmenL At one 
-. behind a black cloth, were the reliea cA Saladin and the 
Had cA the martyr Huaein. lta fourteen hundred ICIIIAft 
feet of floor were COYered with cheap carpets, and there were 
prayer niches for each &eet. Pilgrima from all central AM 
nre rating in the courtyard of the moaque before t:akiDg 
Jlil for Mecca. A great madded gateway led into the native 
bluar, Women in coarse black clothel and thick veill 
wre buying at the booth abopa. and, if none of their men 
were watching, lifted their veila to look at the Englishmaa. 
n.e Maid.an, the best quarter of Damucua, bad been blown 
to piecea by the French during the Druse l'ffolt of 1926, and 
atill lay in ruins. Genenl Serail, the French High Com
milliooer, bad handled a difficult situation roughly and 
without tact. but bis suooesaor, M. Poimot, was rn•kin1 
friends with the Nationalista. 

Captain Armstrong fOUDd the offlciala in Damucu 
apicious, and wu followed by 1pie11 wherever he went. It 
ns even wane when be wanted to leave, but at last he was 
oa his way to Baalbek, which was • staggering in it.a im
memity ; in the majesty at its buildings, in its tall colonnadel,, 
ad the great sweep of its terraces at step,, that ran from 
mighty doorwaya far up into dim temples, where stone altan 
still waited for the worshippen. To build tbia, there moat 
have been IOIDe great driving force, some faith, some belief. 
Every block of stone wu a square that a man might span 
with arms outstretched, and the biggest blocks would baYe 
taken a regiment to move, and yet the whole wu balanced 
and moulded into a beautiful symmetry.' 

Aleppo, where the caravam met and the merchants of the 
Eat once did their bwrinesa, is dying, atrangled by the new 
frontien on it.a ftr1 side. The governor wu eapable and 
ener,etfo, but, h1'e all the French in Syria, pYe the impre9a 
lion of being umure and mieomfortable. They reamed that 
they eould only boJd Syria by force, and ruled sourly o~ 
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peoplea who were in sullen 1U1Tender. At Antioch, Captain 
Armstrong stood amazed. ' It was incredible that thia 
should have once been the capital of the Roman Empire, 
where the Emperor Theodosius had held his splendid Court 
and indulged in the " wildest debaucheries the world hu 
seen " ; where in the huge amphitheatre the Christians were 
thrown to the lions ; where they were first called Christians 
. . . and where, a thousand years later, the Crusaders 
marched in, singing hymns, and then, in a drunken fury, 
murdered ten thousand Moslems. There were no signs of 
the twelve miles of fortified walls nor of the great palaces and 
the mauive buildings.' In the narrow cobbled alleys and 
street.a of poverty-stricken shops the air was stifling. 

At Mersina, Captain Armstrong got his first impressioDB of 
the New Turkey. It was a characteristic Anatolian town, 
a jumble of twisting cobbled streets of diminutive shops, 
where the tradesman sat cross-legged on the counter smoking 
and dealing casually with a customer. The Governor 
received him courteously, and allowed him to travel freely 
within a limited area. Tarsus was a village of boveh, 
scorched and burnt under the terrific sun. The Cydnus wu 
almost dry. Yet this was St. Paul's 'no mean city,' wh01e 
university rivalled Athens and Rome for learning, and where 
the worship of Mithra had its centre and for three centuries 
vied with Christianity for supremacy. 

Captain Armstrong worked for some weeks on the claiml 
of Allied subjects for damages suffered in the war. One 
shopkeeper claimed £60,000 for loss in rope and sacking. 
Eventually be got £50. He was angry, because he said he 
ought to have had £60. The Commiuioner said, ' But you 
asked for £60,000.' ' That is nothing,' he replied, with 
a shrug of his shoulders. ' My lawyer just added a few 
noughts.' The villagers around Adana had shown them· 
selves brave and patriotic in the war, but had none of the 
plodding spirit needed to succeed in days of peace. ' They 
gave me a sense of desolation and hopelessness, 8' they sat in 
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their broken villaga. Centuries of maladroinist.ration had 
impoverished them, continuous wan had decimated them, 
and finally the Jut fierce fighting between themselves and the 
French for poueuioo of their ho118el had left them ruined.• 

Kaeaarea wu an old-world town grouped round a turreted 
Seljuk castle, with narrow, twisting streets full of joatliot 
bawlr.en and peasants. who only gave way when a loaded 
pony or donkey shouldered its way forward under the blows 
rl it, driver. Trades were grouped together in streets of 
llboemalr.~ or rope-makers. All work wu done in the open. 
'l'be people had the fierce, brutal, hard outlook of the Middle 
Ages. and were uncompromisingly religious. They were 
courteous, dignified, and placid. Captain Armstrong got 
every auistaoce from the capable and energetic Governor, 
who wu driven almost to frenzy by the procrutination and 
inefficiency of bis junior officiala and the general sloth and 
blclr.wardneu of the ma.ss of the people. He wu typical of 
the IIDAll body of rulen--not more than one in 50,000-
,rouped round the mental, moral, and physical dictatonhip 
,l Kemal Pasha. • They were capable. energetic. fighting 
apinst great difficulties to cultivate a new, virile country, 
but forced to destroy almost down to the roots before they 
could cultivate any new growth. They had to tear up the 
IOcial, religious. and political life of the Ottoman Ernpire ; 
to root out fiercely the-dearest ideas, conventions. and ways 
of thought of a people naturally slow and immensely con
aervative. who had for centuries been trodden down ~d 
ruined by misrule.' The Government offices in Angora are 
' well-built, modem affairs, that give a sense of stability. 
The ten acres in which they stood gave me more hope for the 
future than all the rest of Turkey together. They contained 
the IDlBll piece of leaven that might raise the whole nation.• 
Kustapha Kemal was supreme ruler, and his prestige was 
immense. He had great power to inspire. and had organizing 
ability. 'He knew his own mind. His orden were always 
euct. and be enforced them. Publicly and privately be was 

17 
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utterly ruthless, without one piece of sentiment or pity in hia 
composition to weaken his will.' Suspicion and fear had 
got hold of him. A triple line of sentries guarded his house, 
and, when he rode out, the routes were guarded by troop. 
and police and secret agents, who watched the crowds. Hu 
old friend, lsmet Pasha, the Prime Minister, had kept his. 
confidence, and was a steadying influence behind Kemal. 
All the Government energies were concentrated on the 
schools, where the future generation was being trained for 
citizenship. ' As yet Turkey was just bom, a babe in swad
dling clothes and without distinctive characteristics, and no 
one could prophesy into what sort of man the child would 
grow.' 

One chapter is headed 'The Death of Islam.' The 
mosques at Angora were empty, and children played marbles, 
shouted, and quarrelled on their Wl8Wept steps. The people, 
save the old men and women who went still to the mosques, 
had gladly shed their religion. When Captain Armstrong 
reached Stambul, he found that few came to the mosque. 
A priest complained that the Government had starved the 
officials and chased away the religious orders. The people, 
he said, wanted to come and pray, but were afraid. He says. 
• I filled my eyes with the beauty of Stambul, the mRjesty 
of its setting on its hills, with the Golden Hom curving 
at its feet and the Mannora stretching away to the Islands 
of the Princes, and beyond them the Mountain of OlymplD 
towering to the sky. Once again I feasted myself on the 
beauty of its mosques and its wide vistas, followed its broad 
roadways between trees, and then dived into its twisting 
alleys, where the squalor of its life and the clammy weight 
of its atmosphere made my soul writhe. Once again, unre
sisting, content to be dragged down, I let the city twine her 
insidious fingers round my heart.• 

The people of Constantinople bad opposed the transfer of 
the capital to Angora, and the present rulers had set out to 
ruin the great port, though its ruin meant the bankruptcy of 
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aD Turkey. But the old city cannot be killed, though for a 
while tied down and gagged. Long after the Turkish Re
public has disappeared it will still sit here majestically on 
its bills, a Pearl of Beauty, a Royal City, with the sea round 
its feet, and the wealth of all the countries filling ita har
boun. At the moment its spirit is damped down, and it lies 
helpless and desolate. 

From Constantinople, Captain Armstrong sailed to 
Smyrna. where, save for a flimsy office or two, the burnt-out 
quarter still lay untouched six yean after the fire. The 
m01que had few wonhippen. It was so also at Adalia. 
Ialam had failed to hold the men, and would not hold the 
women as soon as they gained a little liberty. 'The young 
men and women had no more faith in it ; a few old men held 
deftantly by ita dead body.' 

In the caf~ at Adalia, Captain Armstrong picked up a 
Turkish newspaper, and found there a portrait of himself. 
Bia Turkey in Travail was appearing in the columns. That 
opened many doors to him in the last days of his wanderings. 
He had learned to love Turkey and ita people, and his book 
will arouse in many minds new interest in a land that needa 
above all things the truth and grace of the gospel. 

JoBN TEI.Pou. 

Mt&"l'l~ISM 
.4• Ifllrotlut:lioft to tlte Study of Mymcu,n. By Marpret Smith, 
M.A., Ph.D. (S.P.C.K. 4'1.) A compact history of mysticism and its 
apooents in many centuries, and both East and West, was really 
needed, and Dr. Smith has met the need in an entirely satisfactory 
way. She adopts Evelyn Underhill's definition that 'to be'a mystic 
ia simply to partif'ipate here and now in real and etemal life, in the 
fullest, deepest sense which is possible to man. ' Then she traces 
mysticism in the Old and New Testaments, in Classical Times, in the 
Early Christian Church, in the Orient, the Middle Ages, in England. 
Germany and Flanders, Italy and Spain, and closes with a chapter 
on Modem Mysticism, which shows the position of William Law, 
Blake, Wordsworth, and Browning. It is a valuable handbook to 
the whole subject. 
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Notes and Discussions 

SOUTHEY AND TBOIILU TELFORD 

IT is stnnp that Southey'• Jf1Wft1Jl of• Tour"' Sootll,,ed"' 1811, 
jWlt pabliahed by Mr. Munay, ahould haw lain unmed for IIIGft 

than a century. The MS. wu bought from Southey'• aon in 180& 
bf Sir Robert Rawlinson. who presented it to the Institution ,t 
Cml Engineen in 1885. Attention wu drawn to it in June um, 
M the Centenary of a Royal Charter Fllllted to the Institution laraelJ 
through the influence of Thomas Telford, its first president. Southey 
describei a delightful tour, from August 17 to October 1, which he 
made with the great engineer, John Rickman and bia wife and tba 
two children, and Miu Emma Piggott, I. youn, lady of prepo:sm me 
appearance and agreeable mannen.' Rickman wu Clerk Aasiswit 
of the House of Commona and Secretary to the Commiaionen for 
\he Caledonian Canal. and the tour wu evidently one of inspectimL 
It .ii of peouliar interest u a de&cription, not only of that enaineerinr 
masterpiece, but of the harboun which Telford wu eonstructinc 
on the north-eat coast of Seotland, and of the plans which be adopted 
for eomtrueting hia pien and bia famous roads. llore int.ereatq 
atill ia the aocowat which it ,ivea of Telford himself ; • a man 1DC1t 

heartily to be liked, more worthy to be esteemed and admired, I ban 
never fallen in with.' When be joined the party in &linburlli, 
Southey found • eo much intelligence in hia countenance, ao mucli1 
franlmeu, kindness, and hilarity about him, flowing from the never
failing well-apring of a happy nature, that I wu upon cordial terllll 
with him in five minute..' As they moved northwards he realiml 
that 'Telford's is a happy life: everywhere making roads, buildinr 
bridges, forming canals, and creating harboun-worka of sure, aolid, 
permanent utility ; everywhere employin, a great number of pencaa, 
and pattm, them forward in the world, in hia own way.' He W 
two auistanta on whom be relied---Oibb, whom be called bia Tart.ar, 
from his eut of countenance and the fact that be travelled on hone
back 8,000 miles a year u oveaw:er of the roads; and John Kitchell, 
his general auperintendent, who bad begun life u a working DWIII 
like Telford himself, and whme activity, flrm, steady cbander, ta1:t, 
and inflexible integrity made him invaluable as inspeet.or of all tile 
Highland roads. 'No fear or favour in the comae of tlft.eeD )'earl 
haft ever made him swerve from the fair performance of his duty, 
tbo' the lairds with whom he has to deal have omitted no meana w 
make him enter into their Tien, and do things. or leave thinp 
undone, u might suit their humour, or interest. They haw attaapud 
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to •jole and to intimidat.e him, equally in ftin. They ha~ repeat
,., preferred complaint. apinat him in the hope of ,etting him 
removed from bis office, and a more ftmble penon appointed in his 
atead ; and they have not unfrequently threatened him with penonal 
rio)ence. Even his life baa been threatened. But Mitchell holds 
right on.' When Telford diacovered him be eould scarcely read or 
write, but in time be became a good M!COuntant and an able cone- • 
apondent. He travelled every year not less than 8,800 miles, and in 
1819 wu the aame temperate, industrious, modest, •mesll•rning 
111D as when Telford cliacovered him. 

Southey'• notes oo Scottish towns a century aao are often of 
pt interest. The High Street in Edinburgh was alive when be 
apped out of the coach from Carlisle at a quarter past five in the 
llOl'lling, for everything in the busy greens-market had to be cleared 
any before eight. Blackwood gave the Poet LaUtt&te Peter'• Letler• 
It w Ki,ufolk, which he had just publiahed, and Southey bad to 
cheek himself when beginning to •peak with indignation about them 
in tbe presence of James Wilson, brother of 'Christopher North.' 
It ia amusing to read about the smoke-scape from the windows of 
tlleir hotel • Well may Edinburgh be called Auld Reekie I ... You 
lllpt llllloke bacon by hanging it out of the window.• The portraits 
fl Mary, Queen of Scots, at Holyrood are ' not beautiful, or only IO 

11f comparison in Scotland; anywhere elae such a eountenance 
would only be eaUed good-looking, and that rather by courtesy than 
l,y right.• Southey takes notes, and writes up his JtlUf'fUll at quiet 
aomenta. He teU. 118 much of inns and their landlords and land
Wiea. He lives up to his Continental reputation as the • Wolf' and 
•joy• bis aalmon, his Findon haddocks, and, above all, bis herriap. 
'This year of my life might be designated as the great Herring year.' 
Be had eaten • this incomparable ftsh' at breakfast, at dinner, at 
tapper, wherever they were to be had, from Dundee to Inverary. 

There are many quaint stories, notably one of Neil Gow, the fiddler, 
who complained of Telford's broad roads, for ' when l'se pt a wee 
droppy at Perth, l'se just as Jang in getting hame by the new road 
• by the auld ooe. • His zig-zag route has to be remembered. The 
daolation wrought at Arbroath Abbey makes Southey quote Wesley's 
«Plernetion over the ruins : • God deliver us from reforming mobs I ' 
'The Scotch now exceed 118 as gardeners,• he writes, though • Wesley 
l8J9 that when be was flnt in that country, they bad only one IOrt 
fl flesh-meat even at a nobleman's table, and no vegetables of any 
kind.' The comperison between English and Scottish scenery is a 
pleesant feature of the JtlUf'fUll. Southey ceme from Kenriek. 
• Our own Lakes will appear to advantaae over the Scotch, just as 
tlaey appear to a diaadvantaae after the Swiss and Italian, being as 
aacli superior in their accompaniment. of fertility and beauty to 
t.be former, u they are inferior to the latter.' There is a happy 
touch In the entry for September n. • When Mr. Telford paid the 
llill, be pYe the poor girl who bad been waiter, chambermaid, and 
prohably cook-in-chief also, a twenty-sbillings bill I shall never 
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foraet the sudden expression of her countenance and her eyes when 
she understood that it was for herself. It instantly brought Wordt, 
worth'• lines to my mind: 

I ban lllud al _,.. anldlld, ldad dada 
Wl\h oold.- nW ntanllDi; 

AlM, \be patltude of llllall 

Hu afteMr left - --..· 

In closing this living record of a century ago, we must not foraet 
the valuable Introduction and Notes by Professor Herford, whieb 
bring out its chief features ao effectively ; nor the 8ne portraita fl 
Southey and Telford. 

EDJTOL 

THE CHURCH AND THE CHURCHES 
IT would help greatly toa clearer undentandingof all that is involwd 

in the various movements towards Church Union at home and abroad, 
and a clearer recognition of the real issues at stake, if th011e who 1ft 

interested in the matter would agree to distinguish between thinp 
that diJfer, and would agree to express that difference by the consistent 
use of certain terms with a definite connotation. I refer to the tenm 
' the Church of Christ,' ' the Christian Church,' and ' the Christia 
Churches.' H we could agree to use these terms, giving to the fint 
the meaning of the ideal universal Church which is His Body ; tG 
t~ second, the Church as an orpnized institution, at one time 
catholic in the liberal sense of the word, but now split up into many 
and various denominations ; and applying the third to these denomi
nations and the local expressions thereof, we might see better wbm 
we are going and what we are driving at. 

The Church which is His Body, the ideal and therefore the ml 
Church of Christ, consists of all th011e whose acknowledgement rl 
Bis lordship is real, the great company of the redeemed on earth 
and in heaven, a multitude which no man can number. It is the 
whole body of true believers in Jesus Christ. Being, in this vital and 
spiritual sense, His Body, it is and always bas been one, but ib 
unity consists not in outward organization, or uniformity of worship, 
or even identity of formal doct~ belief, but of spiritual unioD 
with Christ, its living Head. It bas only one roll of membership, the 
Lamb's Book of Life. It is not identical, and never bas been, with 
any one organized Church, nor with the existing aggregate of all the 
Churches. It is the living Church of the living Christ, which tbroup 
all the centuries bas been truly apostolic, catholic, and holy. Both 
in Reformation and pre-Reformation times the Church in this sena 
bas been termed' invisible,' a term which Dr. W. B. Pope (does any 
one read bis Co,npmtlium in these modem days?) takes up, when he 
1&ys: 'The Church is, u the Redeemer's mystical body, animated 
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bf His Spirit; essentially invisible. In its deepest and most com
~nsive aense it is a spiritual and umeen reality ; and therefore 
111 ideal and mystical fellowship.' But since the only part of the 
Church of Christ of which we can have any cognizance COD8ista of 
!iring men and women, the • part of the host that are crouing the 
lood,' the term invisible is obviously inappropriate. • In its mani
feltstion upon earth,' say• Dr. Pope, • it is none other than the 
iivi&ible Church taking visible form.' As Dr. Carnegie Simpson puts 
the matter, the Church of Christ must in the nature of thing■ be 
rilible, but its visibility is indefinite like that of a cloud, rather than 
Wnite like that of a house, with its four wall■ and roof, where it is 
pmectly euy to determine whether any one is inside or out. But if 
we use the term ' Church of Christ ' with this ideal connotation, then 
we need IIOllle other to designate the Church u an orpn.ized institu
tion, or u the aggregate of all the orpnized institutions into which 
the vilible fellowahip is now divided. For this purpose the aecond 
tmn, • the Christian Church,' will serve u marking a distinction 
with a difference. That the ideal Church of Christ C&DDot be identified 
with the Church u an organized institution will be admitted by all, 
Cllt.lide Rome. This is not to deery organization and institutionalism, 
far theae wen: inevitable from the very beginning, in however limple 
a form. Roughly ■peaking, we may say that the appointment of the 
Seven in Acts vi. marka the beginning of organization, and the 
imergence of the Christian Church u distinct from the Church of 
Oirist. It is not too much to 11118U1De that the Seven in the dillcharp 
rl their duties compiled lists of members, with notes of tboae entitled 
lo relief, and pouibly of those able to contribute. Then began the 
peril from which the Christian Church baa never since been able to 
meape, the peril of nominal membership. Experience in the mission 
8eld IUgests that there would be some, however few, who would 
come into and hang on to the Church for sake of what they could get 
out of the daily ministration. Acts itself is evidence of the existence, 
nen al that early stage. of the cardinal sin of nominal members of a 
Im indipnt character • keeping back part of the price.• 

Church history down the centuries is the history of the Christian 
Church rather than of the Church of Christ ; the &OCiety of believers 
u an organized institution rather than u a spiritual organism. 'fhe 
two need not, and indeed cannot, be set over against each other u 
distinct and separate entitie1. There baa never been a time when 
there was not some measure of identity, but there baa never been a 
time, unless at Pentecost and the years that immediately followed, 
when there was absolute identity between the two. Each baa 
included men and thinp which the other excluded. The Ideal 
Church bu alway1 been the living soul, seeking ever to express itaelf 
through an appropriate visible life form. It bu }>een often more 
perfectly incarnated in little group■ of simple-hearted loyal followers 
of Jesu■, than in the larger and more elaborately organized corporate 
iutitutiona that have laid claim to the title of ' the Church.' But; 
IIDtil the time of the Great Schism, the eaential unity of the Church 
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of Christ wu not obaeured by the disunity of the Christian Chura, 
Bven then, for hundreds of yean, the diaunion wu FOl'&Pbieal 
rather than denominational, and ordinary folk in weatem Europe 
were probably no more eonscious of the mstence of the orthodaa 
Church than the Baptista of Burma of the existence of the Syria 
Christiana of Travancore. With the Reformation, however, the 
Christian Church wu rent in twain, and Western Christianity became 
Catholie and Protestant, and a divisive process made itaelf evident 
amonpt the Protestants at once and has been ,oing on ever •inet. 
As apinst the boasted unity of Rome, finally stood the Wlailaar', 
.4lrnanaek list of hundreds of sects, each claiming with reprd to IIOlle 
detail of doetrine or polity or practice to be a more perfect embodi
ment of the ideal Church than the rest. Now with reprd to tile 
primal disruption of the sixteenth century and many of the great« 
11ehi1ms that have cleft Protestantism again and again since then-the 
Methodist break-away, for example-when all allowance has hem 
made for human pride and passion, the play of political intrigue, 11111 
ecclesiastical narrowness and stubbornness on all sides, the funda
mental fact remains that these divisions were an evidence of tile 
activity of the life of the Church of Christ, which wu being crampal 
or corrupted by the evil customs, worldly ambitions, disregard tl 
and open disloyalty to truth, on the part of the Christian Chureh. 
The divisiona were a proof of the vitality of the Church of Christ, ■ 
apinst the deadneu and decay of the Christian Church, but inevitably 
they obaeured, u it had never been obscured before, its essential 
unity. The emffRffice of national and denominational Churehe 
shattered the outward unity of the Christian Church, and made it 
almost impouible for men to realize that the Church which is Ilia 
Body is one and indivisible. Moreover, the ideal Church wu no 
more identical with the aggregate of the separated Churches than it 
had been with the undivided Church ; still leu wu it identical witll 
any one of them. There was some measure of identity with eadl 
one of them and each conserved aome elements of.real value, expresaed 
and em,phamed some aspect of truth, gave IIOffle partial expreuicll 
to the glory which belonged to the whole body. The white light WII 
split up by the prism of denominationalism. 

BMIII - - aolDm of 'l'lay ninllow llpt. 
Eaab loob upon one &JIit and aalll ll bmwa; 
Tllou ut tbe lul'- of our partial .i,bt ; 
We are IIOt perfect till - Ind tbe ._ ; 

Gaber - la. 

Rome, of coune, claima that she is still the one and undivided 
expression of the Body of Christ, and that the varioua • aeeta ' cut of 
from the parent stock have therefore ceased to share in ita divine life. 
Some Anglicam hold similar viewa with reprd to what they al 
the • Catholie Church,• many repudiate such an unspiritual view rJ 
Church unity ; othen are perplned and wistful. Said an Anglial 
lliabop to me in India, • What puales me is, when doa a ICbilm 
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..,.._ a Church? ' By way of reply I pointed to an avenue al 

...- growing in my compound, and to another avenue ·ot what 
IDobd like bare state.. Theae latt:er bad all been cut off from the 
,-nt trees in the main avenue, and ltuck in the pound. Some 
imained stake• to the end of the chapter, and became a prey to 
nite ant:a, which grow fat on dead wood, but othen began to •how 
ipll of life, and in due time grew up into trees as atrong and far-. 
1!1ffMinl as the lordly t.runka from which they bad been aevered. 
Life and growth are the ultimate proofs that a 11ehism ' has become a 
a.arch.' Lest this illuatration should be uaed u an ugument for 
the perpetuation of the denominational nalUI (JUO, it should be 
imembered that Paul sugesta the pouibility of branches being 
,afted into, u well as being severed from, a parent atoek. 

Now as far u Christian re-union ill concerned, it will be granted, 
I think, that every Church i• to some extent an expression and 
•bodiment of the one universal Church of Christ. Although we 
snot admit an absolute identity of the Church which ill Hi• Body 
eitha' with any one denomination or with the sum total of them all, 
w may gladly recognise that every Christian Church is part of the 
Clnueh of Christ, and that it ill the busineu alike of the ministen 
and memben of each one to work together to make each denomination 
aare and more perfeetly a revelation of the Ideal Church. But ill a 
perfect revelation of the Church of Christ in ita essential holineu, 
apirituality, unity, and catholicity, pouible in and by any one section 
tl the Christian Church ? If each has 110111e element of reality and 
truth and life, which belongs to the Ideal Church, however much 
lheR may have been mixed with unreality and error and fonnali.lm. 
Ihm the riehneu and variety and fullneu of power of the whole Body 
tl Christ ean only be perfeetly manifested in the gradual working 
M of corporate union amongst the now separated Churches. Only 
a ,rowing fellowship which embodies the ideal of variety in unity, 
'not compromise for the aake of peace, but comprehension for the 
llke of truth,' ean fully manifest the manifold riehneu of the life 
derived from Him who ill the divine Head of the Church, and which 
ii meant to be available for all the severed communitie. which claim 
• place in the one catholic fellowship. Roman and Reformed, 
Orthodox and Lutheran, Anglican and Nonconformiat, Salvationist 
and Quaker, they all have a place in the Church of Christ ; each ill 
1111 expression, however imperfect, of the Church which ill Ilia Body, 
the fuUne9a of Him who ftlleth all in all. ' Re-union,' if it meana 
anything at all worth while, means that the different seetiona of the 
Oiriatian Church, realizing their essential unity in Christ, are seeking 
llae and there, in England and in India, to enter into a union that 
all tnnacend all their differencea by a aynthe.ia of fellowship in 
Cbriat that llhaU include them, and thua help on toward.a the realisa
tion in ever fuJJer meuure of the Church Visible, now ao rent and 
IIIDdered, with the Ideal Church which Christ ill ever seeking to' 
)lftleDt to Himself, u a glorioua Church, not having spot or wrinkle 
ot any auch thing, holy and without blemiab. In faee of all the 
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bamen to union we need to remember that He w able to do exettding 
abundantly above all that we ask or think. according to the power 
that worketh in 118; for, in the realization of our ideal and fulfilment 
of our hopes. there shall be manifest to all the world glory unto Him 
in the Church, and in Christ JesUB unto all generations for ever 
and ever. 

w. E. GAIUIAN. 

THE THEATRE or .AESCIIYLUS ARD SBAUSPEARI 
To compare an English miracle-play of the late fifteenth century with 

a Greek dramatic performance of a hundred Y,e&n before Aeschylus 
ia to feel that the intervening two th0118aDd yean have not brought 
much of change. Indeed, the theatre of AeschylUB himself can find 
strangely familiar features in that of Shakespeare. The Engliab 
' apron ' stage, with its few shrobs to represent a forest, its clUIIIIJ 
machinery, and often conventional dresses, seems not far removed 
from the proscenium at Athens, where actors, dressed u for the 
festival of Dionysus, declaimed before a stately colonnaded temple, 
and wtiere scene-painting was crude, and the reverberations or the 
' thunder-machine ' were more effective than convincing. But, when 
we examine the mental attitudes of the two audiences, we ftnd them 
to be widely different. U in the early staps of their dramatic art the 
races will bear easy comparison, a century of change and growth 
emphasizes their distinctive lines. Different forces played UJIOll 
Bellas in the fifth century a.c. and upon the England of our own 
mteenth, and national temperaments of different inheritance 
reacted to them. 

The Greek temperament was religious-&-w.&upoN>T,por was one 
obeerver's judgf'ment-and an important side of this religion was the 
sense of the ' fitness of things.' This was only one expression of the 
national love of all things beautiful, and of the desire, not only to find 
beauty, but to impart it to all that they did. Deep u was their rever
ence for the traditional gods of the Acropolis or of every fountain 811d 
grove-although by this period an increasing scepticism was abroad
it was not more real than their love of that which was fitting, not only 
in form, but in character and conduct. Hence they shrank from an 
outrage to the gods, but not less from tmr, violation of the principle 
of /A,,&-., &ya-.,, of ' nothing too much.' Their keen sense of the beautiful 
demanded always proportion, whether in physical dimensions or in 
moral qualities. Sculpture must be faithful but never exaggerated. 
architecture perfect in symmetry, not flamboyant and aspiring, but 
low-browed, complete, satisfying ; Socrates will seek the difficult 
way of Truth in unprejudiced inquiry, and in due time Aristotle will 
enunciate the Golden Mean. Excess was always reprehensible, not 
to be tolerated. Hence, however excellent might be the virtues of • 
hero, bis valour must not be magnified into disdainful &outing of the 
aou---that ;/Jpas which was the undoing of Ajax ; nor his zeal for 
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j.iiee become 80 unbalanced u to be a tyranny (cf. the ..4ntifone). 
fllese two notions, of the majesty of the gods and of the obligation 
rA fttnesa, went far to create the mental atmosphere in which Greek 
plays were performed. The great dramatic festivals were national 
ieligious ptherinp, and there wu therefore no question of producing 
1 play of such quality u to ensure an audience. For although the 
paformancea were competitive, and the spectators expresaed freely 
their admiration or disapproval, . the primary religious character of 
the occasion wu preaerved. 

With the Elizabethan audience the cue wu different. It was 
indeed not long since English drama bad been wholly religious in 
eoneeption and execution, bad been, in fact, the monopoly of the 
Caurch ; but among the many broadening effects of the Renaiuan~ 
111d come the emancipation of the drama. The tunes were stirring, 
md, after • the long sleep of the Middle Ages,' men's minds were 
inking to a world fuller of possibilities than they bad ever dreamed. 
But the religious atmosphere of the play bad been dispelled ; if 
people still gathered to see dramatic representations, it was with 
other thoughts than to draw a moral from aueb an exhibition as 
t.ngland's Harrornng of Hell. Also, the first reaction of the 
Great Awakening to cJaaaical models was stayed for a moment, 
though men returned to it more than once, and Shakespeare was 
lnding his subjects, not only there, but in English history, Continental 
literature, and the common life of bis tune. In bis ap the world wu 
elutic, and needed only a push strong enough in any direction to 
pras baek its boundaries indefinitely. A revolution bad turned 
people's minds away from the old fixed standards in natural science 
md in religion. and they stood wide-eyed and open-mouthed, ready 
to accept any new wonder which might be offered. Here was a 
profound contrast to the great volatile concourse in the tiers of stone 
benches below the Acropolis. These looked and listened in critical 
awe u the well-known incidents from their ancient folk-lore were 
repeated before them by statuesque actors in costume which defied 
rapid movement, and assisted by a majestic chorus which executed 
dignified paces about the altar. It was of the essence of the play that 
ita subject should be thoroughly familiar ; the author's art consisted 
in presenting it in such a way as to illustrate from the conduct·of 
his charaeters, either by affirmation or by contrast, those qualities 
which were unplied in the Hellenic ideal of life. It was for this that 
his audience watched. 

But the London theatre audience must have movement and life. 
It had no restrictions of religion or convention to unpose--&t least, 
none 80 conacious or direct. It was not horrified though the stage ran 
ffil with slaughter, a sight never admitted by an Athenian audience. 
Marlowe was not considered to have exceeded the boands of propriety 
when he introduced twenty murders in one play (Tamburlaine), ·nor 
WU Hatnld rejected becauae the four principals fall dead on the 
ltace before the ftnal peal of ordnance is shot off. Shakespeare'• 
utenera were in no way shocked by the coarsest language, and indeed 
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they aeem to have nprded no praentation u out of tute, ., ~ 
u they were allowed to follow aituations of high ten.ion w~ 
wsively to a climD where their eraving for ueitement might be 
amply anawered. 

U we leek. then, to compare the lltandarda of tbinp ' not done • 111 
the ata,e of Acschyhu and of Shakespeare, we aeem to ftnd that iii 
the earlier eue the clnmatist wu limited by a convention whicla 
bound alllO the whole of bia audience. That is to uy that be woald 
no more think of presenting a flagrant and unpunished out:raiie tD 
the pls than bia audience would think of allowing it. U Shakes
peare. on the other band, wu fettered by any conventional ideu, 
they seem to be bia own, and not dietated by the common heriiaat 
of outlook shared by all bia contemporaries. Bia playa must be ao 
written as to ensure an audience, aince people eame only for the play 
and not from any religious motive, and they desired a mental atiJH. 
lant in an a,e of great events. The Greek ftftb century wu • 
big with events momentous for the nation, but until the period cf 
definite decline (after the death of Pericles in 629), when disute 
and pestilence bad ruined the monl tone of the people, the old idem 
of reverence and beauty served as the ultimate lltandarda ; and it 
would seem that in the very stillnea and statue-like quality of their 
drama they found a welcome retreat from the current excitement, 
whereas the Elizabetbana 10ugbt a similar escape by enbancinlJ tlil 
ucitement, a tendency to be noted at the present day. The Gneli 
temper ia thus seen to be restrained, leeking diversion in • 
balanced moderation of speech and action ; the modem temps 
(for with the Renaisaance we pin the threshold of modem timea) i 
impetuous, passionate, paging all restraint in the quest far variety 
of aensation. The natural outcome of eaeh appean before long : tbt 
aim of retaining balance even at the risk of sterilising PJ'011'19 
inevitably dqenerated when aubjected to lea noble influences. ad 
Greek drama thereafter declined. The mravapnt quest of the early 
eevmteenth century led in due courae to utiety, and by reaction te 
the Puritan disgust at dramatic art altogether. The element.a of the 
eontrast seem to be that the limit& placed on Greek drama aroee fnD 
the nther rigid acheme of Hellenic thought ; while in England the 
coneaponding mediaeval fabric bad already been shattered, but fnD 
the fra!Jmenta there bad not as yet emerged the cbaneteriatic eodt 
which ahould be at once the expreaaion and the normal lltandanl cf 
the new age. 

L H. BUNJ1. 
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n, Princi "la of Theola : An lnJrodw:tion to the Thirty
Niu lmcla. By :g late W. H. Griffith Thomas, D.D. 
(.Lonpuma & Co. 121. 6".) 

1'1111 book repreaenta the work of forty yean. It owa much. the 
1 aathor ay■ in hil Preface, to Dr. Barry and Dr. Waee, under whom 
• lie ttudied at King'• eon., London, and ' keepe u cloeely u poaible 

ID the Artie1es u the truest c..:pat&WD of, and best guide to, Anglican 
fteoloa.' Bia frienda found the 118. completed when they looked 
ffll' it after, hia death. It needed only • few 'ftrbal alteratiom, and 
Iii former colleagues and other friends feel that it■ exhaustive and 
pmetratins treatment, it■ fidelity to the Bible, and it■ euet historical 
aeholanhip will ■eeure it • welcome from all who wish to know the 
-■ of Chriatian doctrine in ,eneral and of the Anglican Church in 
p■rtieular. Tbe hiltory of the Articles is giftll in the Introduction, 
ftllft they are Tiewed u part of• la.we number of Confessions iaued 
■boat the ume time. Each Article is then comidered in detail. 
with the English and I.tin form preflzed. The aposition ■how■ 
n mueh wide readinc hu been brought to bear on the work. It is 
■hray■ lucid and e~lical, and giffll • real insight into the whole 
raa,e of theology. Article Ill. brinp up the ■ubject of the descent 
iat.o bell. The history of that doetrine ia gi"RD in aame detail, uad the 
ap)anationa &re di■euaaed. After the Articles have been dealt with, 
their relation to the Prayer Book, and to Rome, and the Ethics of 
Sab■cription, are comidered. Tbe Appendix contain■ valuable notea 
Cll the Penonality and Fatherhood of God, Bible Diftleultie■• Infant 
Salvation, the word Catholic, Prayen for the Dead, Eachatology, and 
other mbjeeta. The work will add diatinctly to the reputation of 
• man who was eminently U8eful and honoured both in this country 
111d in Canada, 

T1t, lluvrrection of Man, OM Otlter Sennm,,a. By the Ven. 
R. H. Charles, D.D., D.Litt. (T. & T. Clark. 7a. net.) 

Thi■ ill • really brilliant book. There i■ no volume in the Scholar u 
Preacher Series which hu an ampler ■cholanhip, or which treat■ of 
tbe peate■t themes with • nobler aerioumaa. The apirit of the book 
ii adventuroua, but it is alway■ profoundly reverm~ ; and it explore■ 
tbe deepest thinp fearlesaly, u of one who would know the truth at 
what.ever coat. The earlier part of the book ill more of the nature of 
• treatise, than of ■ermona adctre.ed to • promiseuoua ~ 
ill which Dr. Charles make■ ua enrnioation of the doctrine of the 
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Resurrection of Kan, and tnees the development of the teachinc 
through the Old Testament, in the teaching of St. Paul, and in that 
of our Loni, and cl01e11 with four sermons on argument.a against and 
for a blessed future life. The work is coDSUJDlll&tely done. But not 
all will be able to accept all that be aay■ ; the Christian conscience fl 
many will feel a ■enae of violation, when they read of ' the groa 
conception of the empty tomb,' and again of' the lepnd of the empty 
tomb.' There are five really peat sermon■ on Jeremiah, which., 
Pft9eDt that fine prophet u to enamour the soul of the reader, and 
to lay upon him a ■tranp charm. These are ■ennon■ which ban 
hardly been equalled in our time, and surely have not been llll'J)asaed. 
There are also three lecture■ on John Wyclif which are full of uncle
standing and interpretation and impulse. Four other ■el'IDCIIII 
complete the book. No one who bu the least familiarity with moden 
■ermom but will ■et tbia volume in the flnt rank. However we ma7 
dilfer with some of the teacbing, we are bound to confeu that bat 
we are brought into contact with a very serious mind inspired with 
a passionate love of truth. and determined to follow it at all cost; wbo 
bu not the least fear in declaring what be believe■• and who bu 
devoted peat powen of mind and heart to search out the deepest 
thinp of life. Dr. Charle■ doe■ not always carry hi■ ■cbolanbip 
lightly, but it ia evident on every page; and the literary expftlBicll 
■et■ him among the muter■ of our tongue. Here is a vigorous mind 
grappling with the age-long problem■ that few dare to probe • 
deeply, and doing it in a way which must win the homage of all who 
are followen of Him who i■ the Truth. and who bade us punue it with 
an ardour that mud know no abatement. 

The A.tonernent in But.ory and in Life. (S.P.C.K. 10.. ed.) 

Tbia volume of essay■ bu been edited by the Rev. L. W. Gremted, 
Fellow and Chaplain of University College. Orlord, to whom the 
Bishop of Cbelm■ford, who had planned the work and enli■ted 
helpers. pu■ed over the tuk when be wu called to Cbelm■ford. The 
essay■ J'IIDte from Sacrifice in the Old Testament, the Contribution rl 
the Prophet.a. Atonement in Jewish Literature, Atonement in the 
Synoptic Gospel■• to the Teaching in St. Paul and in the Jobannine 
Writing■• the Atonement in Patristic Writinp, in Anselm'■ Doctrine, 
in Reformation Theology and Post-Reformation Writen. The Atone
ment and the Problem of Evil ; in Penonal Experience ; in Modern 
Thought, are also con■idered with scholarly in■ight by men whoae 
DUile■ will carry weight with student■. Principal Chavu■e contributes 
the clo■ing euay on the preaching of the Cro■a. The Atonement ii 
a ■ubject that bu exercised the mind■ of religiou■ thinken in all 
pnerationa. and ■uch a complete and careful survey u this volume 
give■ make■ a wide appeal. and will repay cloee study. The theories 
are conflicting and baffling, but, u Mr. Chavu■e aay■• the Cl"OII 
it■elf preaches-' it flnt arrest■ attention and then declare■ it.a on 
gospel.' 
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fu Chrvtian Family. By George W. Fiske. (Abingdon 
Press. 11.25.) 

Plofessor Fiske feels that religion must have a home baaia, and 1ees 
tW the modern family ia in danger. Divorce is a aerioua symptom in 
America, where it baa risen to one cue in every aeven marriages. In 
1f1i1ioua families it is probably leu than one in fifty. An experienced· 
jlllge in Ohio baa never had • divorce cue in which the two pa.rtiea 
wee memben of the 1&111e Christian Church. Some incidenta are 
rat which ahow the clangen to which young people in America are 
apoaed. and prove the need for auch • wise and frank diaeuaion u 
~ 

L'UniU ClwlnfflM: Sclainna d ~. Par 
Andre Paul. (Paris: Rieder. 18 fucs.) 

tie flnt part of thia IUl'Vey reviewa the ICbiama in the Church from 
Ille flnt centuries and the time of Neatoriua down to the Vatiean 
Council of 1889-70, which led to the Old Catholic separation. The 
m1Dd part deala with the Antinomies ; Authority and Liberty ; 
1'be Church and the Individual ; The Object.a of Faith ; The Mani 
Life ; Salvation ; Ceremony ; and the Eaential Conflict of Attitude 
between the chief lleligioua Confeuiou. The third part is devoted to 

. lips of npprochement between varioua Churches. The subject of 
reunion is the order of the day from America to India, and tbe 
National Committee of Social and Political Studies baa been con• 
lidering it in the Cour de Cuaation, and it ia an ideal which ia cherished 
with growiDtr hope among Christiana. Thia book throWB light on IIIUI.J 
plllles of the ■ubject both in the put and in the pre■ent. and i■ 
itaelf • welcome sign of the times. 

Tu Stone, or Married to AnolAer, by Lucy G. Muon (Manhall. 
llorpn & Scott. 21. 84.), traces the promise of Chri■t. • the Liviq 
Stone.' through the Old Testament and into the New, with many 
pleau.nt reference■ to penonal ezperienee■ in Palestine. The writer'• 
faith in the Bible is • full of holy impintion from beginning to end ' ; 
ad her glimpses of everyday life in the Holy Land throw light on 
IIIIDY Bible 1eenes.-Mr. Wales baa now given ua hia revised transla
tion of TIie P.alm6. Boole Ill. (H. Milford. I•.) It ia careful 
work. which keep■ close to the original. but baa many felicitoua 
touches that are impreuive and ■ugest much.-Juw an4 our 
l'rcuiftf l'robl,eru. (Abingdon Presa. 11.50.) Profeuor Rollin H. 
Walkerftnt describes the religioua inheritance of Jesu■ in the Hebrew 
Bible. which He knew and loved, and to which He pve new and 
wider meaning. Bia challeap to faith, Hia -teaching u to 
earthly IO()d■• the family, our enemies. ■elf-aacriflce, and the Holy 
Spirit are impreuively expounded and applied. It ia a deeply 
apiritual and al■o intensely practical survey of problem■ which con
cern all thoughtful men and women. 
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Tie CamlJrillRe Metliaeoal HutDrg. Edited by J. R. 
Tanner, t:itt.D., C. W. Previte-Orton, Litt.D., F.B.A., 
and Z. N. Brooke, M.A. Vol. VI. Victory of the 
Papacy. (Cambridge University Praia. SO..) 

Tma peat 1IIMiertakina bu luatained a aevcre Jou by the death al 
Dr. Bury, Regiua Profeuor of Modern History, who wu • ibJ architect.' 
Ilia plan for the work bad long ap been completed, and vol vii, 
will deal with the • Decline of the Empire and the Papacy,• and 'fOI. 
viii. with the • Growth of tbe Watem Kinadom.' But the three 
Ecliton will greatly miu his ready help in diflieultiea. and the wile 
mumel which wu 10 freely at their clispoeal. Three of the cm, 
tributon to vol. vi died before it appeared: M. Louil J:.eaer, who 
wrvte OD Bunpry, Dean Ruhdall, who contributed the chapter ea 
llediMval Universities, and Ilia Weston. whoae subject wu Lqm
dary Cycles of the Middle Ap. The work ia divided into twenty-an 
cbapten. Dr. PreviU-Orton writel the Introduction and the chapte 
OD Italy: Profeuar Jacob on Innocent Ill and En,land-Benry ID; 
llr. Lane Poole cootn'butel chapten on Philip of Swabia and Otto IV, 
~y in the Beien of Frederick D. and the Interrepum ill 
Germany. Profeuor Powicb'• subject.a are Enpmd: Richard I &1111 
John, and the Reipa of Philip Aupatua and Louil VIII of Fnna. 
The work enenda to nearly 1,100 paca. and deala chiefty with the tbir
t.eenth century, thou,h the chapten on Trade and Commerce, Warfare 
and Architeetare, Religion and l.earniq cannot be limited to that 
period. The peoplea of ~ Europe bad been alowly reluhiODUlf 
-or, rather, nmakinr-t.beir civilization and their imtitutiom, tile 
whole fabric of their thoupt and life, almost from the diuolution fl. 
the Roman Empire in the Weat, certainly from the diaaolution fl. 
Charlemape'• Empire in the ninth century. The ap of which thil 
YOlume treata bad in ita IUJDII aymptoma of the decay of ibJ IDOll 
impreaive embooimenta, yet u a whole it wu • not an ap of da 
lutioa of an old order, but of the old order'• full perfection.• Whetbs 
ita peoplea acted or dreamed. the faculty of living growth wu ii 
them. They moulded their beritap from Roman and Teuton into 
a multitude of original fonm and devices. all imtinct with life and tile 
power to cbanp and pow. That ia impraaively brought out in tile 
Introduction, and illustrated in all the apherea and leaders described 
in the following cbapten. The writen are expert.I in their aubjedl 
and never fail to praent them in an interesting way. Dean Rashdall'1 
• Mediaeval Univenitiea ' throw• light on the growth of the achooll 
in Puil and Oxford, and Profeuor Powicke'• account of the reip 
of Richard I and John makea a apecial appeal to atudenbJ of Engliu 
history. The chapters on St. Louie, the development of Eccleaiutiell 
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- .. : ... tw,._ and it.I flnSDMal buia, on Bereaiea and the lnquiaition, 
;,.:~t Orden. Ecclesiutica1 and Military Architecture, the 
J,rt of War, Chivalry and J:.eamdary Cycles help a reader to form 
• real picture of the times. There are ample bibliopapbia, both 
~ and for each chapter. There ia a full chronological table, 
• nluable aet of maps in a aeparate portfolio, and a really adequate 
jada. The interest and importance of the volume eumot euily 
be aagaated. 

'Bf'IJ'¥ :_ ~ Jrum an Arclitecl'1 Noteboolc. By Sir 
- Reginald Blomfteld, R.A. (John Murray. 151.) 

The old towm in the South of France have a fucinatioo of their own, 
and Sir Reginald Blomfteld'1 expert de■cription1 help English 
raden to form ■ome real conception of their chief architectural 
featurel. Be found the architecture of Avignoo di■appointiog. 
The Papal Palace ia huge, uncouth, 1inister. It baa a ftne chapel, and 
a yery intere■ting room in the Tour de la Garde-robe, decorated with 
6e■coea of ■ceDea from country life, but the ashlar w.U. run ■beer up 
6am the rock, with ■carcely a break in their height of more than 
• hundred feet. The place ■ugm.■ uokoowo iniquitiea of Papal 
daJL It ia much more of a fortreu than a palace, with it.I eoormoua 
nll■ and it.I ■ecret puaiap and ■tainraya for e■eape from within 
• well u for accea from without. The redeeming feature of Avigoon 
ii the Jardin du Rocher dea DolDII, which stancla on the IIUIDIIUt of 
tbe rock. the lower alope of which ii occupied by the Catbednl and 
tbe Papal Palace. The north end of the wall that encloses the prdeo 
bm■ a ■emicircular bay from which there ia a magnificent view, 
with the Rhone at one'• feet. The crowded hou■e1 and narrow 
dreetl are bad both for health and monla, and touriatl are coo
atantly coming and aoing. Sir Reginald's most recent impression ia 
ane of oever-ceuing ooile and bustle, and of the incessant shrieb 
ucl blares of motor-boroa. ACl'OII the river liea Villeneuve, with two 
art treasures-the Virgin of St. Pons carved in ivory and the • Coro
•tioo of the Virgin ' by Cbaronton. French carvers at the end of the 
thirteenth or beginning of the fourteenth century were ~ 
ucl tbil figure in St. POii.i ' cheers one along ; it sugests a different 
eonceptioo of life. now and hereafter, and of the relation of man to 
hil Maker. It anticipates the idea of God's immanence in the univene.' 

Avignoo ia an excellent centre for expeditions. Twenty miles to 
the north is Orange, with its triumphal arch and the splendid ruin of 
ita theatre, which show■ the Roman of the ):dnpire at bis best. The 
town wu founded about '8 a.c. u a colony of the Second Legion, 
and within two hundred years had its circus, ita triumphal arch, and 
ita theatre, on a scale larger than any modern theatre. and, according 
to a local bi■torian, it bad al■o its amphitheatre, baths, and aqueduct. 
Maurice of Nusau fortified the town in 1622, but Louis XIV de
molished bi.I cutle. and Oraote steadily aaok into decrepitude 
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•after 1na. whea it ,,.. annaed to France bf tbe Trat, of Ubeeld, 
Jn H'M the ,evolutionary NMNOiwion in 0nnp MDtenced -
penou to death in ff days. • A calloua. hyateriml cruelty ii ne.w 
far below the aurface in tbe PloY~' The Pont du Gard, tlie 
fflllllADt of an aqueduet probably built in the reign of Auguatua, ii 
perbape the moat impreaai.e of all the nat Roman undertakinp: and 
SU' Repwd'■ drawing, reproduced in collotype, ,ive■ a very cl,a 
unpreuion of it■ beauty. He found Aries, once a 1"'9t and busy 
place, depreuing and tourist-ridden. with little life of it■ own. The 
,rest front of St. Tropbimus. with that of St. Gille■• seem■ to 
-1,e the finest eumple of Romanesque ■eulpture in ezistence. Ail 
proved delightfully re■tful after the bu■tle and ■trident atmo■pbat 
of A vipon and the motor-can of Arie■. Vauvenargues, a few "Dilew 
to the eut, wu the birthplace of the ptle and kindly pbilo■opbe 
of that name, who died in 17ff. The amphitheatre at Nlmea ii 
a little ■mailer than that of Arie■, but it ■eem■ to be treated u tlie 
town dust-pan and wone. A graphie account i■ ,iven of the Ca 
aids and their terrible ■t:rugle for religious liberty. Munich and 
Vienna and the South German town■ are described with much ■killed 
knowledge. Wilrzburr i■ full of interesting buildings, and an a 
of quiet c.rdertiw pernde■ the place. The efllgie■ of the earlia 
ltiahope are ■trildng. The account of baroque archit.eeture in Alllba 
ad Germany i■ impartut. but after the ut of tbealcon Sir Repalit 
tbulld a visit to Stockholm like ,etting into fresh air. Good madm 
walil ii beiq done in Vienna, but the men in the vu are the uai
teate of Sweden and Denmark, and of oar own eoantry. Sir RqiDllil 
......_ the Swedi■h uelliteet■ lleeaa■e they are ' fonrud • 
• -- that ■tretehea far back into the --- Tbae~ Ila 
llae future of architeeture. Man beautiM-illuatntiom in half-tat 
u.t.uotypeacld to. elaarm :,this tine Yolume of■tadie■. 

LIii,,,• oJ sv J .. ,-. llet,,tolM. Collected and edited bJ 
Frederick Whiley Hilles. Ph.D. (Cambridp Uaiwnity 
Press. 10.. lei.) 

This i■ another book we owe to Ameriea, and it i■ a treuare. Dr. 
11iUn i■ IILltruetor in En,li■h at Yale Uniftrlity. It wu not til 
8fty year■ after the painter'■ death that a biographer ■eriom1J 
attempt.eel to collect hi■ correspondence, and since that time twice 11 
many letter■ have come to light. Eftll now the oane■pondence ii 
amaD. for Sir Joshua wrote ■pariqly. He wu absorbed in hi■ JIIO' 
fe■■ion, and ■ay■, ' I am forced to write in a 1"'9t huny, and haw 
little time far poli■bin, my style.' Some of the fnpient■ are illa-
1NDatin,, Be t.eU■ bia father : ' While I am cloin, this [i.e. paintma] 
I am the bappie9t aature ali'ft.' In 1719 he writea to Junea :ean,, 
no .. ■tudfialinllame, 'Wboneri■ naolvedtoaaeliD paintin1,• 
w.1 an, a111er ut, 1DU1t bnn, all hi■ mind to..._ apoD tbal • 
_..,.._ • ..._..,i..-tUl•..-t.oW; lhe.a.atrl 
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--, ob;eat that meeta • pemt.er•• r,e may "" him • --. ,,. 
tided hil mind la ealm, unembenlaed with OU.. aabjeetl. and opa 
11 inltruotlon. • Ilia apJINCiation of hil brother artist.I ii • pleuins 
fldllff of the letters. Be ollen Lord o.ory, Gainlboroup•• 
•Girl and Pip ' in nchanp for • eopy by Titian, and deseriba it u 
• bf far the best pietun he ever painted, or perhapl ever will• When 
Ill boupt it. Sir Joshua aent • ftatteriJlf note to hill rival, who replied : 
It .,..Jd not fail to afford him the hifhest •tiafaction that he had 
'brought bil pip to IO flne a market.' Light ii thrown OD many 
flmoua pietuJa bought by the Duke of Rutland and othen. The 
Dake of Portland gets his famoua vue for nine hundred pineu. 
Be was reaolved to have it at any price. The Archbishop of Canter-
1111')' and the Bishop of London object in 17711 to ' our leheme of 
arnamenting St. Paul's with pictures.' Fumy Burney patly charmed 
an. He bad begun to despair of seeing her, ' and little expected to 
Ind the author correspond to our romantic imapuatiom. She seema 
ID be henelf the I"• .ubli,u ,1,e ,1r,.,,,,' Johnson and Burke often 
appear in the letters. and he expreues the highest opinion of the 
allilitiea of Burke'• 1011. Alderman Boydel wanta him to do eight 
,-tur- for hil illustrated Shakespeare, • by which all the painten 
al enpaven find ~tl for eight or ten years. He hu 
illilled on my takinr earnest money. and, to my peat 1urpriae, 
11ft apan my table &ve INndnd pc,llllb-to have u mueh mon • 
1-a demand.' Lady Oaory ■end■ him a tunbour-worlted waist.coat 
wlieh ■he had henelf emmoidered. Sir Joslnla thinb it too p,d to 
-• but add., • I wiB p,omi■e thia at leut. that when I do wear it 
I wll not take • piaeb of muff that clay-I mean, after I have it Gil. 

llcb • ruap beut with ■ueh • delieate waistcoat 1 • Roten onee •w 
• hhaa at &11 Aeedemy dinner when hill wuteo.t WM PIOlutely 
p,wdendwith•atr. 

n, Sol_,.,, Wanor: N• Lelllr• 1,y Buiin. Edit.ed 
~ J. Rowud Wbiteboule. (Alim 4k Unwin. 7,. ed.) 

lame of the molt intaating letter■ in thil volume ue to the Rn. 
1. J. Scott. a Manebe■ter minuter. and memben of hi■ family. 
a.kin'■ friendabip with them bepn in 1859, and his letten describe 
Ii■ joumey■ abroad, and show how pneroua and affectionate he wu 
ill .U his relation■ to these friends. There ue some touching reference■ 
to hi■ love for Role la Touche. In 1859 he is flghtin1 with many 
..... t■. • The fact that all good people ue being taken from u■ and 
that wicked men live for ever proeperously makes one feel u if one 
ll■d to ftgbt with all nature apin■t one for an enemy, in■tead of 
IDll'OWUlf by a friend'■ pve.' In 1880 he ten. Mn. Soott, • Molt 
mm at my ace, I obeerve, ■till think life inftnite. I have long since 
IDIIDted it■ rmnnuata and trust tba& my deaNat frienda will earliest 
'-liff -, -■baaclry or eva .... 1a .. of them.' The letten t.o 
ta.a.,_. ad Ilia WW...._ -,po1a11 alilataa&. He write■ 
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to her from Coniaton in 18'71, when Roae ia • in a phyaician'■ ~ 
under cue.' Many fairest thinp ue round him, • but they are IDGII 
of them dead to me, the third p.,, hu pven me everythina thll 
oupt to make a man happy, escept the one thing I uked for. Aid 
the wonder ia to me, and evil-that I don't bow if I wu wron, ia 
wonhipping too much-or not enough. Whether I ought to ha" 
aunendered hope before--or fought on, in neglect of all other hope.' 
The letter■ are a welcome addition to our knowledae of llu■kiD • 
a true friend and a man of many noble thou,ht■ and purpm.. 
Tbe portrait by Samuel Lawrenee and Ru■kin'■ own pencil ■ketelia 
are a peat enrichment of the volume. 

Otltu aflll E,uu of My Life. By Ann Estella, Countea Caft. 
(John Murray. 7a. ed.) 

Lady Cave hu woven odd■ and end■ into a book of real chum. Slit 
begins with her own childhood, and ■trinp together a delightful .i 
of children'■ ■aying■ and doinp; then ■he moves unong her ■ervUlb, 
a kindly, thoughtful mistre■■ who hu found a happy re■pcm■e to he 
own trust in thoee who have ■erved her and been true friend■. Be 
dop are not the leut: interesting figure■ in her domestic ciftle. 
Little Wu, the PekiJiaese pet, ia • v~ ■mall and u beautifu&, 
coloured u an autumn leaf; hia eye■ are about four time■ tbe ■iu fl 
hia noee ; when pleued, he will ■tretch outaaolden paw and ■troke JUI 
down and really talk, but be ia just u likely to puff out hia cbeeb ad 
■how a quivering tongue between hia tiny teeth and swear pntly. 
U you continue to U1Doy hia uaed person, the ■wearing grow■ man 
pronounced, and Iar..- teeth appear for busine■■ purpoae■.' 'l1ie 
chapten on drea and on colour, and the too brief account of apm
encea and find■ u a collector, are not merely entertaining, but haw 
many wise hint■ which ladies will prize. MOllt intensting of all m 
the glimpeea of Lord Cave and her own ambition for a h111band on tlle 
Woolack. She had a full ■hare in the toill and triumph■ ofhia electica 
for Kingston-on-Thame■, and knew that he would mean much to Im 
party, 'for he never could do lea than hia best for anything 11111 
everything he ever undertook.' She ■oon realized that, ' unleu yua 
are of a hopeful diaposition and have a certain ■eme of hUlllOIII, 
politic■ might be a deadly thing to cope with, for it can take more oat 
of you than almOllt anything I know, and between whiles thinp 1ft 

very dull. Penonally, I grew to love elections and the excitement cl 
them-the canvuaing, the meetings, the friend■ you make and ta 
enemies you meet-it wu all 1uch fun.' The final chapter, on Sucem 
in Life, ii a ■tirring call to the cultivation of character, ability, self· 
di■cipline, and will-power, ' ■o that when ■ome big plum comes alcq 
you are ready to take it and thoroughly cligest it.' 

The Life-Story of John Wuley, by John Telford, B.A. (Epwortli 
Pre■■, 1,., 21.), pves a view of the Making of Wesley and the Making I 

of llethodi■m which may be recommended u an introduction to ta 
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llady of one of whom the Sp«:l,alor wrote : • En,r)and, u a whole. ii 
•truly intereated in Wesley u in Shakapeare: and it may well be 
•bted whether in the lonr eoune of her hiatory any one person bu 
r,s in8ueneed life in IO direct. palpable, and powerful a way as John 
WIiiey.' Certainly he wu never more honoured and more powerful 
ii tbe life of the world than he ia ~y. 

Beortomie Cauu of ""1 Ref°""""°" in Englatttl. By Oscar A. 
Jlarti, Ph.D. {VecmiJlan A. Co. u,-. &I.) Professor Marti aea 
tW the IOUl"CeS of the revolt apimt Rume in this country • go 
aeper than the dynutie hopes of the monarchy and disputa 
about the supremacy. The roots of the Reformation reached deep 
pm into a subsoil of money-matten and of fundamental economic 
ellanp that were taking place. It ia only in the added light 
that such facta furnish that the Reformation in England may be 
-,ly undentood.' The clergy are computed to have held one 
tmd of the wealth of England. The hired penonal staff of the 
aoaasteriel gives aome indication of their riehes. Buttley wu not 
a ~ religious home, but it had eighty-four penona on it.a staff. 
Boniface, who became Archbiahop of Canterbury in 1240, aold the 
wuoda on the Janda of the aee, levied heavy tues on the people. and 
llim railed 15,000 marb to help his brother to carry on a private 
nr in Provence. Groueteste lltmluously opposed the practice of 
papal provisiona, and evsy form of papal abUBe and levy. The 
..tant demand made by Rome for ever-increasing 1UJD11 of money 
led to the Aeta of llortmain, Premunire. of Proviaora, and the 
ltatutes that effected the ultimate breach with Rome in the sixteenth 
etury. Wyclif taupt that to deprive the priesthood of their 
tanporal pcaeaiona would be a national boon. How happy England 
would be if evsy pariah church had it.a own rector, with hia family, 
and evsy estate in the land it.a just lord. There would then be no 
areity of corn and cattle, and abundance of llel'Vanta, farm 
llboun!n, and artiaana. The final club wu inevitable. The 
eontinuance of ecclesiastical imt.itutiona e:a:isting Jaraely for non
producing monks and pilgrima, for the distribution of alma, and for 
an outworn feudal system of tenantry, wa1 challenaed by men who 
bad made their way to a platt of importaulee under the newer 
eeonomie ~gime. • The Church ran athwart the new ■pirit of 
PIOl'"I, which proved it■ undoing.' Dr. Marti support.a his view 
by eontemponry evidence which throws a flood of light on the 
economic condition■ of the Reformation period. 
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Proen, an4 Reality : An E11ay in Connology. By A. N. 
Whitehead. Gifford Lectures, 1927-8. (Cambridge 
Univenity Press. 181. net.) 

Paonuoa WBITEDAD, who hu been temporarily, at leut. eaptund 
from London University by Harvard, ia the peat.est livin, exponent 
of philoaophy from the mathematieal and phylical lides. He ha 
ieached the production atap of hia career, and since the war ha 
iaBued a number of brilliant writinp. all of whieh have been cmt
•erging towarda the point attained in this bit volume, which ii 
a systematic exposition of hia poaition, which he calla the philOBOpliy 
of orpnism. He claima that this poaition is a modem renderini fl 
the phMe of philOBOphic thought whieh began with Deacarta 111d 
ended with Hume. Its other afllliatiom are with modem ruliam, 
pragmatism, and the emeraence pbiloaophy, whilat, of coune, the 
chanae of outlook which hu followed the doctrine of relativity ii 
marked hereu inallProfe&IOl'Wbitehead'1 work. lfthehifbercritim 
ot two thousand years hence discover this book they will no doubl 
prove that Profe&IOI' Whitehead had not heard of Einstein, •ma. 
curioualy enou,h, hia name ia not mentioned I 

Adequately to give an 11CC011Dt of Profe9BOI' Whitehead'• positim 
would demand a amall volume, not a brief review, and would need 
to presuppose acquaintance with the author'• other work. His style 
ii not euy, and he coins a numberofnewterms, BUChu 'concl'elCfflCe,' 
• vector prehemion,' and in a •ery definite manner he labels 111111 
describes eight cate,ories of esiatence, twenty-seven eategoriel fl 
aplanation, and nine categorical obligations. The ultimate rality, 
or rather realities, of Profeuor Whitehead'• philosophy, however, 111 
• actual entities,' or' actual oceuiona' which are different' dropa fl 
aperience, complex and interdependent.' God ia an actual entity, 
so ia ' the most trivial puff of exiatence in faN>ff empty space.' The 
business of philosophy ia entirely misconceived if it be taken to be 
that of starting from universals, and derivin1 from them concrete 
particulars. Its busineu is to explain the emerpnce of abatract thin&I 
from the raw, concrete entities, which for Profeuor Whitehead mab 
up the real world. No subject experiences twice. Time ia, in Locke'• 
phrase, a ' perpetual perishing.' It is form, not substance, which ii 
permanent. Forms undergo changing relations, whilst actual entitia 
perish perpetually subjectively, yet in perishing acquire objectivity 
whilst losing their subjective immediacy, and so are objectively 
immortal. Those who are acquainted with Professor Whitehead'• 
earlier treatment of the way in which ' events ' become ' objects ' will 
grasp the meaning of this. 

God is • conception of prime importance in Professor Whitehead'• 
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.-me, but it ill • very met&phyaieal God, .-Ith :a primordial inlnite 
eaaceptuu nature. and • OOD11equmt conaeioua Qture derived &om 
tk t.emponl world which ii taken up into the ianaedivy of hia OWD 
life, a procea which the author &peaks of u aavm, the world, wit.la 
• • tenderneaa which Jo.ea aothing that can be aved.' Be does not 
aeate the world. Be uves it. Be ia' the Poet of the world, with tender 
~ leading it by Ilia Tiaion of truth. beauty, and p>dnesa.' 

Thla. of coune, is to pua from purely md.&phylical reuooing, and 
~ the neeeaauy weaknea of every attempt to proceed from 
r.iet to value. If any one carea to accept Profeaor Whitehead'• mda· 
pbysical God, he is in no way bound to accept the religious and moral 
predicates which are attached thereto. This ia a matter of int.erpre
tllioo, u Professor Whitehead is careful to indieate. and. whilst one 
ii pd that he humanizes a rather abetnet philoeophical scheme with 
~ relip,ua interpretation. one cannot acne that a metaphylically 
mnceived God can aatiafy the requirement.a of the religious OCID• 

leioo•meu- Moreover, Profeuor Whitehead'• treatment of the problem 
of evil bu u many limitations from the moral, .._ I think. it baa fram 
Ille met.aphyaical, point of view. 
·Professor Whitehead ignores rather than amwen the challen,e of 

illealiatic phibophy, and, whilat he deals extensively, though not u 
~vely u he imagines, with Bnidley'a philosophy, he leav• 
Bou.nquet wholly uide. Yet in the end. u he admits, his philoaophy 
anea very near to being the transformation of aome of the chief 
doetrinea of absolute idealism on a rea1iatic buis. None the 1eaa, it ia 
dilicult to see how realiam is atrengthened by Profeaaor Whitehead. 
Such criticism• u these, however, are prompted by dillerencea of 
lltlndpoint. All must agree that Prora, and .Reoltlfl is a book of 
lnt-rate importance, in many respect.a the moat important contri
bution to phibophy since Bnidley published .Appearana and~. 
ud, whether or no it ia destined to a like influence. it is a monumental 
apreaaion of the profoundest thought of one of the deepest thinken 
"'the day. 

Side Society. By A. J. I. Krauss. Ph.D. (Cambridge Uni-
venity Prem. 9a.) 

This ia an English venion of two German manuscript.a dealiq with the 
alleviation of IOCia1 conditions. Dr. Krauu hu found the buio 
C11Dcepta of society lacking in preaeat-day aocial philoaophy. • Around 
the sick society lies a peat obscurity, which threatens to extinguish 
nay spark of thought that 8icken in it.a gloom.' The diseeeed 
portions of society become dependent on the haJtby portions. Dr. 
Lama aeeb to make clear the proper place of remedial meuura 
within the total complex of a aocia1 life. The ~ and economic 
principles which co-exist in social amelioration are considered, and 
the IIODea of power. No law is so elastic or so amenable that it can 
at once adapt itself to every new social mutation, or fit itself to f!VerJ 
minute diJference in a compla social life. Benevolence Cllll relieve 
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iaolated cua before 10Cia1 amelioration bu had time to interr-. 
The con8nea of thia IOCial amelioration met.eh far beyond the eonflna 
of the economic world-order. • The lick aociety reeeivea the neceuit;iea 
of life through IOCial amelioration, which thUI !lpUII the aby1111e1 that 
eeparate man and man and become a world-compelling, cultural 
faetor.' The sectiom devoted to human efficiency deal carefully with 
diviaion of labour, and show bow every &eld of labour ' forms a anded 
aeries of tub, many of which can be performed by the membenof the 
lick aociety.' The whole dileuaion ii timely and fruitful in pnee.i 
augation. 

Be,-e, Witlclom,, by David Emerson (Sampson Low, 71. et~ 
ii a novel of the early years of the nineteenth century. There 1ft 
aome striking deaeriptiona of the Waterloo en and the doingl rl 
Orator Hunt. The notorio111 poet Faulconbridp. with bis met. 
oric popularity, ii evidently a study of Lord Byron. Morals and 
relip>n are at a dileount in thia aociety, though Richard Langley ii 
a floe exception. and ii evidently deatined for political power. Mean
while be bu bis hancla full with hia clever and attractive wife, wbo 
udly needs bit and bridle. He ii learning to manage her when the 
curtain fa.Ua. The pat lady of the story ii Richard'• mother, Lady 
llauldeth. whose beauty, ambition, and will-power make an imi,n. 
live study. Her death-bed. with the family ptbered round. is a cb 
matic acene without a touch of religiOU1 feeling.-For Prittt¥ CAarU,. 
By Kate Whitehead. (Epworth Preas. II. 8".) The story opens witll 
the prince'• birth in Rome. and centre■ round the march into England 
in 17 65. The perils and eacapea that followed Culloden are vividly 
deaeribed. and the man who ia reprded u a traitor turns out to be 
a ltronf and reaoureeful friend who brings Aleunder aalely throup 
man1 daqen. It ii a spirited story, with aome floe cbancten, ia 
whose fortune. we become keenly intereated,-Bnl....,/or c.,,.,., 
&t:rdanu. By H. W. Thomu. (Jordan A: Sona. 21. ed.) Tbi,iu 
flfteenth edition. thoroughly revised in accordance with the Companis 
Act. lnl, and indiapemable for all clirecton and aeeretariea. 

Field anti Foir : TrtJDdl nA o Dortlteg in lrelart4. Tnn.1;lated 
from the wh of Padraic O'Connaire by Cormac Breathnach. (OD 
Jin: Talbot Preas. 81. ed.) The writer of these sketcbel was bom ii 
Galway in 1881, worked in the London Civil Service from 1899 bi 
191', and died in a Dublin hospital on October I, 1918, with 11 
ounce or two of tobacco, bis pipe. and an apple. The 1ketcbea haw 
real charm, and the little black donkey soon becomes a friend. Lile 
in the woods, in his little tent made out of an old sail. the old Iria 
widow, who lived over ber early visit to the market with her love, 
and the foreat feut they enjoyed together-it ii work with a heat 
in it, the work of one who loved nature and made friencla with the 
little dendena of the wood. The tranalation ii excellent, and MicbMI 
llacLlammoir adcla to one'• pleMure by a set of illuatntionl that 
have really cau,bt the spirit of the book. 
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BBITISB 

Blll'llt loalllll (January).-Dr. llatthewa'• Drew Leetare 
• • The Demny of the Soul ' ia very able and important. The 
Christian religion ia ineunbly other-worldly. The Junadom of God ia 
not an earthly Utopia. It IIIJelltly need■ to be llhown that the deatiny 
tl the aouJ liea in the umeen. • If man bu hia origin in the tran
acmdent order, and eui punue ideal enda which point beyond the 
praeot world for their complete fuUllment ; if be hu the poten
tiality of an eternal deatiny, let ua proclaim that truth. For in the 
&pt of it our value■ are transformed, and our eatimate of pod 
becomea quite different.' The Jewiah Chriatian Sympoaium bu 
m article by Mr. Monteftore on• Jewiab Conceptiona of Chriatianity,' 
and by Profeaor Burkitt OD • What Christiana Think of Jewa.' 
Major Darwin'• reply to the Biahop of Exeter OD Dannninn deserve■ 
attention, and Sir Francia Y ounghuaband thinb ' The Faith of the 
future ' will be faith that the world ia governed for good. Ilia Jut 
•tenee aeta one thiolriog: • Faith that the holieat our higheat have 
mr cooeeived ia but u the dawn to noon in telling what that Power 
■ like Which govern■ the world. I 

lcmnal ol 'J'lleolapwl ....... (October).-Dr. Souter often 
a new edition of another MS. of • Fidea hatia a Judaeo, • of which he 
obtained rotagrapha from ZOrich. Chapten in the Hiatory of Latin 
m. of Canona~ by Profeaor C. B. Turner, deal with the veniOD called 
Prilca. A. J. Smith give■ the result of hia atudy of ' Pelagiua and 
Aapatine.' Dean Robinaon bu an intenating note OD Byrhtferth, 
the learned mook of Ramaey at the bepming of the eleventh century, 
to whom Mr. Crawford thinb we owe the AtlOflPIOU Lye of S,. 

°""""'· 
....,._, 'l'lmel (Deeember).-The Rev. Jame■ Reid expound■ 

the ftnt word from the Crou : • There ia no picture in which we can 
more fully catch the glory of Jeaua than this.• • They know not what 
they do • is a rather startling addition to the plea for forgiveness. 
The warmth and hope of that forgiving love awoke the prayer of the 
penitent robber. Profeasor Robertson di8CUS8e8 Glover's Juu of 
Bvtory. It spoke in a new language to multitudes, with its living 
uad moving picture of the human Jesus, but it did oot show Chmt 
' punuing the line of His supreme purpose, except to an inadequate 
atent in bis chapter oo " The Choice of the Cl'OSII," and was weak in 
it.a Cbristology.'-{Jaouary.)-Dr. Macgregor expounds the story of 
' The Penitent Thief.• The aetual reply of Jeaua bu had a certai1l 
dogmatic and almost aeographical bity given to it, but • here ia a 
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desperate creature who hu never had • life in thought, on whom 
anything evasive or 1ubtle mmt be thrown away, and to him Jena 
ia bound to •peak in the language he can undentand. • The exp. 
1ition is not yery convincing or helpful. Mr. Morriaoa of Aberdeen 
deall with • Natural Law and Miracles.' The miracles of Jesus are 
not to be explained away, but to be gloried in u a revelation of 
Goel'• mighty power to 1&ve, and a pledge of what man may be and do 
when restond to 1piritual fellowship with God. Profeuor Gunkel', 
paper on' Elisha' and Mr. H. G. Wood'• diaeuaion of the• Mind v1 
Christ as to Socialism ' will be rad with interest. 

Clmleh QudlrlJ Bemw (January).-Canon Jenkins, writinf 
on 'Bishop Creighton'• View of History,' deBCribes the Life by bii 
wife as, 'from a literary point of view, one of tbe greatmt biOIJ'llphia 
of the nineteenth century.' The emmate of hi" critical work ia of 
BpeCial interest and value. Mia Doyle's article on ' Church and 
State and the Jure Divino Theory of Episcopacy in the Engliu 
Church ' deals with a problem which i1 being raised to-day with 
great inten1ity. 1'he Archdeacon of Wol'Celler couiden the llepon 
of the Commiuion on ReligioUI Education, and Dr. Hitchcoek 
d.ilcuue1 • The Cbaraes apimt the Chriltiam in Tacitua.' 

Ouaii11llcmt ._..., (January).-'ffle Editor'• Notea ea 
propoall for reunion in South India are • lt:rong protest apiDlt 
a mechanical eooeeption of the Church. 'l1le Rev. A. Gordon J ... 
writel on what IOIDe deleribe u 'The Church'• Failure.' 'The n7 
for the Chmeh to make p,d her ript to aiatenee ia to melt to her 
principles, maintainin, her work at the hipest depee of Bpiritall 
efflciaacy, and allowiq nothina in her fonDI of wonhip to be ill dme 
or badly apreged.' ' Jl:ducation-tbe New Situation • and ... 
land'• lndebt.ednaa to Naneooformity Kuiall7 ' ue promina& 
featurea of • aood number . 

.,._,. .... (Jaauary).-1!'.ditorial Kata on Chureh Uaial 
ia Seotland and South India and on the llethodiat Chmeh Conpea 
are followed by in memoriana tribute. to Dr. Peake, which ■bow 
him in his clau-room and in hil Oxford days. The Biabop of MiddJe. 
ton delcribes their work together u editon of the British edition of 
the Outline of Clarimanily, and Profeaor Howard brings out hil 
extraordinary kindneu to youn,er ltudentl, and his brilliant ftftlide 
talks. Dr. Lidgett 1&y1, ' To UllftlerVed comec:ration, high coun,e, 
and loyalty to truth, be added 1erenity of spirit, sympathetic insight, 
and untiring patience.• Profeaor Burkitt 's' Twenty-five Years of~ 
logical Study ' is an impreuive plea for adequate theological traininl, 
If minister■ of religion are to guide public opinion, they need 'IDOff 
inten1ive, more extended. more intelligmt and counpoua ltudy,., 
thatthey may apply to the presentthewell-diaated leaamof the puL' 

..._ ..__ (.lunary)..-8-t adw ia aaimce bll 
u lu.j::eaiw Nlli• ol tliil •-= ID • Dwwiaiwa waa 
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~• I&. PJaaft - DO eae&pe from the inboduetion of 
• i....- lea'ftll of Neo-i:...a..retiam int.o the Danrinian theory of 
)Jlblnl Seleetion. The varioua orpm of the body en moulded by 
the stimuli t.o w~ they have been aubjected, rather than bein1 solely 
due to the ' aelection ' of fortuitoua variationa in thil or that direction. 
fte account of Sir Humphry Davy ii of ■pecial interest. 

lrll.lll 1oamll ol IMllllelJ (Januuy).-Sir Joaiah Stamp pve 
the thirteenth Norman Kerr Leeture on • Aleohol u an Eeonomie 
faetor.' We may learn from the United States that Prohibition bu 
drawn certain apeciJle evil■ in ita train, but none of the manafaeturen 
whom be questioned in I no de■ired the .... 9M MIU for their 
wurken. They put the increued eftlciency at 10 to to per cent. The 
Jeeture will repay atudy. 

AMERICAN 

........ ........, .... (October).-' Cantruted ~ 
90phies of Christianity,' by C. L. Dibble, imiat■ that ifwe are to keep 
my religion at a8 we muat • ,et back the ap-old 11ense of the numinoua 
dial we have almoet bt, the belief in a Reality wholly other to thil 
pre■ent world, and in a God who really counts.• A dogma must be 
nprded u a ftlUIM of the faeta of religiom aperience. The line. 
OD which the restatement of reqioua pbibophie■ ii p..,....,..Jing ve 
dated and expounded in t.hia impal'tmt article. Other article■ are 
OD• Coptic Gnmtic Writinp.' and GD Father Thornton'■ outat■nctin1 
1JOn-Tu I~ Lortl. A readlnaeouneon 'Bi■tory of Cbri■tiu 
'l'lloupt I wiD be prised by ■tudent■. 

,...a ol .,..._ (a.ieap: Janaary).-llr. Lawton writes a 
'ftlllable ■taclyof' ~A Cont.emponry Ameriean Refap,n.' 
■howiq how it appeals t.o • eertain clientele. Oth• articlft deal 
with ' lli■-ienary Activity in Noa-Chriatian Religiom, • • The Super
a■tural in Early Cbriatianity,' • Popular Competiton of E■rly 
Cliri■tianity'' • 'l'bl'ouab AD t.o God. I 

'1111 Prh Ila .,._..,._. ..... -The edit.an of thil 
lffiew announce that ib publication ceued with the iuue of July 
1929. In that number the artiele of moat aeneral interest wu 
contributed by Professor J. A. Faulkner, of Drew Theological 
Seminary. Writing on • Temporal Power,' by an illwninating his
torical IUffeJ he ■et■ the ■ubject in ib true penpective. It wu the 
ICHalW Paeudo-Isidorian Deeretal■ (850) that 'greatly aided the 
Popes in ID.HUii p,cl their t.emporal ■overeipty.' But the Chri■tian 
wwld had to wait ■even hundred yean • before the p#Utlo wu proved 
,,..,. in the modern title of the Deeretal■ ' by Lutheran theologian■. 
After si • inatanoea of Papal mal■dnaini■trat Dr. J'aullmer 
poiat■ OIi~ • the rule ■pin in Italy of Canon Law • ia the moat 
iaport■nt of the t.erma of the Rat.oration of 1919. • It mean. the 
baoi■bment of all heretical or inftdel tachi"I iJl the ■chool■• colleta. 
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CII' univenitiel of Italy,' accordin, to the well-lmown i::::r
naliat, Pertinu. Though Muaolini hu deflnitely p • 11t 
interference with toleration, Dr. Faulkner thinb that • the treat, If 
um hu dark pcaibilitiel to Protest.ant minoritiea. • 

Blnllll 'ftllolosloll Bnlew.-An enlupl iaue (Oetober 19111 
containa a comprehenaive article (108 pp.) by Dr. Luigi Salvatonll 
entitled • From Locke to Heitsenatein : the Hiatorical lnveat~ 
of the Origin• of Chriatianity. • The IUJ'VeY begins with the ~ 
and compriaea detailed atudiea of Schleiermacher, Strauu, the TOW. 
p echool, Renan, the Religionapachichtliche Schule and FOl'II, 
,achichte. The author'• elaborate reaearchea have not included ta 
work of modem British acholan, but for New Teatament 1tudenta• 
hu provided valuable material not otherwise euily aeceuible. 

.. IIMbollia :a.v.. (January-February).-Dr. Cheney, of Weaieyal 
Univeraity, write■ on 'The Holy Spirit-the Dynamite or Chrtll
ianity • ; the Rev. E. E. Turner on • John Wealey and Myaticia.' 
• Saint Courapus and Saint France■ ' ii a warm appreciation of 
France■ Willard and her courapua mother, who, amid every ea, 
dition, diaplayed the graeea of a noble Chriatian cbander. • Ne,._ 
in time■ ancient or modern, bas there lived a nobler Christia 
Cruuder than Frances E. Willard.' 

FOREIGN 

'1'1111Jdlll Clmnh Bn11w (December).-The Official Orpa ff 
the United Church of Northern India give■ an inteftlting account.of 
• Adventuring in Kohat,' where a native miaionary, aupported _,;, 
two English ladies who were trained nunea, hu taught the little~ 
of poor Christiana new atandarda of givinr, and hu brought to 1iaM 
an encounpi1 amount of Indian initiativ~• a rare and preeiaa 
quality for whole appearance there ia a peat need and Jonaru.' 
Mr. Ogden writea on • Penonal Evuqieliam--the Life of the Chiir4' 
It is a powerful call for lay teatimony in making Christ lmown to U. 
fellow1.-(January.)-Tbia number hu Wleful article■ on' Orpn~ 
a Church School in India,' ' The Indian ViJlece Church of To-n,vi'N!t 
and • Workin1 from Within,' a record of evanpliatic work, will 
a plea for the exercise of an adventuroua faith. 

'1'be JIOliem World (January).-A map of the Mohammeda 
world and an article on it■ ' Political Geography ' are feature■ of t» 
number. • Mohammedanism does not concem itaelf merely _. 
religion, but take■, u one of it■ cardinal principles, war a,ainat tie 
non-Moslem world and the extension of Moslem authority. If we ..W 
that it■ populations are in some cues fanatical, that the apread of il!t 
influence is immensely rapid, and that no people once Moham~ 
bas ever been converted to the Chriatian religion, we may pin ..
idea of the serioumeu of the political problems which it call& inw 
.beine.' 


