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CHAPTITIR I INTRODUCTION 



nmsis 

CHAP Tim I • INTRODUCTION 

A. TI-m PRESE]\TT SITUA~nOH 

This is an age of investie;ation. :tvien pride them

selves upon their scientific attitude. There is a 

widespread feeling against :what is called "Fai th 11 • 

There iB a tendency to t~elieve only those things 

which can be tested by experimenta,tion from "~Nhich 

tangible results may be obtained indicating the truth 

or falsity of the proposition. 1\fo field of ende<:wor 

or category of thought_ has been able to preserve it

self from this attack. It was thus inevitable that 

religion vri th its sacred books, acts, c:md formulae 

should be placed under the microscope. At this 

present time we are in the midst of this scrutiny. 

TI1is investige"tion has brought to light those 

who are im1)a tien t with creed and dogma and theology; 

those ·who are zealous for the old formulae; a,!ld those 

who are inclifferent,who say that it makes no difference 

what you believe so long as your heart is rj.f.::h t. 



McGiffert says, (1) 

"'rheology or' one kind or another 
is thus the natural fruit of religion, 
but it is not the source of it or 
identical with it. It results rather 
from reflection upon it." 

Others go much further than that and deny to theology 

any real l)lace. 

LeJce says, ( 2) 

11 The experience of religion, not 
its intellectual expression, ought to 
be the be:csis of the church; and its 
theology- which is 'intellectual 
expression' must be ..:.mt into language 
consistent wi tl1 our present knowledge 
of the universe rather than reminiscent 
of the thought of the peost. Relie;ion 
may be inSI)ired, but theology certain
ly is not. 11 

Again, ( 3) 

11 The use of a creed vwuld ldll 
chemistry and it may easily kill the 
church. We need opinions, clean-cut, 
sharply divided, severely tested, 
constantly revised, but we do not 
need creeds. 11 

He, in the Seville passage, defines a creed B,s 

"the petrification of opinj.on. 11 

~-:'he following poem is sugcestive of much of the 

current attitude toward creed, dogma, and theology. 

:Note (1) 

Note (2) 

Note (3) 

Jt!J:cGiffert 11 The Rise of Itodern Religious 
Ideas" Pe..ge 7 5 
J,ake, 11 The Religion of Ye::;terctay and 
Touorrow" P~ge 53 
Idem page 106. 

2. 



" 'rh e Lo s t Christ • n ( 1 ) 

"Your skill has fashioned stately creeds, 
Du t where i 2 He, we pray -

The friendly Christ of loving deeds? 
He is not here toclay. 

11 Wi th sentences that tvdst and tea.se, 
Confusing mind and heart, 

You forge your vrordy homilies 
And bid us heed your art. 

"But where is He - or can you tell? -
Who stilled the brothers' strife, 

Who urged the woman at the well 
To live a better life? 

11Where is the saint of Galilee, 
Crude Peter's faithful guide; 

The man who wept at Bethany 
Because His friend had died? 

"We weaory of your musty lore 
Behind dead walls of gray; 

We want His loving words once more 
By some Emmaus vvay. 

11 Give us the Christ ~:vho can bestow 
Some comfort - thought of death. 

Give us a Christ our hearts can know -
T.'ae 1\IIan of J~azare th. tt 

Harold Bell Wright, writing for the lay reader, 

makes one of his characters say (2) 

11 I, too, have been confused and have 
not seen clearly the real values of life. 
But I knovv now that it is not the 
Presbyterianism of my parents that can 
meet the present day religious need. 
Nothing but t11e truths that Jesus taught 
can put the vrorld again in touch yri th 
God. And so I am ready to. throw aside 

Hote (1) 
Note ( 2) 

Literary Digest 95:34 N. 5, '27. Clark 
WI'ight, "God and the Grocerymeon 11 Page 264 

3. 



everyt~ting but those simflle truths. 
I am ready to abandon every non
essential, and to stand for Christ
ianity vri th nothing less ancl. nothing 
more." 

One more ouotation is in point (l) 

11 It ilas l1roved on examination not 
to be infallible e:md slowly the problem 
began to define itself to the religious 
lea.ders of tae clay:- Hovr far is the 
Christhm Religion necessarily bound 
up vri th Christian ~'lleo loe:;y'? J<fns t vre 
keep the theology to sustain the church 
or r1ust we cr-wnge the theology if vie 
wish to keep the religion?" 

'C.hus, v1e see that there j_s evident F .. vvidesm~ead 

unrest in the orge::.nized church of Chrj_st e.s vrell as 

without the chureh, vri th serj_ous quesU.onings e:w to 

the valicli ty of the doctrines for vvhich the church 

l1as stood, with j_Elp<:1.tience manifestecl. towards creeds 

and theologj_es. 

B. Responses to thia sj_ tuation. 

T:'1ere e:n~e three responses vrrdch Flay ·he mad.e to 

this unrest. In the fj_rst place one may say tl:lat all 

tru;se questionings are wrong, thc;.t one 1nust accept 

the statemc:nts of tne cnurcl'1, that tnose who question 

are tearj_ng ::wie.y tlw very foundc:ttions of religion. 

On the other hand one may welco•ne, vd thout consideration, 

those who are advocating change as the saviours of 

Note (1) Lake page 48. 



the church, the bringers in of a new day. The 

third response, and the true one, is to investigate 

the whole question pains takine;ly seekj_ng to arrive 

at the truth in t!1e matter. 

C. The Problem 

Hitherto the Ciuistian Church has been bu.il t 

around definite and official statements of faith, 

statements not al'.vays made in the quiet of the study 

free from worry and danger, but statements made and 

theologies arrived c::.t vvhen danger lurked in every 

:pathway and when to state one's belief was to invite 

death as a consequence. I am thinking now of the 

.Aliigsburgh Confession, the Gellican ConfeBr:don of Faith, 

and the Scotccl Covenants. ~L'he question before the 

churc.l:ies ol:' today is, Shall vve ci .. banclon these rlis tori c 

statements of the content of religious belief? What 

requirements shal1 we make of ministers c:md those 1Nho 

would belong to the church? Ought vre to rest content 

with a statement of the facts of religion without 

trying in the least to reduce them to a system of 

doctrine? The validity of the discipline ·which we 

call Theology is in question. 

5. 



Another vvCJ.y o:t' rmrasing this problem is to ask, 

His not relicion su/ficient? There is a group of 

thinkers whose cry is "Back to the religion of Jesus 

and away from the rclj_gion about Jesus". It is not 

a question as to the validity of any particular 

theology such HS the I1uthercm, the Cc-;,lvinistic or 

Hefo.rmed, the Roman Catholic, Anr;lican, Baptist, 

the Arminininm or the Ritischlian. The question is 

broader than that. It strikes at the very root of 

the ma.tter. It is D. question of the right of men to 

think theologically at all. It a.sks, Is there any 

necessary and inescapable relation between religion 

and theology'? Are not those -vvho t<ike the facts of 

religion and form them into a theology overstepping 

D • 

the bounds oi' intellectual necessity? Is not their 

work a work of supererogation, unnecessary and harm

ful? Ought we not to throvr overboard all a.ttempts to 

systematize these facts and rest content vri tb. the facts 

themselves. J!:Ian he."s religion D.nd is religious. Is 

it necessary that he have a theology? 

D. Question vitELl today. 

No·w is H very sv.i ta1)le time to enter upon the 

cU.scussion of tld,s :problem. 'J.'he minds of men are 

seeldng an ansyrer to these questions. Great denominations 



are torn by the strife engendered in the brin~ing of 

them to light. The aclvHncement of the C:hristic:m 

cnurch as a vrhole waits upon their solution. 

E. I,iJ11i tations of this thesis. 

7. 

'ro j_nvestic.;c:tte the fullness of this subject would 

require a life-tiPle of effort c.ncl a trec:ttise rather 

tha.n a thesj_ s. It 'Nonlcl require the investigation of 

every religion c:md eveTy t,·leoloe;y thctt the world knows 

or hfl.S known. nut U.me OT spa.ce do not :perrnit such 

a tltorough study. :f\Teither is it necessc:'.ry to r:;o to 

such lengths. 'J'he discussion in this thesiB mBy well 

be limited to tJ:1e subject of Christ~.Em Religion end 

f;hristj_e.n 'J"neoJ.ogy. Hut even limiting it tJ:ms would 

lemre a tremendous field to be covered. A second 

liMitation is to consider only a single vital doctrine. 

If it can be shown that there is a vital, necessar~ 

and inevitable relation bet~een religion and a single 

great c:md determj_ning doctrine of theology ·then it 

may vrell be concluded trw.t the place of theology e,s 

a wortlnvhile field of j_nvesti tion is justifj_ed. 

Trten the che.racteristics of tr'tis relc::.U.on mc;.y be 

determined. 

Such e, point of neeting is found in the doctrine 



of God, Cf<.lled by son1e theoloe;icms 11 Tb_eology Pro_per 11 • 

In accorch-,_nce vri th vul.8~1; has been sc:dd the discussion 

in this }Japer vrill be limj_ ted to the considerc:".tion of 

the relation bet'!Teen The Crtrir:tian Rellgion c:mcl 

C:lristian 1 Theolocy Proper'. 

F. The Problem Anc:;J.yzed. 

At this ·point the course of the c'.remnent will 

be traeed brj_efly. Chapter Tv:ro will cleeJ. with the 

clef ini -Lion of the three fundc::.men tal tE-:rms, Religion, 

-~Cheology cmd Christian, El.Yld ,,_t the close v1ill be 

found four questions which must be ansv'erec.L To each 

8. 

of these questions will be assigned a chapter. Chapter 

Three will deal with the question, Are tel ere knowable 

facts upon which a theology can oe bpsed? Ch8.pter 

Four will answer tHe c;ueBtion, c~n these kno·wn facts 

be arre.nged j_nto a theology? C~LCJ.IJter Five will deal 

vri th the question, Do systemrd;j_z.ecl religious facts 

contribute to the a11preciation of Religion? Ancl, 

Chapter Six will cover the question, ::Joes Bystematized 

appreciation of religion affect the lives of men? 

Chapter Seven vri11 be clevo ted to a s1.u;n1ary oi' the 

t:wsis ancl to clnVJing the conclusj_ons vrhich have been 

ne"de eviclen t. Chapter Eight vril1 be the Bibliography. 
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CIUi.PTER 'lWO • 

DEFINITION OF rrEIU:<:S ANTI STATEVmHT Oli' T.Hli; DIVISIOHS 

OF I'HE DISCUSSION. 

A. Introductory Paragraph. 

Before going further it vJill be neces s~.ry to define 

certain terms which have been used and Vij.ll continue 

to be used throut_;{i:lout the course of this discussion. 

These terms e"re cormnon enough c;.nd to a cert~:dn extent 

their meaning is understood and yet it is vital that 

vre reinterpret them here. They .:·Te Religion, 1'heology 

and Christian. 

B. Definition of Religion 

The first of these to be considered is that elusive 

one, religion. This term can be so interpreted as to 

end all discussion or furnish the ground-vrork for 

further investis2.tion. There is sca.rcely a word so 

c01mnonJ.y used which is so difficult to define. There 

is no universe.J.J.y accepted definition. In fact, there 

evre Ill~o bably as many clef ird tions as there are original 

scholc:1.rs studying the problem. WhB.t is being attempted 

here is not ft new or final expression of v,rhnt religion 

is, but rather a working definition. 

1. Men are religious. 

It is commonly recognized and asserted thELt men 

9 



1 0. 

are naU.vely or illi1erently reli{;ious. The term 

instinctively .tas not been usecl sj_ncc thp,t mi:;ht 

prejudice the investigation, but rather tn.e more 

inclefini te Fords natively or inherently. It has not 

been said that all men have a religious faculty for 

reli~ious to a greater or less degree whatever be 

determhwd to be the uno.erlyh1g relj.gious principle 

or principles. It is asserted that all men are as 

a matter of fact religious to some extent c:md that 

they c::re con1monly so recognized. He,n is the subject 

of religious thougi.L ts, feelings, e.ncJ. ideas. I hold 

tl:lj_ s despite the fact that Herrmann Bays, ( 1) 

'
1Re1igion is not something so object

ively real thc:tt it uust neE:ds be observed by 
all; it appears only in individuals as a 
spiri tw:1.l possession, as sonething peculiar. 
This accounts for the fact th:::.t there 0-re 
many people ·who not only maintain thc1,t they 
themselves are strangers to religion, but 
a.lf30 sur:>pect t.l:'mt wnat o tlwrs say about 
it rests upon self-dece_;)t:Lon. '1'hey do not 
regc:;.rd relit:;ion ELB a reality. 11 

It is no doubt true that all do not have the vital 

concer)tion of religion but there is no one who does not 

in nis inmost being believe in God. ~her~ are no real 

a theists. 

Hote (1) Herrman 11 ~3ystemftic T:teology11 Page 1?. 



11. 

To find the elements which Etre cornmon and essential 

to being religious is another and far more difficult 

matter. 

2. Current Definition~ of Religion 

We stw.ll proceed j_n tnis investi{::;8.tion of the 

definition of relicion by giving at this point some 

definitions. 

Hegel, according to McGiffert, te<?i,CLtes trtat (1) 

11 reli~~ion is the relcc1,tion of the 
finite snirit to the infinite 11

• 

Hegel calls reli,;c;ion both 11 kno·wleclge of God u and 

11 God's self-;;onsciousness". Hi; is frequently cr1arged 

with mahing religion purely a matter of the intellect. 

11 The burthen of all religion 
is the inward exaltation of the soul 
to the absolute as the all-compre
hending, all~reconciling substance 
of existence, Ute knoy~:!:_Qg of hirn
self on the part of t~le subject 
as in unity with God" .• 

Schleiermacher ( 3) is c.cu:nged oy many vvi th making 

religion a matter of "pious feelingn. Tltey report 

him as rw.ying thcovt "H.eligion consists in the feeling 

of absolute dependence". 

1Tote (1) 

£Tote ( 2) 

Note ( 3) 

McGiffert 11 TILe Rise of Modern Religious 
Ideas" Page 95 

Paterson 11 The l'ie.ture of Heli:-';ion 11 P. 4:66 
Quo ted. fran Swegl er' s 3umnc:uy Stc: temen t 
See Orr "Ritschlianism 11 Page 43. 



12. 

Herrru<:mn ( 1) SE'YB, a Schlei ermac,ter thus implies 

that religion means to grasp as real a transcendant 

entity". 

""'~"' ,.., . I~~ t . k. ..,. ...., 1 l . ' .t.'i.Ctxl I er , ln specL lng or 0crLeJ.ermacner, says (2) 

Note (1) 
Hote (2) 

"He distinguished religion from 
dogma on one hand and from conduct 
on the other, and provided it with 
an incle·penclent ulace of its ovm. 
'Piety'~ he say~, vindicates for 
itself its own spHere and its ov-m 
character only by abandoning 
entirelv the provinces of science 
and pra~tice;- and when it has 
raised itself beside them, the 
whole field is for the first time 
completely filled and human n;:"ture 
perfected. Religion reveals itself 
as the necesr:3ary and indispensable 
third, as the natural complement of 
knowledge and conduct, not inferior 
to them in worth e:u1d dignity' • 
Religion, according to Schleiermacher, 
has its seat in the feelings, and 
consists in the consciousness of one
ness with the absolute or infinite. 
'The reflection of the pious man is 
only t~e iru~ediate consciousness of 
the general existence of all tr.Lat is 
finite in the infinite and through 
the infinite, of all that is temporal 
in the eternal and throue;h the eternal. 
To seek and find this in all that 
lives and moves, in al-l becondng and 
all change, in all doing and suffering, 
and even in immediate feeling to have 
and know life itself only as this 
existence - this is religion. When 
it I'inds this it is sat_isfied, vrhen 

Herrmann 11 Systeme<tic 'Theology" Page 32. 
McGiffert Pages 65-66, Quotation from 
Schleiermacher taken from p. 108-106, 
123, 11 Reden Uber die J:l.eligion" 
To1mna tzschll' s edition ( lS88) . 



t:tis j_s hj_clclen there iE limj_tation 
e,nct c:mxiety, need r:ncL dee,th. And 
so, religion j_s life in the endless 
nc-:.ture o:t' thr: vrhole, in one e,rid all, 
in God; rwv h1c~ c:mcl l;o fHH-: s sing all 
in God and God in all'. ''f.'he nnj_verse 
is unin te:i'TtlptecUy c;,c ti vc, c=u1d evE;ry 
moment reve~J.s its~lf to us. In 
every form v0ich it brings forth, 
in every 1:H-::j_ns to vvhich out or the 
fullnesr:: of lj_fE; it gives a 
particular existence of its own, 
in every event ,.~hj_ch it sc8_,tters 
forth frtim its rich and ever fruit
ful bosom it Pets upon us; and in 
a,ll t:1.ese hllJressions c;,nd thej_r 
effects in us, to take up into our 
life Bnd to let ourselves be moved 
by incli 'T idual c:md limj_ ted th_ings not 
a,s separate and opposed tti each 
other, but ES parts of the v:ThoJ.e 
and expresBiOl1f.3 of the infhli te -
tl:'d f3 j_ D r e 1 i [)-on ' 11 

• 

K<:mt, f'-cc:orclinc~ to Ivi:cG-ifJ'ert, (1) tE:aches that 

"Religion i::> the recognition of our c1.uties HS the 

will of God". Kc-mt c1.erives re1ic;ion froH the moral 

vdll. I->lcGj_f/ert 

religion ethicc:<l idealism". "'J'o bP- vj_rtuous is to 

do one's duty without regHrd to consequences. To 

he relLs;ious is to lt2ve i'c:li th thc-•t goodnesL vrill 

prevclil, tr1a t tnere is a moral order whi dl fil8okes for 

the final victory of rigr1.t 11 • 

Note (1) 

J:fote (2) 

r..IcGif'fert tt Trte TUse of J:lodern Re1tgions 
Ide;::,s" . Pcce 62 

Idem, Pc,_ge 64 •. 



Clarke says (1),-
11 Religion is. the life of man in 

his sup erhv.r;11:m relations; that is, in 
his rei a tion to the Povver that produced 
him, the authority that is over him, 
and the unseen .Being with whom he is 
cans,bl e of conn:nunion. This unseen 
Being, this authority, and.this Pmver 
are one, in the good God and Father 
whom it is eternal life to know, but 
this is a last religious truth for man 
rather than a first, and until this 
comes religion is incomplete, one 
sided, and more or less misleading. 
But religion is always the life and 
experience of man as a being who is 
dependent u1;on power, answerable to 
aut:hori ty, and e,dapted to cor:unune with 
unseen spiritual reality11 • 

14. 

DuBose (2) sc:tys, 11 Relic;ion, vvhich is the ex-pression 

·Of the spiritual in man, is a relation of persons, not 

of natures". 

R. F. Alfred Hoernle (3) says, "Religion is a 

certain attitude or response to the universe, and 

whatever it be in the universe to which we thus respond, 

that is for us, God 11
• 

W. P. Paterson (4) says, "It is, now a defensible 

view that the central :movement in religious history 

Note ( l) 
]\Tote (2) 

Note ( 3) 

Note ( 4) 

Clarke ".An Outline of Christian Theology" 
DuBose n The So terj_ology of the Nevr 

~Pes tamen tn 
"The Future of Relie;ion 11

, Bookman 65:501 
-5 JJ.. 27 

Paterson "The ture of Religionn P. 467. 



115. 

has been the development of the idea of God, or the 

self-disclosure of God." 

Cave (1) says, 

"Theology is the science of religion; 
and religion in its elementary form, how
ever comr)osi te it mB.y subsequently become, 
is that unique fact,- human perception of 
a spiritual world." 

Slosson says (2), "Religion is the perpetual reali-

zation of God. Someone else says, "Religion is the 

soul's consciousness of God". Another says, "Religion 

is the response of man's spirit to the presence of 

the true God". 

Kellogg (3) says,-

"All religions, from the highest to the 
lowest:, assume the existence of a power 

(or powers) su1)erior to l!lan, on which he 
is de-pendent, and which is able decisively 
to in~luence his destiny. It is also 
taken for granted in all religions that 
the relation between man and the superior 
Power or poers, is a necessary relation". 
11 More or less distinctly in all religions 
is the thought also expressed, that be
c<:mse of man 1 s relation to this Supreme 
Power, certain things are obligatory on 
him, and otlier thine;s must be avoided at 
the peril of suff eringu • • • • • • 11 In all 
religions, e.gain, is expressed the feeling 
that between man and the Supreme Power or 
powers, something is wrong; in other .v.rords, 

Uote (1) 

Hote (2) 
l'Tote (3) 

Ce~ve 11 Introduction to Theology and i:ts 
Literature 11 • 

Slosson "Sermons of a Chemist" P.28 
Rev. S. H. Kellogg "A Handbook of 

Campara ti ve 11eligion 11 • Pa.ge 7. 



all religions more or less distinctly 
ex-press or appee:,~l to man's sense of 
sin." "Religions generally assume 
that there is for man a state of 
being after death; and thc:tt the 
consequences of wrong-doing or right
doing in the present life will follow 
a man after death.n 

And again (1) 

"Religion esEentially consists 
in man's ap}Hehension of his relation 
to an invisible Power or powers, a.ble 
to influence his des tiny, to v1l1i ch 
he is necessarily subject, together 
with the feelings, desires, and 
actions, which ·this B~p:orehension ce.lls 
forth11

• 

Herrmann ( 2) says,-

11 This general idea of religion, 
which is obvious to every religiously 
minded man without any profound 
investigation, runs as follows: 
To every religiously minded man religion 
means seeing the working of a God in 
the events of life". 

A. M. Fairbairn (3) adopts as a provisional 

definition: 

"Religion is, subjectively, man's 
consciousness of relation to supra
sensible J3eing; and, objectively, the 
beliefs, the customs, the rites, and 
the institutions vrhich express and 
incorporate this consciousness". 

JS. 

1\fote (1) Hev. s. H. Kellogg "The Genesis and Growth 
of Religion". Page 21 

Uote (2) 
Note (3) 

Herrmann 11 Systematic ~~heology11 P. 20. 
A. IE. Fairbairn 11 The Philosop~ly of the 

Christia~n Religion". P. 200. 



17. 

I should interpret this term Being as the 

equivalent of God. He argues (l) that all men grope 

after God. 

J. B. Pratt (2) adopts the following:-

11 Religion is the serious and 
social attitude of individuals or 
communi ties tovn:nd the poyrer or 
powers which they conceive as having 
ultimate control over tJ:1eir interests 
or destinies.n 

Joseph A. Leighton says (3),-

"Religion then always involves 
the follovring elements: ( l) Conviction 
or juctgrnent as to what are the highest, 
most satisfying and most lasting goods · 
of life. Man would have no religion 
if he made no distinction between 
values or goods, if he put all aspects 
of his life on the saxne level. He must 
have a scale of li.Ce values. He must 
regard some goods, and, therefore, the 
ac ti viti es <:md experiences involved in 
procuring these ~oods, as superior to 
others. But, (2), if he could, without 
hindrance or aid, satisfy all his. crEw
ings for the most permanent and most 
desirable goods by the technic2vl 
manipulation of physical forces and 
social htilllan forces, he would have no 
need of religion. Therefore, religion 
spri:ne:;s from the recognition of the 
actual failures, dissatisfactions, 
disharmonies, of everday existence as 

Note (l) A. Jl:I. 1'airbairn ::The Philogophy of the Christian 
Religion 11

• Pages 191-2. 
note 
note 

Pratt 11 T'r:te Religious Consciousness" P. 2 
Joseph A. Leighton uReligion and the IVIind 

of Today" P.4-5. 



contrasted with its conceivable permanent 
goods. Religion only aprings up in the 
soul of man when he discovers the 
discrepancy between vrha t he would be and 
vv-hat he is. The most hopelessly ir
religious attitude is that of completely 
smug satisfaction: 'Lord, I thank thee 
that I am not as other men are'. The 
most religious attitude is that of com
plete submission to the Transcendent 
Being who "is the bearer of the Supreme 
Values: 'Not my will, but thine be done'. 
'Lord, be merciful to me a sinner'. 
(3) The belief in the Higher Power who 
is the Source and Sustainer of the 
Highest Ve.lues involves acts on the part 
of the believe"- acts of ·worship, 
sacrifice, prayer, obedience". 

Wright (1) gives this definition of Religion. 

" Religion is the endeavor to secure 
the conservatim of socially recognized 
values through Sl1ecific actions that 
are believed to evoke some agency diff
erent from the ordinary ego of the 
individual, or from other merely human 
beings, and that imply a. feeling of 
dependence u:oon this agency11 • 

In his notes (2) he says,-

"Within the 1 conservatim' of values 
I include the ouantitative increase of 
values. The 'feeling of dependence' 
upon the agency excludes de11endence 
upon forces believed ~o be merely 
:9hysical a.ncl mechanical 11

• 

18. 

note (1) 

Note (2) 

Wric;h t 11 A Students' Philosophy of Religion" 
Paee 47. 

Idem. Pc:~e;e 443. 
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This definition is inadequate in that it fails 

to allow for IJrogress. It does not recognize the 

possibU_i ty of the revelation of higher vc::>lues·. 

Despite his claims to the contrary it is also subject 

to the chare:se that it does not recognize that the 

highest values are not in fact sociElly recognized 

unless you limit the term socially very materially. 

The underlying basis of Ri tschliEmism vv-hich has 

so profoundly affected the religiov.s situation in our 

ovm day lies in his definition of religion wherein 

he gives its scope and its motive. Let us first see 

what he says. All references are to his volume "The 

Christian Doctrine of Justification and Reconciliation". 

He SEtJS (1) ,-

"Novv in religion the thought of 
God is given. But the religious view 
of the world, in all its species, rests 
on the fact thc;.J,t man in some degree 
distinguishes himself in worth from 
the phenomena which surround him and 
from the influences of nc>.ture ·which 
press upon him. All religion is 
eoui Vf'vlen t to an ex'Jlana tion of the course 
of the v'TOrld - to whatever extent it may 
be known - in the sense that the sublime 
spiritual powers (or the spiritual Power) 
which rules in or over it, conserve e.nd 
confirm to the personal s:piri t its 
claims and its independence over against 
the restrictions of nature and the 
natural effects of huma.n society". 

Note (l) Ritschl "The Christian Doctrine of .Justification 
and Reconciliation" Page. 17 



Again he says, {1),-

If religion in every cgse is an 
interpretation of man's relation to 
God and the world guided by the thoug..~ t 
o·f the sublime :power of God to realize 
the end of blessedness of man, advancing 
insight into the history of religions 
has forced on us the task of fornmla ting 
a universal conception of religion, under 
which all the pe,rticular species of re
ligion might find their peculiar features 
determined. But this task involves no 
slight difficulties, and contributes 
less to the understanding of Christianity 
than is often ex})ected. The formula by 
which this very thing, religion in 
general, has just been described, makes 
no claim to be a definition proper of a 
generic conception of religion. It is 
too definite for that. The ideas vrhich 
it employs - Gocl, world, blessedness :.. 
has so directly Christian a stamp, that 
t..."ley ap)ly to other religions only in"?, 
cor:1parative degree, i·. e., in order to 
indicate the general idea of religion, we 
should have to specify at the same time 
the different modifications ·which they 
undergo in different religions ••••••• 
As, therefore, the historical religions 
offer, under each of these heads, a rich 
supply of specific and sub-specific 
characteristics, which have no place 
in the general conception of religion, 
language can furnish no terms suffic
iently neutral and indeterminate to 
express the general conception of religion 
desir~d. But, besides, it would be 
ir13?0Ssible to state in their prOJler 
-olace the above discussed modifications 
~f the several parts of the definition, 
without making obscure the very point 
·which is professedly of importance." 

Note (1) Ritschl 11 The Christian Doctrine of 
Justification and Reconciliation" 
PEJ.ge. 194. 

20. 



Ri tschl points out several characterj_stics of the 

various species of religion:(l) 

"The secular knowledge (1) 
whj_ch they involve is not disinter
estedly theoretical, but guided by 
practical ends", here he points out 
that religions may be classed in 
different orders, that there is a 
sort of evolutionary process going 
on with Christianity at thB top; 
(2d) "The various historical 
religions are always of a social 
character, belonging to a multitude 
of persons"; here he points out that 
gll the "historical religions claim 
service from all the functions of 
spirit-knowledge •.• will ••• 
feeling ••• No religion is correctly 
or completely conceived when one 
element of this succession is regarded 
as more imnortant or :more fundm.aental 
than the others; (3d) In every 
religion whc:tt is sou~~ht, with the 
help of the superhuman spiritual 
power reverenced by man, is a 
solution of the contradiction in 
which man finds himself, as both a 
nart of the ~;vorld of nature and a 
;piritual personality claiming to 
dominate nature. For in the former 
role he is a part of nature, depend
ent upon her, subject to and confined 
by other things; but as spirit he is 
moved by the impulse to maintain 
his independence against them. In 
this juncture, religion springs up 
as a faith in superhmnan spiritual 
povrers, by whose help the power 
vvhich mail possesses of himself is in 

Note (1) Ritschl "The Christian Doctrine of 
Jus tif i ca. tion <:md Heconcila~tion 11 

Pages 195, 198, 199. 



some way supplemented, and e"levated into 
a unity of its mvn kind w·hich is a match 
for the pres su-re of the natural ·world11 • 

The readines::.; with which man ·oersonifies 
objects, nproves that it is in the 
spiritual personality of the gods that . 
man finds the foothold which he seeks 
for in every religion". "The idea of 
God is the ideal bond between a definite 
view of the world a.nd the idea of man 
as constituted for the attainment of 
goods or the highest good. Worship 
is the realization of the blessing 
sought by the practic:od acknowledgment 
of the power that bestows i t 11 • "No 
idea of a religion complete after its 
own order can be formecl_ if the character:.. 
istic revelation which belongs to it 
is either denied or even merely set 
aside as indifferent". (4th) 
nchristianity (1) by its completely 
rounded view of the vvorld, guarantees 
to believers that they shall be 
preserved unto eternal life in the 
kingdom of God, which is God's revealed 
end in the world - and that, too, in 
the full sense that man is thus in 
the Kingdom of God set over the world 
as a.whole in his own order". 

3. ThTee J?c:wtors in Iteligion. 

It is evident from these definitions that there 

are three factors to be considered in c;:,ny complete 

definition of religion, God, man and the world, 

though we must not understand by this term.God, 

the fullness of Christian conce9tion when we are 

speaking of other than Christian t}rpes of religion. 

The difficulty just here is to make certain so-

Note (1) Ritschl 11 The Christian Doctrine of 
Justification and Reconcilation" P. 200.· 
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called religions, such as BudcU1ism and Shintoism 

·which are what Dr. Kellogg cs~lls atheistic religions, 

come unaer a definition involving the idea of God. 

l) God Supreme 
(r) 

One criticism of Hitschl's/\definition of religion 

and those dependent on it is that ·while recognizing 

the fact that there is a God they gssign the central 

place in religion to man c:md. his interests. God and 

His interests should be given the predominant place 

and man a subo:rdinant place • It is true that man 

is the cro·wn of creation ]Jut he canna t excel the 

creator. We might almost say that in these men 1 s 

minds God is a sort of deus ex machina which is brought 

in to solve the problems which arise in the relations 

between man and the world. The contradiction as 

Ri tschl finds it is not behveen man in rebel.lion 

against the will of God and God but between man and 

the world. I'Ian feels that he should rule but finds 

that in fact he is not dominant. Therefore, he seeks 

after some way of completing his conquest. He posits 

God as l?v power which can bring h8.rmony j_ns tead of 

contradiction. This attitude tovvard God has its 

Note ( l) ~W. P. P8.terson 11 The H2ture of B.elie;ionn 
PF·{:~8S 382·, L172. 
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reflection in a lessening of the heinousness of sin 

e.nd consequently of the need of a Savtour. This 

almost. mc:1kes rr)ligion and ethics l:l.nd morcd.i ty one 

nnd the serne thing. Such a theory mekes cher2.cter 

the end of religion and character the result of 

r t gh t Etc t ion • God, or as others sav the ·oower or 
" " 

J)owers, is clondnant in the universe and amonr; men 

and in relicion. 

4. Religion is social. 

Ritschl recognizes the fact that religion is 

socie.l. lien recetve their religious ideas mostly 

from others and are historically speaking practically 

always united with them in religious acts. However, 

this clo es not :n1ec:n thc:~t men are not religious indj_vid-

uElly. Men aTe admitted into the religious community 

not in orc.ler that they may become relte:ious but 

because th-ey are religious.. There is an incli vidual 

relationshi:p between ma.n and God clS well as betvreen 

the community and God. Individual man may have fellow-

ship IHi th God. He may and does hc:we f ellowshi:p vri th 

others in his worship of God. J'.To side of this 

so cia~l qnalj_ ty can be neglected. 

5. Whole Ne. tui'e of man Involved. 

T~tere i (."' - ~) another o.ngle from which relie;j_on may 
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be viewed. In ·wha.t pc::.rt of the nature of mEm does it 

find its seat? Ritschl maintains as asainst Schleier-

me.cher, Hegel and Kc:1.nt, that feeling, will and know-

ledge a.re all involved. He SEWS that (1) ,-

"no religion is correctly or completely 
conceived T·rhen one element of this 
succession is regarded as more important 
or more fundamental than the others". 

Paterson ( 2) j_n this connection sa.ys thR t there 

e.re three one-sicled interpretc:1tions: 1st, that which 

defines religion as moraJ.ity; 2nd, that which inter-

prets,-

11 The Christian system f:rom the ]Oint of 
vievv of the eri1otinal discj_ple. This 
WElS done in the famous theo r;/ of 
Schleiermacher, who gave the primacy to 
devout feeling, and distinguished the 
religions as representine; an ascending 
series of e.,dmirable pious states" 

11 The third of the one- sided in ter·ore
tations is that which found the essence 
if not the whole, of religion in its 
theoretical eontent". 

The present tendency in religion is to the over-

emphasis of religion on its moral side. The current 

e:xpresBion is 11 Christianity is a life rather than a 

s e t of b e 1 i ef s 11 • I t is a 1 if e but i t i s more • lir o 

doubt tnis emphasis on christian mora,li ty is needed. 

note (1) 
1\fote (2) 

P. 199 Ri tschl 
W. P. PH terson u 'l'he Nature of Heligion11 

Pn.c;e s 46 5-7. 



Professor .T. s. Huxley (1) a.fter quoting many 

clefini tions of religion and dealing vd th Dr. Otto's 

idea of the numinous says,-

11 0ne thine: is clear from my list 
of definitions, thEt religious feel
ing cmd action and .belief must be, or 
at least usually are, involved in 
religion 11 • 

26. 

Religion involves the vrhole personality of Yilankind. 

Bently (2) insists that the study of,-

11 Psychology" must begin vri th the 
conception of experience as related 
to the totaJ_ organism, the organism 
vrllich is at once JJl:lysical ;:md mental 

and Yrhich produces experience only 
by virtue of its cooperative functions 
of the psychosom2"tic kind 11 

o 

If this be true in Psyc;t-wlogy it is no less true in 

the religious reevlm thc"t the vihole personality is 

involved even though we may not be able to say 

that EJ"11 the pc:'.rts receive the sB.me emphc:;_sis or we may 

not be ahle to delimit the boundaries of feeling, ·will, 

and knowledge. It is true, however, that one may have 

eminently correct knowlec1ge and belief and a life in 

complete contradiction to all that is held to be 

:Hote 0-) .T. S. Huxley "Religion Without Hevelation" 
Pcgc 158 

Note ( 2) Hedi son Jlentl ey "The :B'i eld of Psychology" 
Pc>ge 33. 
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religious. Such a one may be called religious only 

in a very limited sense. Religion cannot be 

segregated, partitioned off in one corner of the life. 

It is a certain attitude of feeling; it is a certain 

line of conduct which invo1ves an activity of the 

will; it is e, belief which is knowing. In the least 

developed forms of religion as vvell as in Christie..ni ty, 

the most developed, this is evident. 

6. Definition of Religion Accepted 

in this Pe.per. 

In the first place religion is vision, vision of 

life, its posr:>ibilities, its end, its destinies, ·in a 

word vision of God. In the second place it is a belief, 

an interrlretation of the relation of man to the universe 

and to the mr:tker of· the universe, to God. Religion 

in the third place is life; it is a rig;ht practice. 

1\lorality, ethics, is an integral part of religion but 

not the 1vhole. To sua up the matter, religion is the 

expression of a vital and conscious relation of the 

spirit of man to the Eternal Spirit, i.e. GOD. Th:E 

relation is mediate, through His people, c:md His 

Revelation; immediate, through a direct apprehension 

of God; and personal. 
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C. DEJ!'IHITIOH OJ? TIII~OLOQY , 

l. Ap:]ec:,,l to the Intellect 

We must now proceed to the clefini tion of our second 

term, Theology. Yfe discovered in our defini. tion of 

religion that it involved intellectuc:1ol elements. Man 

is B-n intelligent being. The theologian seeks to make 

religion appeal to the intellect of men. 

The term theology in its derivation means 11 The 

science of God 11 • 'rheology then must give E systematic 

account so f<H as facts are c;_scertainable of God in 

His existence, His nature, His character, His dealings 

with the universe and last but not least of all vri th 

men. This last is the crown of the work. 

2. Definitions 

Charles Hodee (1) in arguing that theology is a 

science f3£,,ys, 

11 If, therefore, theology be a 
science it nust include something 
more than mere knowledge of facts. 
It must embrace an exhibition of 
the internal relation of those 
facts, one to another, and each to 
all. It must be able to shovi that 
if one be admitted, others cannot 
be denied". 

In discussing the difference between Biblical 

The9logy and systeme:;.tic Theology he says, (2) ,-

"The office of the latter is to 
take those facts (i. e. of Biblical 
Theology), determine their relation 

Note (1) 
lifote (2) 

11 Sys ternati c Theoloayn p 
L> • 1 

Idem. P. 2 



to each other and to other cognate 
truths, as well as to vindicc:"te them 
and shovr their harmony and consistency". 

Herrmann calls his volume "Dogmatik11 which has 

been tnmslated into the English as 11 Systematic 

Theology". He says (1).-

11 If we retain, then, the name 
'dogmatics', it is only because, as 
in the older dogmatics, we desire 
to explicate both the foundB"tions 
and the content of the Chri~tian 
faith, and there is no point in 
unnecessarily abandoning a familiar 
term. 11 

In opening his book he urges the necessity for the 

Christian to justify his religion by intellectual 

means. 

Brown (2) says,-

11 Christian theology, or dogmatics, 
as it is technically called, is that 
branch of theological science which 
aims to give systematic expression to 
the doctrines of the Christian faith. 11 

"Theology is the science which treats 
of these convictions • 11 

Prof/essor Clarke (3) says,-

ttReligion is the reality of which 
theology is the study, 11 and "theology 
is the intellectual presentation of 
the subject matter of religion" •...•• 
11 Its vrork is the investigation and 
classification of facts 11

• He maintains 
that it is a science and practically 
calls it the 11 Science of religion." 

29. 

lifote (1) 
note (2) 
Note {3) 

Herrmann 11 Systematic Theology11 P. 15-16 
Brm'ln !!Christian Theology in Outline 11 P. 3,4. 
Clarke HAn Outline of Christian Theology11 

P. 1, 4, 5. 



Ca.ve (1) m8.intains that theoloe;y is a science, 

in fact he says, 

liote 

Note 

note 
Note 

Note 

11 Theology is the science of 
religion", and again, "This theology 
is the scientific tree_tment of a 
single and unique class of fe~cts -
t.11e facts of religion ('which are also 
the fc=wts of revelation)." 

A. lL Fairbairn (~~) sc:1ys,-

"Science cultivates no field so 
necessary to the coli1Qlete knowledge 
of man as that ocm1:nied bv his 
religions." And ag~in (3), 
"Theology is an attempt to interpret 
the J?ai th - to translE';. te it in to 
langua.ge intelligible to the reason. 11 

Sanday says (4),~ 

11 Th8 t is really the Jneaning of all 
Christian Theolog;';f, T:'.!le facts come 
first; the formulae, or groups of 
fo rmuJ_ae, which express El.nd partially 
explain the facts by correlating them 
with the whole body of belief come 
afterward. 11 

T:.11omas B. Strong says (5),-

11 Theology is the science which 
deals with the Being and nature of 

·God. Christian Theology is the 
expression and analysis of the 
Incarnation of .JeS'liS Christ. 11 This 

( 1 ) 

(2) 

(3) 
( 4) 

( 5) 

Cave "An Introduction to Theology and 
Its J.Ji terature 11

• Pc::.ges 
Fairbairn 11 The Philoso~;hy of the Christian 
Religion" P. 194 
Fairbairn, 11 The City of God 11 • P. 9 
Sanday liThe I,ife of Christ in Hecent 
Research11 P. 139 
Strong "A Manual of '!'heology" P.1 
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latter statement is not quite compre
hensive enough. He says later that 
theology "is concerned with all the 
facts of netture and hum.an life, view
ing them as a living whole, in which 
God is." Otherwhere he says, 
"Theology is the science of God and 
of the relation between God and the 
universe • 11 

Garvie says (1),-

11 But if theology be, as seems 
now to be m.ore generally acce])ted, 
an exposition of the essential and 
vital contents of personal faith, 
then this pure objectivity is 
neither :po s si ole nor desirable." 

Note (1) G2.rvie "The Ri tschlic:m Theologytt P. 373, 
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3. THEOIJOGY IS A SCIENCE 

Theology is thus seen to be reasoned faith. It 

is a more or less com:pl ete interpretation of the f8~cts 

of religion. In its more perfect types it may very 

properly be called a science. This scj.ence seeks to 

present the facts concerning God, man and the materie,l 

universe in their proper relationships in order to 

ap9eal to the intelligence of men. As a science 

theology seeks to place the facts in an intellectual 

system or unit. The follovving 0uotations from Kuyper 

are VB.luable e.s distinguishing mere knovrledge from 

science, (1) ,-

11 To have knowledge of a thing is 
almost synonymous with havine; certainty 
of it, which of itself implies that 
such a presentation of the matter or 
fact has been obtained that it can be 
taken up into our consciousness. And 
further it is knowledge only when 
besides this representation in my 
consciousness I also have the sense 
that this representation corresponds 
to existing reality; which is entirely 
different fcom understanding, by.which 
I investj_gate this representation, in 
order to comprehend it in its nc:tture 
and necessity". 

And again (2),-
"For the idea of science implies, 

that from manifold things I know a 
connected knowledge is born, which 
would not be 110 ssi bl e if there rrere no 

l'Tote (1) 
Hote (2) 

Kuy-per 11 Theological Encyclopaedia" P. 61. 
Idem P. 65 
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relation mnong the several parts of 
the object. The necessity of org~1nic 
inter-relations, which 1Jvas found to be 
indispensible in the subject, repeats 
itself in the object. The apgarently 
accidental discovery or invention is / 
as a rule much more im·oortant to 
atomistic knowledge than to scientific 
investigation. But as long as some
thing is merely discovered, it is tB.ken 
up into our knowledge but not into 
our science. Only when the inference 
and the subsequent insj_ght that the 
parts of the object are organj_cally related 
prove themselves correct, is that distinct
ion born between the s·necial e.nd the 
general which·learns to recognize in the 
general the uniting factor of the speciala. 

It is necessary to point out the fact that 

t.here is much rud~mentary theology which is not and 

peThaps never will develop to the perfection of science. 

4. DEJJ'HTI'l'IOH OF 'l'HJWIJOGY 

Sumrnj_ng up this whole argument theology is 

discovered to be, the more or less complete, systematic 

presentation of the facts of religion showing their 

relationships in order to a:;_) peal to the intellects 

of men. 

D. DEFIJTI'l'IOH 01!, TI-m '1'1'~HTfl CHIUS'l'IAE. 

Christianity is that religion which has been built 

around the personality of Jesus Christ gs He has 

revealed God to men. The Christian religion is that 

religion which has Jesus Christ at its center. 

·Christian theology is that theology which has to do 
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with the explanation of the facts of the Christian 

religion. 

]!. DIVISIONS OJ!' '.I'Im DHlCUSSIO:tr 

34. 

There are four funda;men tal questions v1hi ch must be 

discussed in order thc-tt the relc:~tion ·between the 

Christian Heligion and Christi;:m Theology may be made 

evident. 

The first is all-important. Are there knovm facts 

vri th ·which one may deal in the attempt to form a 

tlJ.eology? This is an investigation to discover the 

data concerning God which the Christian Religion 

contains. 

The second questions is, Can these known data be 

systematized or arranged into a theology? Is it 

possible to relate them or are they isolated and 

unrelated? 

The third is, Do systematized religious facts 

con tribute to the apj)reciB.tion of religion? 

The fourth is, Does orderly appreciation of 

religion have a definite bearing upon the life, upon 

the conduct? 
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CHAPTER III. TI:lJG DA'l'A O:B' niT:i;OLOGY 

A. Problem of the Chapter. 

In our investiga.tion of the relation of religion 

to theology we have arrived at that point where we 

must investigate the data, or sources of theology. 

This chapter i!vill seek to ans·wer the ouestion, Are . ·' 

there known fc:wts u:pon ·which it is· possible to bnse 

a theology? If there are no kno"\'TD facts then of 

course there can be no theology. 

B. Dealing vd th the Infinite. 

It is \vell to re~1ember that in this thesis we 

c\re dealing with the infinite and tha.t it is impossible 

for the finite hurn<:m mind to delve j_nto the depths 

of that subject. Thus, in any attempt to rationalize 

the Idea of God for the human intellect, there will 

inevi tt::.bly be imperfection though it is to be hoped 

that men c.!.Te r::;raclue.lly a ttc:dninr; unto a more 11erfect 

conception of the truth. 

c. Theory of Knowledge. 

'l'his leads us to consider the question as to 

··whether it is necessary or not to elabore,te a theory 

of knowledge for the proper understanding of God. 
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1. Quotations from :No ted ScholeTs 

Sir Alfred Balfour (1) says,-

"A creed of some kind, religious 
or irreligious, is a vital necessity 
for all 1 not a speculative luxury for 
the few; c=md the prP.cti cal creed of 
Ute fevr who speculc:.te h<3~S a singule,r 
c;,nd even sus1)i cious, resem1)1ance to 
that of the many who do not. Vfhile 
those rare inc'U.viduals vrho have thought 
deeply about the theory of knowledge 
arr-: :;?rofounclly divided as to ·why we 
should believe, they largely agree 
as to what we shoulcl l)elj.eve with thc:tt 
vast multi tude who, on 'the theory of 
knoYvledge, have never thought at all 11

• 

'J'his stettement indicates thnt 8. formal stc::tement of 
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a theory of kno'\vledge is unnecescary for the purposes 

of this thesis. 

On l18.ges 153 c:.nd 154 ( 2) of this same book he 

st:c'.tes a co:wHon sense theory of l<:nmvledge with iNhich 

I agree. He says,-

11 Corn:mon sense does not, however, 
draw the j_nf~rence that ov.r experj.ence 
of mE'. terial things is other th::m dj_ rect 
and immedic::.te. It has never held the 
opinion - or if you will, the heresy -
that vvhat "ve T)ercr;ive ( 2.t least bv slp;ht 
and touch) ar~ st~tes ~f our own ;ind, 
which somehovv copy or represent eternal 
things. lJej_ ther has it ever held that 
the character or duration of eternal 
things in any way d6nends 
observation of them." 

U:fJOn ou.r 
CornHon sense 

Note (1) 
J:To te ( 2) 

J3eJ_fov.r 11 'rheism e"nd E:um:an:ilSm".f;·,:i P. 39 
J32.l:t'our 11 Theism e.nd :Hum.an~i,Sm.j_r:;tl: 1 Pc:u?;e 153-154 



11 is content to say thet, though a 
thing is doubtless aJ:ways more than 
the sum of those as9ects of it to 
which we hcqJI)en to be c:d~tencUng, 
yet our knowledge that it is and 
vrhat it is, hmvever i:ni:Jerfect, is, 

·for practical J!Hl'})QSes, sufficiently 
clear and trustworthy, requiring the 
support neither of metaiJhysics nor 
psychology.n 

38. 

In his volune 11-Theism and 'I'houghtn (l) P. 62, he 

se..ys th3.t the,-

Note 
Kate 

11 CEmtral theme, then, of these 
lectures beinG" the value of our 
fm<liliar beliefs". 

On yage 70 he says, (2),-. 

"I agree therefore vii th Er. RuSf3e11 
in the view that we Im'l,y accept the 
'_mass of common knowledge as c::di'ord
j_ng cle.tc;, for· our ::9hilosophical 
analysis'; and for myself I should 
be prepared to say 'ought' instead 
of saying 'may'. I also agree.that 
'we do not, as yractical men, enter
tain for a moment the hypothesis that 
the whole edifice (of common kno·wledge) 
may be built on insecure foundations: 
provided that emphfl.sis be laid on 
the ·word 1 practical', and providecl 
that beliefs may be treated as 
'practically' secure vrldle they are 
still e.dmi tted to be speculatively 
doubtful. Such, of course, is my 
conviction. We all live by faith; our 
inevitable beliefs far outrun any 
reasons vrhich we have as yet been 
able to find for them. n 

( l ) 
(2) 

Ba .. lfour 11 'fheism anci_ Thought 11 

Idem F. 70 
Pc:i.ge 62 
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Garvie (1) in dee.ling vdth this subject says 

that Steinbeck's conclusion in his voll:tme on 11 'I'he 

Relation of 'rneology and li;pistemologytt is,-

11 This demand (for cl, prlilosophical 
epistemology) cannot be fulfilled for 
this reason, becc:cuse thereby, in the 
first :place, theology is brought into 
dependence on philosophy; secondly, it 
cannot reach any universal reality in 
this respect; and, thirdly, the difficult 
and always uncertain solution of the 
problem of epistemology forbids its 
being :placed at the beginning in a 
:posit.ion which controls all subsequent 
discussions". 

Garvie holds that lfire do not need any stated philo-

sophical theory of knowledge. He says, (2),-
11 Attention to, interest in, 

occupation with, the objects of 
knowledge will do far more in lead
ing a man to correct methods than 
any epistemology can. 11 • • • 11 A vivid 
Christian consciousness and a vital 
ChriBtian exrerience will make the 
better c:md truer Christian theologian 11 • 

2. Cornman Sense Theory of Knowledge Accepted. 

Phenomena aided by the human-intellect's power 

to apprehend relationships do give us a real though 

:partial knowledge of the factB \Vi th which man must 

Note (1) 
Note (2) 

Garvie 11 The Ritschlian 
Idem. f. 6?;. 

Theology11 f.fo ~ ~ 
~ ~~ v~ V'f'l"- • ,, 

·~~-J~· 
r~ 



cleal daily. This is also true when it comes to 

religious truth. The denial of the no~:ver of man to 

receive any .true understanding of reality is pure 

agnosticism and an effectual bar to any thinking 

urJon the subject. Were vre to accept Spencer• s dictum 

that the Unknowable was the realm of theology we would 

be compelled to stop just here with our task complete. 

It is a suf:U.cient answer to his claim that God is 

Unknowable, that he knows 8, considerable amount about 

that of which on his ovm thesis he should know nothing. 

D~ The Data of Theology 

Accepting such a conunon-sense theory of knowledge 

we are now ready to proceed to the investigation of 

the sources or data which we have upon which to attempt 

a theology. We have limited our discussion to th.e 

doctrine of God. 'E.'1US the facts v:hich vre will seek 

8re fc:,cts evbout God. As I survey this problem there 

o,re three major questions which ought to be answered 

by theology if sufficient facts to warrant the attempt 

may be found. TJ.1.ese are, first, Does God exist? 

Second, 'Nhat is His nature and Character? and third, 

Hovr is he related to the universe and. to m<=m? All 

other questj_ons are suborcliant to these three queries. 
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1. All facts are religious facts. 

One of the Enclish philosophers took all J:::nowledge 

for his province. In this modern age we recognize the 

temerity of one who would. seek to ma~ster the fulness 

of human information and vrisdom, one who would seek 

to know, even in e:my superficial vrcw, a.ll the fa.cts 

v1hi ch the indus try of man working tiuough-ou t the 

centuries has acquired. And yet that is just what 

the comprehensive theologia.n must do. All is grist 

that comes to his mill •. As Pringle-Pattison (1) 

maintains all f:?,cts are religious facts and have 

their bearing upon the problems facing the one who 

vrould comprehend or delve in to the depths of God. 

In this scientific age it is hardly sufficient for 

the Christicm theologian to e,rrive at his conception 

of God from the scriptures alone. He must be prepared 

to answer the c;uestions of those -vvho hc:tve drunk deep 

at the fountains of material science C:'cncl of those who 

are investigating the experiences of men. He mustbe 

ready to ansvver those vvho have gone in for Biblical 

criticism and hc:we traced out carefully the history 

of the races of men, their development and their 

lfote (l) Princle-J?attisori 11 The Icl.ec:~ of r-odY P. 57 

41 



accomp.lisbments. 'iVe may sum up this by saying that 

we obtain data for theology from nature, scripture, 

the history of man, and :tnunan experience. We might 

call scripture revelation. We will center our 

discussion of scripture around the person of Christ. 

42 

1'he history of mc:"n includes the history of Christianity 

and a.ny light l.<rhich may be thrown upon the true idea 

of God by other relic ions. ]:xperi ence is involved 

throughout all these but we must test the validity 

of man's experience in a specic:1.l vmy to discover 

whether or not it is a valid source of religious facts. 

2. Data From Nature. 

This is the age of ncdural science. During the 

early centuries of the Christian era c:mCJ. continuing 

dovm through the Reformation period the chief 

intellectual pursuit was the study of theology in 

relation to the current philosophies. Following 

that has come the age of science, or rather we should 

say of na.ture,l science. It has been a time of 

investigation with its collection of information and 

the classification of that information. Some of the 

conclusions of these investigations hc:we seemed to 

chal~enge religious beliefs. We are to search in this 

field first for data bearing upon the problem of God. 



One of the most obvious facts of these sciences 

is the existence of the universe. And vvha t a universe 

is exhibited to our minds! It is constantly expanding. 

Constantly, astronomers are adding to its breadth 

and revealing more of its marvels. As the telescope 

is being improved it OJ)ens up vistas to the sight of 

man that stagg;er tll"e im&{<;ination and yet that mind 

that is staggered can weigh and measure .:mel predict 

within llel"rrovr limits the behavior of those stars 

mill ions of light years array. On the other hand the 

microscoge is revealj_ng the gerfection ancl beauty 

and symmetry of th~ infini tel~r small. Again, the 

mind of man is making our own vrorld increasingly 

small as the swiftness of the means of corm .. nunice,tion 

is being increased. What vJith our swift steamers, 

the aero_plane and airship, the telegraph and the radio 

and even the transmissionof pictures with the speed 

of light men core learning more of one another and 

this earth ugon which vre live. 

Th.is universe is revealed in nature as dominated, 

on the 'Nhole, by lavr. It is an orclerly 1.miverse as 

it must be if cha.os is not to reign. Whether tl1is 

is in the rriagni tudes of the he;;wenly bodies in their 

relationships or in the propagation of the tiniest 

form of life or the behavior of the smc:',llest che.rge 
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of electricity we find obedience to law. 

' 
In nature vre find life. This is one of the great 

facts v1hich ccmnot be neglected. Keen, tr<:dned, and 

ce.reful and critical obser·vc:ttion have revealed the 

fact that life only emerges from life. The material-

istic philoso~hy that all that is, is the result of 

clwnce transformations in material things scarcely 

needs refutation. Man has tried again and again· 

but unsuccessfully to bring life out of steril matter. 

All the- c!leElical elements v.;hich are found in tlie 

living orgc::.nism may be combined in the proper chemical 

organization but life is not produced. At the top 

we find mc:m. In him vre find mincl ::-md intellect. Han 

is reveB,led 2.s capable of conceiving gre<:J.t truths. 

He is able to understand at least some of the 

mysteries of existence. The mind of man is greater 

than the facts which it learns 8,ncl with which it 

It is also discovered that it is not always 

possible to posit regularity of man and the will of man. 

In n;:; ture there is cU scovered an adaptation of 

organs to particular ends. To give a single 

illustration from a wide field: The honeybee i:s 

appD.rently adapted to receive j_ ts food from the sweet 

clover _plant and at the sa"'"':le time to bring a:bout the 

fertilization of the flowers of that plant so that 



they can bring forth seed. TI1is is sometimes spoken 

of as the evidence of design in the constitution of 

nature. This is the fact v1hether it is able or not 

to bear the vreight that it is often called upon to 

do in :;_)roving the existence of God. 

It is co~ing to be recognized as an incontrovert

ible fact that this orderly universe and this life 

are not self-existent and eternal. In other words 

it is coming to be accepted that these are results 

of the vrorking of causes ::md prior forces. I use the 

term cause -vvi th what me .. y be termed j_ ts com.mon-sense 

def j_ni tion. 

The major facts revealed from ov.r C]Uestioning of 

nature are: first, the existence of a marvelous 

universe; second, the dominance of law in this 

universe; third, the existence of life vr.hich only comes 

from life; fourth, man, intelligent and able to know 

and modify his surroundings; fifth, eviclences of design 

or the vrorkin0; of intelligence in this universe; 

sixth, these are not self-existent and eternal. 

Inference from these facts wouldllead us to the 

provisional fact that there is a god; that he is a god 

of povrer, the cause of tlJ.e existence of the 1.mi verse 

and all that is therein; that he is a god of la;N; 

that he is intellirrent. 
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3. Data from Scripture 

1. An Historical Religion 

Christianity. is an historicEtl religion. As we 

survey its history and its· dogma vre find an emphasis 

upon certain historical occurrences the record of 

which we find in the Scriptures of the Old and ne-w 

Testame11:ts. For the purposes in this thesis it is 

not necessary to enter into the fields of historical 

and literary criticism of the J3ible., Sufficient is 

the fact that the facts are found in the 13ible. There 

may be one exce:::)tion to this, hmYever, ·when we come 

to the study of the God whom Jesus Christ :oortrayed 

and in whmn He believed. In this case the records 

of the Ne\Y TestEJ:ment w5.11 be accepted at their face 

value, unclers tanding the vmrcls a ttri bu ted to Jesus as 

beinb the substPnce of His teaching if not the exact 

phraseology. 

2. Old Testament. 

As we approach the Bible to eli scover the facts 

about God told there, we are struck with one circum

stance at the beginning. We find these worc.ls there 

11 In the beginning God crec:tted the hec:wens and the 

earth". There is no arf!V.ment to prove the existence 

of God. His ex5.stence is C:JSSl.uned. In the study of 

the great thinkers ancl investigators of the religions 
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of the world we find that what is true here is true 
i 

in the other great religion~ and in fact of all 

religions. God is as smned and never proved. It is 

only as man bee;ins to think about his religion and 

to seek to rationalize it hat he tries to prove to 

himself the existence of God. Later in scripture we 

find God calling Himself 11 I a.m11 or the existent one 

··with the implication of self-existence. He is 

represented as eternal, as dwelline; in eternity, as 

being I'Ti thou t beginning and without end. ·I do not 

conceive it to be necessary to pile up the evidence 

for this idea in this paper. This is the unquestioned 

picture a .. s it lies on the surface of the records. 

This eternal God is represented as personal. H:; 

is spoken of, usinr~ the Masculine personal pronoun&,. 

To Him are ascribed personal actions. He wills the 

creation. He has personal relations vri th the mevn He 

creates. He speaks with His messengers~ especially 

face to face vvi th Adam and Abrslwm and Hoses. 

This God is represented as being the creator of 

the universe and all that j_s therein. This idea 

runs throughout the whole Bible and is not confined 

to any one place in the old. He is the author of 

material and man. The Bible does not stop to explain 



this philosophically, or scientifically. It is not 

a book of philosophy or of science_but rather a 

religious hand-book addressed primarily to the 

religious ns"ture of man. 

He is the creator of man also. There is no con

flict bet-ween the religious truth here revealed and 

the truth as it exists in ne"ture. Truth is truth, 

and must, therefore, be consistent. There may be 

wide divergence betvreen man's interpretations of the 

truths of scri1)ture and his interpretation of n<:J.ture 

but there is no real discrepancy. He is the creator 

of all men. He is not merely a local or tribB.l deif.y. 

Other peOIJles had deities which they recognized as 

tribal and local. Other peoples interpreted Jehovah 

as the local deity of Israel. Israel herself even 

sometimes did the s.sune thing. J3ut the Old Testament 

scrirJtures ta.ken as a v.rhole do not lJermi t any such 

a doctrine. They represent Jehovah as the creator 

of all men, declaring the unity of the hmnan race. 

They re~pr-esent Abram as being chosen for the purpose 

of blessing all the families of the earth. 

Besides being the creator of men He is represented 

as being the moTal governor of men. He commanded Adam 

and Eve not to eat of the tree o:f the knowledge of 

good and evil on penalty of death. When they disobeyed 
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then He brought upon them the penalty of their act. 

He is renresented as the moral governor of a sinful 

race of men.. l!Ien through their own act have trans-

gressed His lav1 and are bearing their punishment. 

We mc-J.y grant that the term sacred or holy as apl)lied 

to God has had a growth in mec:ming, but it is my 

belief thB~t the1:e is no act of Goa in the earlier 

record Yil1ich is, in 1:-1ny respect, contrary to the 

fulness of the et~1ical or moral or sacred or holy 

character of God as revealed in the later., 

There is one very significc-mt fact related in 

God 1 s dealings with our first :9arents in their sin. 

God went out to seek them. They sought to escape 

f:rom His. notice but He found them. This is the 

same attitude as that of Jesus in the Parable of 

the IJost Sheep. (1) The shepherd went to find that 

whicb. was lost c:md then bore it tenderly home. 

Throughout the; Olcl ~:estament, thouc:;h becom.inc~ more 

evident as it dr<-"J)i/S toward tf..te end of thc-:t record God 

is represented <'U3 holding out the olive br&.nch to 

rebellious men. He is doing thM.\first of all to His 

Note (1) Luke 15:3-7 



chosen :pc01)le, Israel who have departed from His le},v. 

J3ut there is e..l,;;.re:,,ys evident the fact that His interest 

is in ell the wd;ions of the world. God t s interest 

in men is evicl(.o:nt especj_e.lly in the fifty-third chapter 

of Isaiah in the Stlfi'er:Lng servant of Jehovah who 

bore the sins of men to vrhom the stroke v:B,s due and 

e.s this scrve:mt wc::.s me"cle nflnifc=~st in the person of 

the suffering :prophet Jeremiah Yiho ceme vii th his 

messace of destruction as a judgment U2c!On sinful 

Isra.el yet who every1:1here and always qualified his 

mesr:.e.ge of judc;ment with the note of hope signifying 

that if th~y would repent and turn from their sin 

God vwulci rE~~)ent Him of the contemplated evil. The 

Old Testament proiJhet also em}ihasizes the fact that 

punishment vrill come upon Isra.el just because she has 

been known of Him and has lmmvn Him. ( 1). Her 

OPliortuni ty to which she did not res::oond was the very 

cause of the judgment. 

This God is Dictured c:ts 'Hatching oveT His own 

people for good. He protects, guides, keeps, provides 

for t.'Vteir needs. He leads Isre .. el froLl bondnge in 

Eg;y})t to freedom in the promised la.ncl. He is bene-

ficent. 
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While the Old Testament provides a system of 

ceremonials v~rhich c;.re to be observed yet tr·ue religion 

is re1nes en ted aB of the heart. ( 1) Sacrifices are 

not acce:ptEble unless the heart is right aJ.so. Ivien 

are to worship Him in sincerity ' C-lTICl in truth. He 

demands a holy life of His people. 

The Old Testament :revec,J.s to us that God is. He 

is assmned and not proved. He is eternal, :personal, 

the creator of the universe and aJ.l that is therein, 

man included, the moral governor of men, being ethical 

and morel Himself and deman(ling a holy J.j_fe of His 

people. He is seekine_:; to cc:cll rnen back to allegiance 

to Himself going out to seek them even at the cost of 

suffering to Himself. He cares for every need of His 

people but demands a worship from the heart not b~ing 

sattsfied with outward observa"nce of trw forms of 

religion. 

3. .Christ. 

We no1v come to the heart of ou.r investigation 

of the data. of Christian Theology. Christianity is 

Christ. So true is it, that Christianity is Christ, 

that many theologians center their ·whole theology 

in the person of Christ. It will not be the method 

in this paper to present every Bible pasE~age vrhich 

Note (1) Isaial1 1:10-20. 



goes to show a fact of Christian:i. ty but to accept 

the results of conservative Biblical Theology and 

refer the reader to standard treatises upon that 

subject (1) for the discussion of the nroblems 

involved. 

It will hardly be necessary to prove that Jesus 

acce:9ted the conception of God reve&.led in the Old 

Testc:liilent a.s valid; that there is but one God, that 

He is the creator and the ruler of the vrorld, that 

he is rnoral and holy, demanding holiness in His 

children, that He preserves and ca.res for them by His 

gracious providence, that formal VfOrship is not 

sufficient for salva,tion, that sinners by repentance 

may be restored to the favor of God. 

It goes -vvi thou t saying that Jesus did not stop 

with this conception, or rather we should say that 

He took these ideas and so filled them with new truth 

that they can har~ly be recognized for what they were. 

He filled these dead and inert statements of fact 

with life and made them vital, giving life to men. 

The statement has often been made that Jesus' 

clistinctive contribution to the religious thinking 

of the world is His idea of the ratherhoo.cl of God. 

This idea is mentioned in the Old Testament but not 
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Hate (l) Stevens 11 The Theology of the 1Te-w Testament" and 
The Johaannine Theology". 



with the fulness o.f detail -~,ri th 'IJIJ.l. cl" T s s f ·1 J • t , . .J. t) e u J. __ s l • 

He ce.l1s God "My Fa.ther11 • He teaches rnen to say nour 

Father11
• He comes to revea1 His Father to men as 

their FP.th<:r. But He never says 11 0ur Father 11 with 

men. He claims God as His Father in a distinctiv~ 

and unique way. He claims that no one knows the 

Father save the Son and he to whom the Son willeth 

to reveal Him. Otherwhere He claj.ms that He 2nd the 

:b.,c:dher are one. They aTe so much one that what he 

does the Father does. God is the Father of all man-

kind. Here vve see the universality of His conception 

of the relation of God to men. If God is father 

then men must be sons. (1) 

Men are sons of God but rebellious sons. He 

is Son in an unique vfay, He does the will of God 

completely. He says that nien are sinners needing 

to be brought back in to Tight relF.tions with God. 

He cmne to preach glad tidings to these sinful men. 

Yea, he Ccillle to complete the works of God, to do His 

will, to die on the Cross, to give His life a ransom 

for many. As many as believe on him m.a,y have eternal 

life. Men owe God filial obedience. 

He claims an equality 1vi th God. The neonle seek 

Note (l) It is not necessary to state definite 
passages of scripture in support of 
these statements. 
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to B tone 

be ec:na1 v;t th God. He clc-:j_Eleci. to be God in His 0\7D 

. -, t rlgn J. 

to lobe God. conilleLcly 

anct thy nctc;hbor aE> t:_,_yBc::lf. John's hd.U.on of 

of Jesus Christ. 

0!f1lethcT John ~\:16 be-; the very yrorcts of Jcr>UE> or not, 

John l•lC<:-:_.n::> ut> to uncl.erst;: ncl -Lllc:-_:t 

thought of Jf;SW3. so loved by the 

Jesus presents unto us a suffer C}o cl. 

CEc:.pter (1) JesuF; r:;c::.ys,-

11 Go cl j_ s ~:__ ~J .:_) j~ :c j. t ctl-lC~. tLt e 3r tl-tcL t 
-..-rorshiiJ I-"!:j_rl ~nwt norsrd_;_J Eir1 j_n 
spirit ;::net in truth. 11 

definition of God in Scripture. 

l!fuch of Jesus teaching CE:nter.s c;,bout the idea 

of 11 The Kingdom of God". It is an ethical kingdom 

into which tlwse of a certain characte:r have entrance. 

Note (1) John 4:24. R. V. 
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This is a spiritual ki:ngdom for it is within you. 

Entr;:mce is through Jesus Christ for He is the door 

of the sheep. He is the good shepherd that la.yeth His 

life clown for His sheep. 

After His departure He promises to send the 

Comforter or the Holy Spirit who will 1eo>cl them into 

all truth for He will is the things 

of Jesus) <:tnd declare these unto them. At the last 

Jesus promises to come aga1n to receive them unto Him-

self that "where He is there they may be also 11 • 

But \ve do not learn all thcl.t Jesus he:~s to teach 

about God from His vmrds. He ce:une to do the will of 

God. Jesus wrote notlU.ng. He taught and E\.ctecl before 

His disciples trusting them to mc.:tke the record. of His 

revelation of God to men for succeeding ages. We see 

Jesus going up and dovm throughout Palestine healing 

the sick, causing the lcn:.1c to vmlk, the blind to see, 

the lepers to be cleansed, the deaf to hec:n·, the 

dead to be raised from the dead, casting out demons, 

and causing the poor to have the gospel preached 

unto them. This vvas a ministry of loving kindness 

and mercy. It was what in this modern age 1r:re would 

call practical Christianity. But this thing is evident. 

Jesus showed that faulty conditions in life were clue 



to SlJiri tual rather than IJhysical causes. His work 

first met the spiritual need and then the physical. 

He lived a ·life of gentleness, purity, and love. He 

vras wise. He reveals ·the righteousness and holiness 

of God. On accasion He vw.s righteously indignant. 

He says that to know Gael is eternal life. (1) 

Jesus accepted the Old Test2ment conception of 
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God but added nevr depths of neaninc to it. · He t<:mgh t 

the Fa.therhood of God, thc .. t man is a sinner but that 

he rao,y be reconciled to God. He claims to be God. 

For Him God is love and love is the fulfillment of 

the lavr, love to Gocl and l.:)Ve to men. He came to 

establish the kingdom of God. He ::~romised to send 

the Cornforter or Holy Spirit. He is coning again to 

receive His own unto Himself. In His practical working 

He showed God P.s e.. God of Love and mercy, :;:mri ty, 

righteous, HolinesB Hnd truth. The end of Life is 

to know God 1vhich is eternal life. The details of 

this teaching are to be found in the recorclecl words 

c.md YTOrks of Jesus as found in the four gos:pels to 

which the reader is ref erred for further d2" ta of 

Note (1) John 17:3. 
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Jesus' revelation of God. 

4. Rest of tlw J'Teyr 'j~est2Jnent. 

Trl.e rest of the Test<:u:wnt is the exgression 

of wlw.t the men V!ho knevJ intimately felt 

to be, the h1rn·es ::>ion whi ell He ::1c:de ugon them. All 

the "l:'rri tcrs either kneu IUn in the flesh or received 

their racssat:se directly fran the apostles. P::n1l 

received a direct revelation, how~ver, from the risen 

and asct~m\.ed Christ, thougl:1 he later conferred with 

the twelve. P<::.ul' s letters are more systemB.tj_c 

treatments of the })roblems involved than the others. 

John sees and feels and ~peaks, but not in systematic 

form. 'rhe Acts deals yJi th the :pra.ctical spreading af 

the go SI)el through the vro rld through the vm rk of the 

ee.rly mj_ ssionr-tri es, CBlJecialJ.y Paul V:iho went out in 

res:::Jonse of the cmmne:md of Jesus to teach all nations. 

This book is sometimes cc=111ed 11 The Acts of the Holy 

Spiri tn to inclict'tte the power vriLtch nlcl.de this move-

m.ent possi"ble. 

'rhe very :f<:J.Ct that Pc:,ul anci. these otl1er men 

went out driven by an inner urge which could not be 

stayed is a prim<.:1.ry fc:tct of i,";reat importo"nce. These 

men weht out J1re<:tching a gos1;el of salve .. tion for sin-

ful men through f<:d th in Jesus Christ vrho was alive 
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but crucified ana. then risen from the de<?il. c:md ascended 

up to be vri th God forever who was coming ag<?.in. They 

conceived of .Jesus Christ as the Tiles uieh of the .Jews 

who was God in His own right. 1'he person of Christ 

stood at the very center of their preaching. His 

death yvas held up a,s the ground of forgiveness. Paul 

conceived of it as the scandal of the cross. (1) 

We may discuss at great length just how this death 

wc:1s effective in savinc~ men c:md just 'NJ:~.y it was 

required Dond .not <:trrive at a final c:mswer acceptable 

to all thinkers but as to the fact of the necessity 

of His cl.ee.th there can be no c~ues·tion. It is through 

His blood that men are Sewed. Pextl has been the 

source of teaching rrhich h8s stirred up more controversy 

than any other. His chief doctrine is Justification 

by faith. He holds that as men believe on .Jesus 

Christ they have salvc:dion and becone lega.11y related 

to God in such a way as to bring salvation. Good 

works vrill flow out of thts nevv re1cdionship and be 

the evidence of its ree:1.Ji ty. But re18ted to this he 

c;ives us his doctrine of election or the calling of 

men. This has caused much discussion over the order 

decrees of God ancl vrhether these decrees are absolute 

or conditional. Relpted to this is the ords salutis. 

l'Tote (l) I Cor. 1:23 <yt. 
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We must relc:J,te these to the saying of Jesus 11Vlhosoever 

wi11 11 • God j_s Dresentecl in all the bec.:u\ty o..nd the 

holiness of His Character and as benevolence, love, 
, 

and kindness, in His creat mercy providing for the 

needs of all those who turn unto Him. There is 

beside this the insistence ur)on His judgment upon sin 

<'J,nd the unrellen tc:m t sinner. 'l1he Old '_['es tmne:n t 

conception of God and thc;,t of Jesus are irnplici t in 

all that they say fmd do. 

The doctrine of the trinity may easily be 

deduced froEl the facts as presented in the Few Testament. 

5. Production of the Scriptures. 

IJet me sa.y just here th:-,ct the production of the 

scriptures and the teachines therf; set :t'orth is a. 

religious fact of }?rime iml)OI'tance. No religionist 

of any t:;.nJe can afford to neglect t':1is book in seeking 

to arrive at a coTrect idea of God. While we mc:w say 

with Storr (1)., ttA theology which seeks its mc::,terial 

only in the revelation contained in the Bible will 

both fail to understand fully that naterie .. l, ::mel 

'~Nill make t:-1e l)art the stanclarcl for interpreting the 

•:rhole 11 , yet fa.r more serious is the ·oosi tion of him 

vvho VJoulcl nee)- ect tha.t revelation as does Huxley in 

Hote (l) Storr "The J"iving Godrr. 



his volnme 11 Religion Without Revelcdion 11
• 

4. The Chris ti<:m Church and Her Creeds 

r-J.nd 'Hri te rs. 

Another source of dc=:_t~'- for the theologian is the 

Christic:m Church. Thot it exists El.ncl lws existed and 

is continuing to crow and bring good to the world 

wherever it is given a chance is of (£reEd; imJ_)ortB.nce. 

It h~s been a fact that has profundly modified the 

thinking and attitude of men wherever it ha1s come. 

It has revrritten the history of_the world. It has 

given a new center to thought. The fact that all 

events are dated from the birth of its founder even 

though that has been miscalculated is of profound 

sic;nificance. That it overcame the O:[l_C10Si tion of 

the _powers that be in its early existence and conquered 

them connot be negl~cted. We can go to the creeds 

which ho,ve been Jlroduced for dat<:t in the study of 

theology. We find that her existence and heT creeds 

are based upon the revelation of God folmd in J·esus 

Christ. He is the centTal fact in her history. It 

is also based on the records as yre have them in the 

scriptures. We need not maintain that all her creeds 

and all her history have been valid interpretations 

of Christ Emd The Dible. 'Fie rrill need to interpret 
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and select the facts which a.re accer)table. The writings 

of her great leaders in all a~es will furnish us with 

some data vrhich will need to be treated in the same 

manner. Ri tschl' s insistence unon the :Dlace of the 

Christian cornmuni ty in the plan of salvation is valid 

even though vre canna t go with him in all the fnferences 

'Nhi ch he dr<:J .. vrs therefrom. 

5. 0 ther Religions. 

There is one other source of objective data to 

which it is necessary to make reference. Thc>~t is 

the fact of the tmiversc:Jli ty of the religious notion. 

All people are religious in some sense of the word 

Pond have some idea of God. As vre found that the 

vrri ters of the Bible did not prove God but assu.med 

Him, so original scholc-~-rs in this field of conmarative 

religion tell us thc:.t He is not uroved in these other 

religions either. We find here ideas of God whicl~are 

revolting to the one trc,ined. in the Christian religion 

yet we get sorae ve:llid facts about Him. There is 

created a feelj_nr" ·thc:J~t He exists when all men say 

so and that he has some kind of relc:~.tionship with the 

universe and vrith men. We can scarcely generalize 

further than this. 
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6. Experience 

Having comp~eted this bri e:f survey of the ob,j ecti ve 

data upon vJhich one may be~se a theoloc;y we must turn 

to the subjective dc:,"ta which cere av<:nlable. This is 

by far the more difi'icul t <:·mel dangerous field to cover. 

The danger is that one will be led avray to the ~'Jlace 

where he will declare that this subj ec ti ve experience 
"' 

is the only real source of information about religion. 

There are those who lilctke empiricism the guiding princi~Dle 

in every realm of intellectual endeavor. 

Professor Robertson (2) says,-

11 The history of the vrorld would 
seem in a striking manner to confj_rm 
the Biblical statement that man can 
not by searchinc rind out God; that 
the vwrld r)y wisdom knew not God. 
While the nos t acute philo SO}.)hers 
and thinkers of Greece were reasoning 
about these things, the simple-minded 
Hebre-vv-s had reached a firm nosi tion 
from 1vhich they never receded, and from 
which_thG whole thinkine:; world, as 
froH a starting point, has had to 
advance. It is all very well for us 
now - when the light shines - to formulate our arguments for the existence and 
character of God; for we know VJhat 
w0 want to grove. But the fact that 

Kate (1) 

Note (2) 

See Vlm. Temple 11 The Faith and liodern Thoue;h t 11 

and W. E. Ho eking, n ~Che Jieaning of God in 
Hmn::m JBYperj_ence". 

Prof. Robertson ll~.'he J~a.rly Relic;ion of Israel 11 

J?c:;.ge 484. 



reasoners by reason did not succeed 
in proving it till the Hebrew race 
had made it knovm to the world, ancl 
the other f <:wt thc:1 .. t they did not 
reach it by a processaf reasoning 
or reflection, or addin~ on of one 
c:tttribute to another - these fe"cts 
show that such <:J" lmovrledge is c;iven 
with more direct force, c:m.d in B 

more complete form. viJ1-H'l.t seems, 
in fact, hard and laborious to us 
with our lJgical cB.tegories and. 
subjective procesf:;es, seems to have 
come instinctively to the Abrahomic 
race; <:::.nd even Stacie he.s eoclmitted 
that if there 'I!c~s not precisely an 
instinct of monotheimn in the 
Hebrews, they, a:)ove all others, 
shoned. a :<)recU s:9o Eli tion to i t 11 • 

was cUscovered in our first c;limgse at the sc:wred 

narrative. God is not :r_1:coved but is assumed. This 

agrees with the observ<:Jtion nc:cde with regeTcl to other 

:celizions. Ex::_:Jerie:nce is 8 vcc:.lid Tli tncss to truth 

eJJou t God. Brown ( 1) s2.ys, 

11 Theoloe::y has to do vd th tl.te 
religious convictions verifye.ble 
in experience". 

He maintPins the va.lidity of an objective revelation. 

ClB.rke 11 An OvtJ.ine of ChristiaJl eo lo gy 11 rme;e 19 

( ') \ •~ I 

Fote 
Note 

Sctys,-

"ExDerience c~nnot be set aside 
as m.edic:J~tor betYieen titeolo gnd its 
ehief source, the Christian revel2tion 11

• 

I3rown 11 m~risU.2n Theoloc:y in Outline 11 P.6 
Clc1rke 11 An On tlj_ne of Chris tic-'n Theoloc;y" P. 
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This maintains that the Christian revelation ES 

contaired in the scri:;Jtures is the first source a.ncl 

the touchstone c:md test by vri:tich other facts m~e to 

be evaluated. Garvie (1) CJ.UO tes R::;,.shdall as sc--cying 1 -

This 

11 This idea that the Christinn 
kn01vl ede;e of God is bees eel not upon 
speculative reasoninB but upon the 
convj_ction Fraught in the soul by 
personal experience of the moral 
eff~cts of Christ's life, iB the 
fundamenta1 idea of the theology of 
Ili tsch1 11 • 

is ~lt.io the icleH of Hashda11, snys 

Herrmann (2) says, 

"On the other hand, t.he nmn 
who cc::m see and underste.nd religion 
as a Teality kno·ws that this is due 
to the influence of those ex~per
iences in which h0: has ·oersonal and 
livinc; consciousness of religion". 
tt To every rel iciously mind eel man 
religion means seeinc the working 
of a god in the events of life". 
11 In· our opinion nothing in religion 
shou.lcl he ca11ed revelation save 

t is cr;_pable of setting us fa.ce 
to fP"ce vri th the reality of God, 
and can thus becone the basis of 
religion in.us." 

0 . 
,T[!.rVl e, 

The whole basis of the theoloe:.v of Herrmann is 

ex:9erience. This vrould le2.,ve much that is vite..l to 

others, for us but the vain j.:m.agining;s of the heart. 

We would not be bound by it. 'l'1is m<'ty be true 

:psychologic2.lly and yet there is an objective 

Note (1) 
ITo te ( 2) 

Gcn'Vie II The Ri tElChlian Theology".~ e, ,, 
Herrrr1Enn "System1:1tic 'l,heology 11 P. 17,20 7 38 
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revealtion which is valid in spite of any particular 

man's exr)erience of it. S01~1e escEpe fTom the pi tfs .. ll 

into which such a doctrine would lead them by saying 

that it is the collective experience of the Christian 

or the religious conmuni ty. It is true that no 

revelEtion of God j_s effective in the life unless 

it is apprehended. Positism would destroy the value 

of all other data. than its oVJn for theology. The 

Article (1) "Ritschl" in the Encyclopaedia Britannica saysJ 

"The life of trust in God is a 
fact, not so nuch to be cxplc:dned 
as to explc:dn everything el s e 11 , 

and again, 11 1 Faith 1 kflows God in 
His active relation to the 'kingdom'; 
but not at all as 'Self-existent". 

This vJOuld exclude from fEd th aLL that was derived 

from the testimony of others and especially of 

Christ and those vrho learned froH Him. This is an 

arbitrary asEun.r£)tion excludh1g dEtta without suff-

icient vrar:cant. 

There is not the least doubt in my mind that man 

is a being cEpeble of an irrnnedie:;~te avre..reness of God 

and thc:J~t m1:;.n has received direct revel;:,:.tion of truth 

in his own personD~l exoerience. The relir:ion of 

Jesus Christ does vmrk so thc-1.t men may know the truth. 

One who does not know the truth of God in this ilp.lTiecliate 

Note (l) Encyclopaedia Britannica Article "Ritschl" 
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WHY is an unsa.fe lee.der of Christian thought. :But 

at the same time there are objective facts which must 

be considered if we would be true to the religion of 

Jesus Christ. Any other position thc;m this leads 

inevita.bly to a subjectivism which destroys much 

that ·is of the highest vr:.lue in ChristiPJ1ity. 

"JJiving frdth is its own apology:~ Ba.ys A. H. ]'airbairn (1) 

but this living faith as it is ex:;erienced in this 

age is the result of the ~1resentation of the historical 

data, of CJ:Iristie.nity and the _presentation of the love 

of God as revealed therein. 

Ji.[CJ.cin to sh { 2) Betys,-

11 There etre events vdthin the field 
of human ex_r1erience, in the preBent as 
well as in the past, 1Nhi ch h<we special 
significc:mce, objectively as well e.s 
subjectively, as furnishing evidence of 
the reality, ]Jresence, and activity of 
God as a living, responding Fc:ctor in 
the lives of human beings. This is all 
that is essential in supernaturalism". 

He holds, (3) that,-

"As a matter of fact, the only 
ade~ruate proof of the existence of 
the God of reli;.>;ion is to be found 
in exl1eri ence, and in religious exper
ience particularly". 

note (1) 
Note (2) 

Note (3) 

Fairbc:lirn tt The City Of God 11 

l'IPcintosh "The Reasonableness of Christianity" 
p. 126 
Idem P. 122. 



This sugr;ests ana ther angle from 'lThich we may amnoach 

this problem of experience. Tvte Bible is the record 

of the exJ:Jerience of God b,y men. Yet these facts 

furnish the objective fsctual basis for Christianity 

and determine the course of its progress c:,,nd preserve 

it fTom chc:wtic subjectivism. 

7. Tests of Religious Data 

This brine;s us to the Q_uestion of the tests to 

vrhich vre oueht to put religious datP> before we a,cce:9t 

them. o..s ve.lid. The i'irst test is vii thout cloubt the 

person end teachings and life of Jesus Christ. He 

is central. Any thing that is not consistent with 

Him is invalid. A second test j_s, Does it accord 

with Christian ex;'Jerience at its highest in the lJast 

and in the present? A third, Is it in <:tccord vii th 

the scriptures? A fourth, Is it ree:;,sonc::ble? There 

is no doubt that Hitschl 1 s idea of 1 VE1ue judgrnents 

has its plgce in testing the validity of Christit::m 

truth. ( 1) 

Eote (1) In cL.1sin1,; tJ.1is section of this chaJJter 
I -:.rant to _point out the fc..ct thc:tt Clarke 
in His Volume 11 'I'he Christian 'Joctr·ine 
of God 11 has much VF.luablE mEterial on 
the ocperience of tlu; early C1lristian 
church. 
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Conclusion 

Jii. 1'here EU'f" relj_gious Data. 

'_',n ... e s+ateYYl•_ent o-.~." J."1e a'-.~.. ..... -'-'' l ·· ' · b .LJ.- v .l.!'- ·t..~ a Ga O.i GilCO-.Ot;Ji I rom Y!illC _ 

it may be possible to arrive at a reasoned conception 

of God has m<:~cle it evident the,t mEn in his highest 

moments has felt that he had a revelation of God. 

Though we conceive God to be infinite in c:dl his 

attributes this does not in the least preclude man 

from receiving at leaDt a rudimentary conception of 

trw. t in comprehcnsi bl c bcinf::. It is inrpossible for 

man, even the most gifted and nost spiritual to attain 

unto a perfect knowlec.ge of Eim. :i3ut some knowl.edge 

is nos sible and. thc:tt is renl knovrleclge. There hc:Ls 

been a revelation of God to men. 

VTe.find this revelation in ne,ture which revee.,ls 

his majesty and povrer Hnd godhead. We see Him there 

.as creator. l3ut it is in scripture that we find the 

fullest revelation of His greatness and. goodness, His 

judgment, His holiness ::md His love. Thj_ s revelation 

is completed in Jesus Christ "~Nho SclOV!ed forth the 

things of God by vvord and act, giving man the greatest 

assurance of forgiveners;.,::; ancl of God. 1 s love. 'l'hrough 

His dec-lth we arE: to be saved. Going forth in thr.t 

spirit the dl1.uch of Christ has YJi tnE:S ;:;ed to men and 

has grown both in nLmlbers and in unders tc.nding of 



the mysteries of God. Other :celit;ions hc:we witnessed 

of God. Experience is a valid source of information 

but as corro boT a ti ve Ta ther than exclusive. 

Thus \'re find a rather COIJious body of data, of 

which the foregoing is but c:t meagre account o.f the 

most iltl110 rta:nt details, U.})Ol1 vrhi ch we are novv lJre

pared to vmrk in the endeavor to discovc-:r vrhether 

these facts can be arranged into a systematic account 

which vvil1 e;i ve us a reasoned ::-:;ccount .of God. The 

question before us in the next chapter will be, 

Can these knovm clat8, concerning God be systematized? 
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CHAPTEH. 4. SYSTJ~~\;iJ\TIZA'eiOH OF TIU~ DATA OF THEOJJOGY 

A. The ProbJ. em of this Che:\~;ter. 

In the lc.Bt ch<=rp ter vre found "'- eG/c. body of 

religious facts dealing ~ith the doctrine of God. 

These e:~.re to be found in ne:l.tltre, in the scrtptures, 

in the other relicions of the ·world, in religions 

ex:perience. It vraB found t there was not snace 

in tho..t ch<1:pter to mc:.ke 8. com_:1lete surmnary of' these 

data let alone discuss them com:;_!letely. JSrov.r comes 

\YhEJt is the most cruciFl :;_!roblem in this thesis. 

Then~ is religion in the world. There c: . .re religious 

fc:1cts. Are men justified in seeking to go further? 

~ 
o0 Or, out.jh t they to reB t con tent hcTe? The <:mswer to 
00 
'.9 this ouesU.on Yrill not be com_[Jlete in this chc::.pteT 

but vrill recLuire this and the two fol.lovrine.:~ che.rters 

for its considera.tion. Here there c:rc tvro questions 

which ·will necessarily be "investig<:tted. The first is, 

Can the mind of man rest content vri th facts alone? 

<:nd the second, granting that thE: mind of men is not 

content witi1 mere facts, Is it possible to dissect 

the religious datc:1, <:tYHl.l;yze them and arrange them 

into a coherent vrhole? The next chr:\_Dter vrill consider 

the question, Does the; system<:dic preBEmt::d;ion of 

reltgious fa.c ts con tri bn te to the F.IJ)r·ecic::_ tion of 



religion? The che,nter following that will deal with 

the question, Does the e,:;;)lJrecie, tion of rel ion due 

to t}:lis systeme:-ctic presentation of the fa.cts have 

c:>.ny bearing on li:Ce? 

B. Can the mind of man rest con. tent 'TJi th the 

mere facts of religion? 

1. Mind of man cannot rest in facts ;:d.one. 

William 'J.'emple. 

Willimn Ter.1gle ( J.) says,-

"When we say that we hope in sone 
degree to 1.mders tand vrha t it is that 
the historic life of Christ stands 
for, not only in our own experience 
but in the history of the world, we 
mean that we hO}.)e to see it in 
rele,tion to C:1.11 other facts. That 
is all one can ever mean by under
standing; but such understanding is, 
I think, 5.1eculiarly necessary at the 
oresent mo:r:J.ent, because there is a 
~endency in some places to sug~est 
that we can do very well without 
t.mderstancUne; our religionp,t all, 
seeine; that it is a c;rect"t~ spiritual 
experience which comes u:pon nen, 
vrhich is its ovm evidence, e.nd which 
is spoilt by any at tempt to rnake j_ t 
intelligible. It must be taken, we 
are told, as the breaking in upon 
the world. of some Power not otherwise 
to be discovereL1 in the world, a 
Povrer from which we hope for our own 
and for the vror-ld' s Redemption; but 
if it is thus <:tlien fror:1 the normal 
process of the ·world, it is i:n::;>ossible, 
on the fnce of it, to rela.te it to 
the other fr1,cts of the vmrld; it 
must be taken apart froEl them al-
to e tiler P s some thine; unique and it 
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is ah10st a profHni ty to suggest that 
j_ t can be intelligible n,t all. 11 

"Hovr the motive nhich prompts such 
B~ contention vre must all respect, for 
it is the native of reverence, and of 
fear lest in our clumsy hands the beauty 
of the truth should suffer. And yet, 
~1en we come to the problmn of Evil, the 
most real of all problems, no one is 
eontent with dreams; everyone insists 
that what is believed must 'be estr,blishecl. 
It is not enough to say, 1 I have felt it; 
and I am oure that what I have felt is 
true t • The man vrho is really at grillS 
vri th evil, whether in his ovm life or 
in the world, vrill recJuire so1ne further 
assurance than another incli vj_dua1 1 s 
ecstatic feelings. We must hcwe an 
intelligible scheme of selvation; we 
must h<~ve it, becEuse :Qrecisely those 
:1eo_:?le vrho most need the savi force 
are unable to receive it unless it 
is in some degree intelligible". 

2. He Can and Does Rel2.te ]'acts. 

As has been contended in the ::_!receding quotation 

the mind of m<:m is not, content to be satisfied. with 

the ex~peri ence of another or EoVfm of the f8~C ts he 

himself has le~1Tned in relic:ionc This is true in all 

of life. The child so on begins to Ei,sk why e,nd \'There-

fore and keeps it up, if it grows intellectually, 

until its dea.th. Procress has come becc:mse man ha,s 

not been content to rest with unrelated facts. We 

c:c;ll this the scj_entific age. It is of the essence 

of science to ther facts by critical observation 

and then to seek to reduce those facts to some 

72 



kind of order. The scientist seeks to arrive at the 

lc-nv governing the :phenomena which he ge:;,thers. Pe,rt 

of.the objection to relieion today is its appeal to 

the SUlJerne.·l:.urctl and to miracle. Those who object 

to these say tha .. t thc-:.y cannot en tt"r a ·world of orcler 

vrhi ch this vwrld has be en d.i scovered to be.· Heel the 

man vv-ho invented the steam ene;ine been content to 

rest in facts he had never arrived at the nlace 

where he had used steam to make poYrer for men. Having 

noted certain ai}__;_l8.rent effects of steam he began 

to investig<.:J.te and to relB.te the facts as he observed 

them.. Having arrived at certain conclusions he began 
~ u· 

further experiments until C:l~t length he discovered 

the [)rinciple and built the first steam engine. It 

is true that mP.ny o tht:rs had seen these phenomena, 

no doubt connecU.ne; t,lem in thought cmd ada:pting their 

Etction to the consequences of the power of heat to 

produce steam from vra ter which produces powei· v1hi ch 

might cause an explosion, etc. J3ut this ma,n went one 

step further, saw the possibility of controlling 

that force for use in aiding men. Other men entered 

into this man's le1bors and at length ·vTe have our 

marvelous material dovelo0rrent of ~Lich a vital part 

is this control of steam. It is hardly necessary to 
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give further evidence to support the contention that 

the mind of mEm is not content to ·rest sa.tis:fied 

with a rnc;"ss of lmTclc:. ted fE,,ci;s. He finds in him-

observes. He finds the:\t he can see reJ.B.tionsl:Iips. 

He does in fact rsle~te the f&"cts vrhich come to his 

attention. It is not meant to e.ssert here that 

everyone completely apJHecia tes the rela tion:::;hips 

Thc:.t is contre:;.ry 

to the truth. As ·we knovv men they do have the power 

of relating the phenomena v.rhich come to their attention 

ec>cil Fcccording to his ability. Furthermore, they 

are not content to rest satisfied with mere facts 

be they material facts or facts of experience. They 

do think on them 2.nd put them in some relc-.tionship. 

Dr. J,ouis Matthew Svreet said in class 11 You never 

see anyibing with the eyes alone". He was here 

asserting that nothing VJ2.S seen without the mind 

vrhich a.dcled vi tal factors to the sensation by which 

it vJHS, in :pF.rt P~t least, interpreted. Wi.Jlj_am Temple 

(1) says,-

"All our CXIH?rience, even our 
perception of ordinary physical objects, 

Note (1) Vfil1iP.r,1 rper,1Jle "The :B'aith c'nci. }'roo.ern 
ThOUf3h t 11 PC:t(;f; 3;:',. 



is concH tioned b;•r our cc:,p<?.ci ty to recetve 11 • 

not s ce vri th the SflJTH-: nm7er o T unclt:TS ncl in the S81ile 

Besj_ds the :fe.ct t men do h:: ve the :~xwrer to 

interpret fn.cts ;:md do rel2te or j_nte ret the dc:.te, 

vrl:~ich carne to them, it is i-:nevi te:1.ble e.nd necessc:try 

tlwt they clo this. It j_ s imuo s si bl e to think vri thou t 

Fairbairn (l) holds tll8 .. t • .L • 

l u lS 

imnossible not to att t c.n E'~7f1l<c,nn tion of the :person 

of Christ. HcGiffert (2) C'lUotes Schlej_ermacher .as 

lTote 

Fotc 

Jl[ote 

11 The ip;ious y;1nn inevi te:1.bly 
thinl:e;s C.'.bout his rnligions eXl1er
iences 2nd instinctively strives to 
c;iv-e t}Ietl son1e sor't o:f irJ.te11ectl1P.l 
ex_:n~ession 11 • 

~. Reason and Reli~ion. 

Garvie (3) scys,-

11 The need of an intellectual 
E)X[)ression for fc:d th, on v1hich 
Kni'tc-m insists, must be fully 
c=-:.dni tted, even altho one ma.y 
be j_nclinecl to me:dntein that 
.:_;;enuLne relic~:ious syrnpc>,thy may 
exist ere is very little 

( 1 ) }i'airbc:,irn 11 The P1d1oROIJ'hY of the C1tTistict.l1 

(2) 

( 3) 

Rcli on 11 PPse. l?-19 
J'TcGifi'r:rt 11 The Hir:;e of T 
Ic1.et:H3 11 • P. 7!5. 

f:rn Hel ir;ious 

Gc:,r~v·ie "Hi tso~c"'_liC'):l-1 ~·r1. 11 P. 5c 
7 fJIM. ~T~·· 
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B. Ii. 

Hate 

l::ote 
lTo te 

intellectLJ.<ll Etgreement j_n m<"tterE~ of 
beli eftt. 

Streeter (l) sc:.;vs,-
\. ~ I ~: 

"The \7orld is cc:llinc; for religion; 
but it cannot accert a religion if its 
theo1o is out of harmony yri th science, 
:9rtilo so:phy, a"nd scho lnrshiiJ. Religion, 
if it is to domj_nr·te .lj_fe, must BEtisfy 
both the he2,cl nnd t:he heart, B. thing 
vrhi ch neither obscureJ1ti sm nor re_ "c5.onal
i sm cc-,.n do" • 

Herrro~nn (2) says,-

"A~' soon c;s g religious community 
sePks to afJsert i tsel:f wj_ thin a e;rovJj.nrr 
intellectual culture, it requires a 
science of the rel ion it rerresents. 
'l'o this end reJ i on nus t tr:v- to ·nrove 
l. t~eH' o''""."' .,,q·.,irlci· tl:le o•·1•er ;,l·ie~ll ect11a] ~ ..... -'·•-•- V \-.:;;~L ( f_;<~----foJ J ~ ~..,._ ..... -• _...;;, oo' .-'---~- ,T ''• CJ 0 -

forces of culture t=•~s a -rJovrer w.hi ch is 
stroni_Ser than c:.ll of them; for this, 
however, it is necessary to show that 
in it, too, there is 8ometl:ing of 
universal validity which can win 
recognition by intellectual means". 

Fairbairn (3) says,-

"If it were illicit for reason to 
toucll. the mysteries of relif).on, the 
c;·mrch would never have rwcl a creed 
or believed a. doctrine, nor \VOv.ld mc:m 
have :posseSfiC::cl a fe-d th hi[her thc:m the 
mythical fancies which pleased his 
childhood. Without the exercise of 
reason we should never have hc:tcl a l\'ourth 
Gospel or the Pe.u.line Epistles, or 
an~r of those tre8 ti eses on the Godhead, 

( 1) 

( 2) 
(3) 

J:S. H. Streeter 11 FonnclationB by Seven 
Oxford Schole.rs 11 Intra: P. VII 
Herrmc::.nn 11 S~rstemc:.tic Theo1ogy11 P. 15. 
J'airbc:drn "The Philoso:r_:uy of the Christian 
Religion" Pa~e 19. 
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(}Tote 
Hote 
Hate 

Irate 

The Incc-.rnation, of the Atonement from 
Athanasius or Hesel, or from Aucustine 
to our own day, which he:1ve clone mo1'e 
than al1 the decrees of all t1'1e councils, 
or all the creeds of e.ll the c1urches, 
to kee::;-J faith livi and relic;ton a 
reality. The man vrho d~:~spises or 
distrusts the ree.son cleSjlises the God 
vrho c;.ave it, and the most efficient of 
all the servants He has bidden work 
vri thin v:~1on mnn in behalf of truth". 

Hn <tlso sc:,.ys, (1) ,-

11 :No mc:u1 or c!1nrch has c:my right 
to ask men to believe what they 
cannot ration<c'.lly conceive, or vvhat 
contradicts c:.scertt,j_ned and certain 
truths 11

• 

Pringle-Pattison says, (2),-
11 The true revelation of the divine 

must be sought, therefore, a.s I have 
contended, in the systematic structure 
of finite eXJ)eri ence as a. vrhole 11 • 

11 Theology of one kincl ·or <mother 
is thus the natural fruit of religion, 
but it is not the source of it or 
tclentice.1 \'Ji th it. It results rather 
fron reflection upon it 11 • 

}\l[! c In to sh ( Lt) ScJ.yS'-

"Religion .t'HS chc!.nsecl 1f.ss than 
theology, end constructive theolocy 
less than e:pologetics. This is 
becaJJse the grounds of religion in 
human nature lie deeper than thour;h t 

( 1) 
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( 2) • 
(3) 

Faj. rbc:d rn 11 Ci t;;r of C~od 11 P. 4 
PTj_ngle-Pnttison "The Idea of 
EcGiffert a '}'he Rt f:ie of dern 
Iclee.sn F. 75 

God 11 P. 220-221 
Religious 

( 4) cin tosh 11 The Rcasonebleness 
Christir:.ni ty11 P. 1 
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cond much deeper than <:;,rgtunent. But 
man is not only religious; he is 
also thoughtful at times, and on 
occasion he can be ar,gument~:;_tive~ 
There must alv1ays be, therefore, a 
place in religion both for belief
lheory, doctrine, tl1eology, call 
it rrhat you will, and, if self
respect is to be retained, for the 
reasoned statement and defense of 
thCJ" t beli eftt. 
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The religious m.c:m is made u:p of heart and intellect,. 

]3oth must be satisfj_ed in his religion. Tb.eo logy 

is the intellectual intATTJretB.tion of relj_r~ion. T.n.e 

J!Ur-oose of theology is to Sf!,tisfy the intellect of 

the religious mc=m. }'[c:my eat thinkers insist on the 

ri[{ht to theoloGize. 

This does not at all conflict vrith the fact 

;;Jointed out by Pringle-P<:1ttison~ says (1) ,-

11 In view of the sudden trc:ms
formation which he,s overtaken the 
very elements of the old physical 
scheme, there hc-1s been reborn the 
confidence that ex:per:Lence is richer 
thrill any of the formule,e in which 
vre he.ve sought to confine it. 11 

This ~;1ill r,1eEm that ns men 1.mclerstend nore of God 

they vrill need to res ta.te the things ·that_ they believe 

retaining old truth but going beyond to the new. 

Note (1) Prin~.:;le-Pe.ttison "The Io.ea of God" P. 87 



A. J. Balfour (l) says,-

, nrt is not eXJ)lanations which survive 
but the things which are exrJlcJj_ned; not 
theories but the things about v.rhicl1 we 
theorize." 

The c::·qnlicc:"tion of the reaBon to the problems 

of reliGion is justified acconlinc to these thinkers. 

This is 

.A11 IJen Do He,ve A Theology. 

All L1en in feoct do hE:.ve E theoLJe;y of some sort, 

onchoate, rudi:men tF.ry, and unformed perhaps but no 

less c::, theolot:;y for all that. Jesus had c;~ theology, 

every '.":i:'i ter of the scri:)tures had "'" theology which 

may b~ discovered by study. Thq scriptures are 

not theolJeY in themselves but are part of the 

material vrhich go to enter into tht~ tr1in:king of men 

to aid in forming their theology. Vlhen one 2.c-o;ys 

n there is a E?;od n he has mac~e ,., 
c;, theoloe;i cc::,l s tc:t temen t. 

Such Ct statement is tr1e result of think inc; UIJOll one' 

experiences. 

~- 1\rust ev<:-;J.uate to cor;wmnicate. 

Een c;,re prone to desire to communicate their 

experiences to others. When one does this he must 

evalue:tte it. He detennines, first of nll, that it 

Note (1) A. J. l38"1four 11 Foundntions of Be1ief 1t 

Pc.ge 366. 

s 



vrorth telling. ~rhen he finds the essential factors 

in the exiJerience. He relgtes it to his own or the 

other's life. Perhaps he repea:ts the experience 

in onler thc:,.t he may l1ave it explained to himself. 

At any rc:d~e in the conmunicLtio·n there is some 

c-~ttempt at explanation .. 

'15. Objection is to the theology of otilere. 
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The objection ·which is raised to theology is not 

objection to theology itself but to certain types or 

schools. It is not to the objector's creed or 

in terpreta tionB of religion but to that \vhi ch he 

thinks ·wrong, Yrhethcr it be ne-rr or old.· This 

objection to the v1hole discipline is but a smoke 

screen to cover up a dogmatimn often greater than 

that to vrhich ol1jcction is te.ken. 

f. All fields of research relate facts. 

lTo fj_eld of research v:i11 DCI'r'li t iL~elf to be 

limited to the Lathering of facts vithout hope of 

ever rela .. ting t~1ese f·acts. The mind vf.nen it enters 

the realm of religion is no different th2x1 it is in 

the chemist's or biologist's laboratory. I do not 

knoYT the source of this, rrhcther it is :r.1ine or c:mother's 

yet it presents the truth c:"s I see it. We hc:we 

other sciences t::'.:nd vrhy not a science of religion? 

'1. All theoloc;ies not com_Dlete. 
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To justify the c:Jttem.pt to systematize the facts 

of religion it is not necessc:;"ry to xnaintain that all 

men understand the principles of theology e:u1d. .have 

arrived at a coml)lete systematic presentation of 

the facts of religion for themselves e~y more than 

it is necessary to say that all men must understand 

the principles of physics to justify the attempt to 

arrive at ultimate principles in that branch of 

learning. 

11. Conclusion - We are justified in 

attempting to sys teme.tj_ze religious facts. 

Hitherto the religious history of the vro rld has 

been dominated by the creed_s v'!l.lich j;len he,ve developed 

and the study of theology. 'J:he question vrhich vre 

s.re considering is whether this historic r)Osi tion 

ought to be D.bandoned anc~ relit;ion rested in the 

facts <:met exnerj_ences alone yJithout attem1)ting to 

make a reasoned systeill to guide the thinking of 

men in their quest for God. We h::=:.ve come to the con-

elusion that there is a sufficient body of f'B~cts to 

justify the attemlJt to develop a theol.J£;Y. We have 

seen tilc:tt man cc:m and does syste2:1atize the facts 

which cor:J.e to him eJ:lcl that f:mch is the constitution 

of his mincl that he cannot hellJ but do ..... 
l u. We have, 
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on the gTormcl that he doE;E this in other :ftelds, 

detennined th<,,t Tc:;~:Json has a Jc)lace in relj_gion and 

that in fact al1 !!len do have a theolo.<;:;r of some sort 

vrh0.ther rucUmentary or develo}!Gcl is ano theT cluestion. 

It is the contention of this :£)8Tt of tnis 

chaiJter that becc:use of e r)ovrer of the mind of 

man to relate or inter_Dret the fc;,cts th<J,t come to 

hirn, because of e f<:wt that he does in fc:-"ct thus 

exercise his jlJind, and ·lJccc:•.use of the fe,ct that 

he is :prc:: .. ctical1y inc<:\p2ble of doing, othervrise, 

the c::,tte1'1Dt to a::crive a.t a E1yster•1cl~t:tc :presenta.tion 

of the facts of religion is justified. 
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C. Cc::u1. the religious facts w£d.ch vre have found be 

1. In trodv.ction 

Having justLfied the attenrpt to bring the reason 

to ·bear upon relj_gious fu~cts in order to Q;ive thei:r1 

an intellectual interpretation we are f~ced with 

the difficulty of acttH'"J.ly doing this. 'J'hom::,,s B. 

Strong (l) says,-

u The c;reat fa.cts of theology 
'are too solid and concrete t6 
bear cli~3section: their vnlue and 
sirmif i ce.nce vrill not emerr',·e in 

w ·-

response to a knowledge of their 
structure and 1d.stor~'/, hovrever 
useful this may l>e for clec:H-ming 
e.nd. strengthening their power. 
They must be bel].eved in order to 
be fully understood". 

Fv.lly recognj_zinc; the irir_9lica.tions of ti1is 

01otation ~nd also the fact that God is greater 

than the facts which we know or the intellectual 

interpret<:!tj_on to vrhich o. study of these ·wiLL lead 

us we will, nevertheless 1 proceed to consider the 

proiJlem of rel2t:i.nt; these truths in systemc:ttic 

f ' . e. Sill on. 

2. The Problem of l\~ethod. 

'l'he first problem \Yi th which we vrill have to do 

}fote (1) ThoPms B. Stronc; 11 Theology't 10 



is thr:tt of method. 11 Hethodology seeks 11 
7 says Shedd 

( l), 11 tn each inst<mce to discover the method of 

nature, as that specific mode of investie;atton 

which is best fitted to elucide,te a subject." 

T d s vJill be the .=.t t of this pF1.rt of this 

thesis. This method •;:iLL be ocientific. There is 

no difference in Dte norking of the mind in matters 

of rel ion c:nicl in other spheres. The TH'oceeo.ure 

in materialistic sciences is first to gather facts 

with scrupulous_ care thet one may arrive at the 

es[;cnti:::ds in the cc::.se. e principles of induction 

and dednction e~re e.p~;lied. Argurr1ent is from IJremise 

to conclusion follovving out the lavrs of thinking. 

All the fe.cts are taken into constderation goine; 

as far as the fc:J.cts wc:~.rrcmt but not beyond. When 

new a.nd tri eel fe.ct s ;:ue b rour;h t to the attention 

these e.re' ta.ken into nccount even tho they may 

modify previous conclusions. Theology will need to 

be thus scientific. It will also be seen to be a 

matter of growth, leading, if proDerly carried out, 

to truer conceptions of deity. 

There is one thj_ng which can be eliminated from 

Hote (l) Shedd 11 History oi:' ChristieJ1 Doctrh1e" P. 4 
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\Vhile it is not universe,l yet r'1c:my theologians 

center their systems eround Christ. He is the great 

fact in Christianity. In a word, Christianity is 

Christ. VTi thout cloubt He is the grea.test fact in 

Storr (1) s;:<ys,-

II The systematization of cr~.ris tian 
doctrine must :;_;roceed from Christ as 
a center. He must be slJ.own to be the 
meeting point of all truth, thE: fvJ.fj_ller 
of the past, and the regulative standard 
for the future". 

A. Y. Faj_rbairn, (2), maintaj_ns that the person 

of Christ is the mystery of the Christian Religion 

-v~rhich mal<-es it vital and comy)elling. He says (3) 

D,l SO, 

11 The uospels do not stand gJ.one, 
but live, as it were, emobosmed in 
universal history. And in that history 
Christ plays a part much more remark
able e:md Fmch less compatible ~:vi th 
cOimtlOYl manhood thc=:on the part Jesus 
plays in the history of His own age 
rmd geople". 

He says, ( 4) , -

Hate 
Fote 

lTote 
Fote 

11 In other words, Christ's ~erson 
is even more intellectually ree..1 than 

( 1) 
( 2) 

( :i) 
( 4) 

Storr 11 The Ijtving Gocl". 
Fair!Jairn tl The Pr1iloso~;Jhy of the Christian 
Religion" P. 1-5. 
Idem P. JA 
Icl.em P. 16 
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historically actual, i. e., it does 
not sinr~"Jly denote a figure which once 
appeared under the conditions of snace 
and time, but it also stands for a 
whole order of thou;;h t, a way of regard
ing the universe, of conceiving God 
and man in themselves and in their 
mutual rele:J.tions". 

The vrorlcl c:u:J a vrhole recoe;nizes that there is 

something unique in the :person of Christ. 'l'his is 

true even of trwse who do not <c1ccept Him as the 

Lord and ter of their lives. He is ackno1dedged 

to have a ~eculiar God-consciousness which especially 

fits Him for speaking of God to men. As man is the 

crovm of creation so He is knovrn Ef> tlH: supreme me:mo 

His life has changed the whole course of the history 

of the world, not only emong IIi s ovrn :r;:JeO!Jles where 

his nc:1ne is known and honored but throughout the 

world C:l,lso. 

Ritschl (1) says,-

11 As theolo 
'-, 

has to do with the 
God revcc:;J_ecl in Cl.lriBt, this is justified 
scientifico:lly as the only practic<:t1Jle 
forn of the conce;)tion of God. The · 
content of the Divine ;,vil1 is to be 
deduced from the revealed reciprocal 
reln tions bet':reen Christ ex1cl. God, and 
from no other }?Tinci:ple 11

• 

Note (1) Ritschl P. 237. 
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Brown (l) says,-

n13y the C.!1ristoloc;ichl :r)rinci~)le, 
then we mean the effort to trece in 
the ever-expc:mc1.ine; revelation of noel 
in htm12.ni ty the vitalizing .:mel trcms
forming influence of the historic 
Jesus, thc:~t from our study we ElEty 

gain new insic;ht into the chL.::,rrtcter 
and -purr)(Jse of the God from whom He 
came: and so be able better to under
s tc:md the meaning of the vJO rld in 
which \'Je 1 i ve and the end to vrhi ch 
vie are ce.lled. It is the method which 
ar:dves <:·t God through Jesus, and 
uses the knowledge so ~ained as 
the final IH'inciple for the inter
pretetion of 1ife. 11 

In c:tccepting tld.s method of seeing God through 

Christ v;e are not discrecli ting any true conclusions 

arrived at through other methods. It is only saying 

thc=J.t for our present purpose this l<:ttter method gives 

us the surest results. 

3. The Person of Christ. 

The fundcunente.l thought in Christic:,n theology 

as viewed from this stc:cndpoint is the Person of Christ. 

tlw t He is the very Son of God, the only be eo tten Son 

of the }i'c::.ther incc:.rnc.··te in tl;_e flesh. AccorcUng to 

Note (1) 
:note (2) 

hich Chr:L s to lo CY prevacles the whole 

Tir:J'.-·n 11 Cf'tr j_ ;:; tic-•,n Theol o 
Stevens "'l'he 'I'fi.co1o of 

in Outltnc-:: 11 P. 77 
the l'fey; Te;::;t8mcnt 11 • 
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of e New Testament, ·a conclusion to wJ,ich I readily 

Give my Assent. He is also born of wom[n Jart2kinc 

of le Y!C differ as to some 

humnn :pc-;rsona.li ty t for e Chr:i.stictr, He j_s the 

_:;JI'01·1isc, the one vrho should save e Israel. 

A Existence of God. 

vrc ftnc1. 

of God. never i:ic:eks to rove t"He tsn, but 

ever e<:.kinr~ j_n 7le found tb.is 

to be true in 

in every reli on oi the yro:rJ.d. · We nFy iloso-

icro..Lty ·orove Hirs ext~CJt.ence., Thi~; is, 

of Gof but E:.ay be c:m in teJ.J ec tv.Pl hcl_:;J to n deeper 

echtU.on of Hin. 

iJ.o so-c)her 

(1) t}lc nor<·.l cTi~;mncnt. of K~:mt <:n·e c:J.l SUIJilOrts 

to the nind of men scekin;~: c:fter God. lTecTntosh (2) 

11 As R 1'l2ttcr of f~.ct, bcl:i.ef j_n 
God clf-;·:")encl::> not r i1 n·wn erc:nment, 
·but u:Jon ex'HTience. 11 

e.nd. roderr1 T11()1i t 11 Hote (1) 
Fote U~J clntosh 11 The ·'c2~sonrbleness o:f Chrj_stit:mj_ ty11 
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vre reco ize: ho'.'!e-\rer' t thco.t the mind. of ID.8,Yl c;:·n never 

by seekinc find out God, .thPt is, the God of the 

Christiens. It is only as He has revealed Himself 

to us that we can see Him. Of course we t E;ome 

vi s5.ons of in nature, some in e 016. Testa:r.r1ent, 

but for thR ·r'ul:ness of the idee:, we look to Jesus 

1~12 s s 
in God '."F'.s ·orten no rwre t':J1"11 c:m 
a sump tion th<:;.t jus ·t,lJ., 1 eel. trc1ili tionP1 
observe:·.nce D.nd conduct". 

Jesus sone;ht to rwke Hin vit;:•,l to the life of, His 

5. The Ha ture_ .artcl Cllc::TF.c ter of God. 

The nearest we come to a metaphysical definition 

of God is found in Jesus' words to the Srunaritan 

vromDJ1 vthcre He BE· ys ( 2) , -

"God is a spirit and they that 
worship Htrn rrTust v:orsrd:.1 in 
S}JiTi t c'ncl in truth 11

• 

'fhis c:.grees ~·.·ell v!i th the Old 'J>::st.eme:nt conce::;tion 

of the invisibility of God, that no man had ever seen 

Him. It C'lso ngrees vrell vti th whai, e;:d~ thinkers 

Ho te ( l) N. S. Talbot in ll]'ounde tions 11 by Seven 
Oxford Scholars 11 P. 20. 

Note (2) Johh 4:24 



are sayinc, thc;.t the underl:,ring ree:;.li t~r in the world 

is not material but spiritual. 

King (J) "Reconstruction in ~!.'heolor;:yu says,-

11 ClJ.rt st 1 s conce.!_l tion of God as 
J?ethcr, C:if3 J?c:=drbairn j'Lwtly Bays, 
rnust be tF;ken as the ree:~J. ruling 
conception determining all else in 
theology 11

• 

Jesus con tirnwJ.1y s ooke of God as I~Ftthei'. We can 

not say that this was an entirely new conception. 

God is cc:J_lecl fc:.ther in the Old ''2E>tmnent. J3u.t 

Jesus filled it with new content. He is continually 

callin~ Him 11 My Father". He teaches His disciples 

V!i th men. James DenEey ( 2) s2.ys,-

"It j_s granted, of course, th2~t 

we owe to Christ our specifically 
Christicm thoughts of God. But for 
the revelB.tion in the Son, vre should 
not have knovm the :!J'c:J.ther. We caoll 
God the God and :B'c,.ther of our IJord 
Jesur::; Chrj_ s t: that i ~-; the very soul 
of our kno\crledr-;e of Him, tile most 
intiHate cmd adequc'.te expression we 
c a1 give to i t 11 

• 

Jesus said, ( 3), tthew 11:27,-

11 A11 things hc:we been d.elivered 
unto me o:f my Fc::"ther: Emc:t no one 
knov1eth the Son, se:v e the J?ather; 

Note (1) 
!~Tote (;2) 
Fote (3) 

King uReconstruction In Thcoloc;y11 

Ja.mes Denney- 11 Studies In ~:'heology 11 P. 5. 
1/L('ltthevr 11:27. 
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neither doth e~ny know the ll'c:, ther, 
save the Son, and he to whomsoever 
the Son vri1l e th to reve<3~l Him" • 

Christ put content into the idea of the fether-

hood of God by His ;o;"cts <:md His vrords. Again and 

again He claims to be showin~ forth the father to 

men. His works testify to Him that He is sent of 

God. These works are works of mercy, healing 

disea.ses, caJ.lsin;::; the blind to see, the la:rne to walk, 

the lepers to be cleansed, the de&d to live again. 

He proclaimed the gospel of reconciliation to sinful 

men. Yet ;:c;,t the se.mc time he in::.Jisted upon the 

93. 

right of God to judge men '~Hho vrere guilty of unreDen ted 

sin. He insisted thc:.t sin we . .s "'· matter of the heart 

more the..n of the C.',ct.. He manifested_ the love of God 

even to the e)::tent of goinc to the cross for the 

sins of the world. 11 The c:.tonemen t i6 His dee,th 

in te ret ed as the be.si s of forgi venes s 11 , as Dr. 

Srreet ha;o; sc:~ici. Around this idea of the Cross of 

Christ is built the Vhlole l)lan of sc:"lvation Emd the 

future life of bliss. 

Such c:m hliJression did tne lj_fe ancl death of 

Jesus Hake ugon Joln;t, the beloved eli scipl e, thc.:t t 

as he meditated upon thc.1.t mgtchlcss life he came to 



epistle he clef in eel God <:.ts u love 11 • is finds support 

in the Olcl. ~'cst<nnent though it does not in :ne,ture 

or :t!hilosoLjhy. lTo other relicion contc:tins such 

bcc:.u ty. The ee:..rly C;iri s tian cll1Jrch m<:·,nif es ted it 

buL forgot to put it in the c eeds. It is signif-

icant that,J1'he 'Jcstminstei' ConfessJ.on in the Shorter ,... 

Catechism love was not mentioned in the definition 

of God un1es:;; vre may :Lnclude it, by in:L'erence, under 

goodncss. 

We may infer fron the foregoine; cliscuEJsion that 

God is love, Hercy, goodness, yet wi.th ju.stice in His 

nature. He is perfect holiness, hatinh evil. He 

is the saviour of men. 

'HE: knovi alDo tlu:\t jesus accepted the tee..chings 

of the Old Testcunent reg<::,rding C}od. '.Chere we find 

God c:u::; the creator of the universe, c;,lmigh ty, power-

ful, ruler of the world ana all that is therein. He 

is the creo.tor of mankind.. He is eternal Emd ::>elf-

existent, the only God. I·Ionotheism wal:; nc::·,thre to 

Jesus. 

Fairbairn (1) says,-

11 From the standpoint of SlJeculative 

1Tote (1) Fairbc::.irn "'l'he City of God 11 P. 197. 



reason it Hight be easy to accept 
an :Lmperson<:.;..l God, but fro'l the 
stand]oint of the religious 
consciousness <:m impersonal God 
v.rere :none 11 • 
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had fellowship with Him in eternity before the world 

was and He kne1y Him. He al"vn=ws spec.:~ks of Him in 

IJersonF1 terms :::.~nd ascribes personal. actions to 

J!in. J:i'airb<::'j_rn' s contention is, that our God is 

an ethical or morRl p~rson, the ruler of the 

nn1-verse. 

6. Deity of the Holy S}Jiri t 

J'>.s vte h8.ve found the JTeyr Tcs tc:J,Hm t teaching the 

deity of Christ, we also find that there is the Holy 

Spirit ~1ich is also di-vine, sent forth from the 

J?:::tther and fron the Son. rrhus •ne find in the Hew 

'I'estc:unen t the idea of the trinity. Three persons 

and yet only one God. 'J.'hto,re i ;:; not til'le or space to 

:zive the exegetic<:;,l clete.ils for this. The ree.der is 

referred to standard treatises (1) dealing with this 

subject fron the Bt:_:mcl_;)oint of :Biblice.l Theology. 

7. 'I'he Christian J;if e. 

If there is Et cross for Christ there is no less 

1Tote (1) Weiss T1}3iblica.l 'I'heology of the 1-Tevr Testament" 
rmcl Ste:vens 11 Tl1coJoc;.;r of the :f\Te.,-.r Btgmentil. 



a cross for IUs follov:ers. They must te:1.ke up their 

crosr.Jes ;:mel follovr IUm, v.r0J.k in His footste:;::>s. There 

is a certain ty.Qe of charc:~cter demeJ1decL of those vrho 

name the nc:He oi' Cluist, vrho e:u~e u;.ved. by lUs blooct. 

Religion has c'~ ~n·e:,_cti cc;.l side. }:en are sc:wed in the 

of Christ as their se.viour, c-md yielding themselves 

unto obedience to Him. Pc:ml c:mcL Jex~.teE3 are not 

o~]osed to eac~ o~Ler but are com]lementary. 

8. Definition of Qod. 

Cl :::,_rk<'' (,, c"e.C'l',~e~' r'nc1 tlllJ"• -~'-' _,_- J_ j J~ -:~.L- .d -.... t...J tJ"_ ,l. .c . .. De-

"God is the Personal S~irit, 
~erf ectly good, vrho in Holy Love 
creates, systains, and orders all". 
He neint<:dl1fJ that, 11 'l'he eBsenti<:•.l 
ma't'ters are covered by this state
ment:-- (1) The neture of God: He 
l·s ·oer"'0''1''l c·,,irJ"i·· (?) rf'hE· CYl'-"I'r:c•+e·r , i.. ,, • ~ \.. l c,_, u 1_J __ _ ~ "', ....., ~-· _ , J.-L·· c_, ~ v 

of God: He is 9erfectly good; (3) 
The relation of God to P.ll other 
existence: He creates, sustains, 
and orders all; (4) The motive of 
God in His relation to all other 
existence: His motive is holy love". 

There is one thing not SJ:Jecifically nentioned here 

vrhi ch is YJO rthy of no U. ce. Gocl saves sim.lers v.non 

:penitence. 'rlhilc this is no douot b1Illied in the 

vYhole of vrhat Hr. Clerke sHys yet it ouch t to have a 

Hate (1) Cl,;_rke 11 An Ov. t1 ine of C~ut s tie .. n Thf;oloe;ytt 
P:- ge 66. 



9. Conclusion of this section in 

Systematic ]'orm. 

The following: conclusions Etre .justified by the 

preceding analysis. (1) God is. He revealed Himself 

to J/fo ses as 11 I Am" the existent one. He is revee.led 

(2) He is personal spirit. (3) He is in Christ. 

perl·ection, ood, love. He is ethj_cnl and moral. 

( 4) He is the creator and ruler of the nniverse. 

( 5) He is the j tlCl of mankind. ( 6) He is the 

saviour of men vrho turn in ocni tence to Thus 

we find the e .. nsvrer tc> the t::n·ee ClUes tions vri th ·which 

1ve opened our eli:::; cuss ion. 

D. Conclusion of the Chapter. 

In the first part of the cha~pter we surveyed 

the c~uestion, Are Y!f: justified in &.tte1:11)ting e> 

system:::.tic intcr:)retation of religious facts? We 

discovered th;='t men hc:we the -~)ower to rele.te facts 

which come to their :·,1inds ::mel thc::.t they do this 

he .. bi tua1 :•.y. We further Eud.n te.ined that it WcU3 impo ss

ible for ti1em to t1dnk a.ncl not do this. We hc:we 

science in other realms an~ nincl of m2.n vrh en it 

co<~'lCf:i to religion j_s no clift'erent than it is vrhen 

studyinc other problems. In fnc t, all NEm do hcwe 
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a theoloc~y of soElC-: sort more or less conrr1lete. Reeson 

has a legitimate glace in reli on. We are justified 

in making the atteTI~t to zive an intellectual inter

nretation to religious facts. 

In the second })P"rt of the CJ:12"l1ter we were dealing 

vri th the C]_Uestion, Are we a.ble to do y:rhat v.re found 

we were justified in att ting? The investic;ation 

cc:;.rried on here disclosed the fc:Jct thrtt usj.ne; Chr.ist 

as a center all the religious facts naturally fall 

into U1eir place either as giving us truth directly 

or as corroborative. God is. He is pe~sonal spirit, 

holy, just, merciful lovine;. He is the ethice.J. c:::.nd 

moral governor of the universe, conderrming sin a.nd 

irr1:peni tent sinners but shoyrine; mercy to those who turn 

to Him. He is the saviour of m£mkinsl. 

Ere this thesis is cOProlete there are two further 

questions which must be 2.nsuered. What is the effect 

of a syst~matic interuretation of the facts of religion 

1.rpon the ap:precic:~.tion of religion? Does it ca.use men 

to v2lue J. t nore or Jess hic;hly? The second is, Whe .. t 
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iS the ef:I'ect of DJ'l. j_n te11ectual ap)recL:d;ion of religion 

U]Ol1 the life of the one un&erstanding the facts 

intellectuRlly? These will be left for consideration 

in the next two charters. 



CHAPTF.n V THE REIJ~ TION BJi~~':"'!IJCEN S YS TEM.A TIZED 

REJJIGIOUS :B'ACTS AND TIIE 

APPRECIATION OJ;, RJUJIGION" 



CHAP TJTI{ V • The Helation Betyreen Systenc:ttized 

of Relie;ion. 

A •. The Problem. 

This thesio lws rertched the -r-Jla.ce ·where it is 

necessary to discu.ss the vclue of the theology ·which 

i,t has 1J e en found 'lO E; Bible for the mind of man to 

formuln.te. By religion is me;:mt, the ex)ression of 

a vi tal and conscious rel;:tion of t:r1e s:pi:r.·it of mB.n 

to the Eternal S:;_)iri t, God. Theolo,gy is, the Inore 

or 1ess com')lete, systematic ·oresente,tion of .thE~ 

fc:wts of religion shovrinc their reL=:.ttonships in 

order to e.:ppeal to the in.te11ects of men. Christian 
\ 

f.e1izton and Christinn theology h8oVe Christ e.s the 

centrel fnct. A c;rea.t body of Ci:Lristian religious 

data has been found which can be systematized into 

a theology. }Tow, of w!12t vc:.lue is this tl!.eology? 

Does it le2.d to a greater e.p:lreciation of relie;ion? 

Is it a hel·o or a hindr<:.nce? Does j_ t brin:: ont the 

beauties of reli~':ion so t.hP.t t:t1ey con be more :fully 

admj_red or does it conceal them inc;;, strc:ti~:·ht.-jacket 

of logical thinking? Cc:m m.an really 8,-;}:!Tecic1.te that 
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If Hacintosh (1) is rir;ht vrhen he sc:ws,-

"As a matter of fact, belief in 
God de:cc)ends not IJrir;mrily u:::)Qn C:'"rgu
ment, but upon ex)erience", 

'iliat can a reasoned statement of God, His existence, 

nature, character and relations to man and the 

universe add to the appreciation of religion. 

( ')) s·-·v'' r~.• c-- .... - o I -

"Christianity w<::"s :first an 
ex:)erj_ence, c:nl.d an expe.rience of 
God by which, since God vms both 

. Lord ::n1LL Se.viour, Fll human l}.vine; 
wn.s transformed, God vr<M:i the sun 
in .heaven th<- t Bade the nevr 
spiritual clay. I'n cm.ll'Se _of U.me 
tl1e sun and its light vroulcl be 
investic~e::.ted; but \7~ia.t nade the 
brightness of the day vHW the 
shining of the sun, not the invt:: s ti
gc.\ tion or its result, [mel. it vras 
the l!rir~htness of the day tha.t 
suggested the inquiry. ~-:'he Doctrine 
of God that ap0ears in the New 
Testament is chiefly the })erce};tion 
in huril8J1 life of the divine being for 
·whose fellowshi:9 man -rrEtfJ nade. 'l1he 
perfect Father, revealed by Christ 
::w Saviollr from sin, known tn the 
communion of" the Holy Spirt t, 
governing all life in tte counsel 
of wise love, this is the God in 

·whor:1 all l:Lvc nncL Tnove ancl have 
their i)eing, and y.fi th whom His 
children vrho c-tre reconciled in 
C~-lris_,_ ll"ve' J··1 PilJ . ...,] '1Yl""-v 11 

'-. -- V -- - .. 1. - - -- . Co • l-. J. {.. J • 
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lTote (1) cintosh 1 ~'l'he Ree~som,bleness of Christia.nity11 

p. 94 
Hote (2) Clarke nThr:; Christit:m Doctrine of Godn 

p. 46-47. 



"Doctrine is helpful, but to 
knovi the doctrine of Gael, llorrever 
correctly, is not to kno'H God 11 • 

If these stv.tements "'ore true, and I do not 

tc,.ke issue vri th theEl, ho-w io it )OSsible for 

t?1eo lo y to f'.c1.d to our a ecia ion of religion? 

On the face of j_ t it s eEmw as if it ,,.,:ere P> vro rk of 

sv.pererogation to SDend time ~cmd ef:L'ort in the 

production of a syst ized account of the facts 

of religion. As 'i!C gl.:mce back thro the 

centuriE!S hovr Hany controversies 1.voulci have been 

much bloodshed and illfeeling vroulcL h<:'.ve been 

eli rnina ted! 

13. 'I'hi s Ac;e is Prc:~c tical. 

In J)Tc1C ti cai Ftnd utili tarie.n minded luneri ca it 

is .not suf:{icient to sc:ty of theoloc;y that it is a 

worthy end and goal in itself. In fact, Arnerican 

education is tending to eliminate all but practical . 
subjects so that the purely cultural Elide of life 

is being neglected. Fevr vroulcl be as broacl as Cave 

when he says, (2) ,-

1Tote 
lTote 

( l·) 
( ')) (._,I 

11 However much vre str<:w :in the 

Clarke "The Christian Doctrine of God" P. 26 
C<e1ve 11 In traduction to Theology and Its 
Litcr~ture" P. 3. 
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tempestuous segs of this life, and 
c:~re often even vrreckec1_, \Vld_lst one 
is distressed by (::;,nxiE-ct:r aoont food-, 
c:rno ther rJy the rs t of 12:lo ry, rest 
is nevertheless to be found in trtis 
port (theology), and unless theology 
beco1•w the be ing, the aid cUe, 
and the of hmm:,J1 be s, men 
cease to be men, and eir life is 
that of the brutes thet ::_)erj_sh; 

ere t s no '.'ro rtlti er o CCUJ_)e.U.on for 
1::1.nn, ere is none norE~ Jj_berc::_l, 
there is no kno~l excellent 
then the true knovrl of noel c_-;_.rld 
Hel ion 11

• 

of prMctical value in leadin to a 

life. 

C • A Scient Lf j_ c 

is 

C:l1 t the age of science. All 

the facts of ]_j_fc lwve been }1Ht j_nto the cruci-ble. 

'I'h e.J h<~.v e to pass the test of close and minute 

scrutiny. The re;:·_r:;on h:::E: been to tf:.tis 

clrsxrn fron titem. Ennkind j_s not se.tJs:fj_ed to tc.o,ke its 

tho ts ready-made, at least it wilJ. not plead guilty 

to this charge. It '·''8.S i:nevitc-.ble trw.t religion and 

theology should be ~put through the se,me ~process. 

Const;:mtly 0uestions arcc; being asked vrhich requiJ:e a 

od index to 
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what men are thinking. 11Whi ther l'rrmkindn by Beard, 

son, 11 Whai:. y I lklieve? 

b~r So_1er, 11 Cn.n We Then J3e1ieve?" by Gore, are SEfficient 

to indicat0 the drift. Soper h1 the book named above 

Whe.t kind o:i:' Goci cio \'e have? Itl tb.e God who c:reo ted 

the vroTld a GOOD God.? V!J:mt Iitust I do to be seved? 

Is Clu~istirl.ni ty the finc::.l rc,li on? 11 Such nu:::;tions 

indice,te Ute denmnd of men for E: .. reeson for the 

f c-d th th;:o t is in t 1 e:n. IJv.:ke vrc: s r:1ee ting the same 

lie 

11 'I'he.t thou nd,r,:htest knmv of a 
certaini concerninc the thincs 
vrl'1_erein thou vrclf;t inst:rnctedu. 

It is inconceivable that there should be such 

perenial interest in eoJ.o cal thinkinp if it had 

no Veil ne. 

t v.' c are in tll i f.\ :3 c i en t j_ f :L c 

age. 

D. Conflict betv.reE:::n Science cmd Helic;ion, 

For mcmy yec:.rs thei'e has been <·l controversy on 
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( 1) On the surf ecce 

of th:LngB scientific f<c1.cts anr5_ those of the Chrj_stian 

relicion e.re in vj_olPnt cont::r·e:,st. The evolutionary 

hYliOthesis lWf3 cione nuch to 1.msettle the minds of 

me.ny 1:H3 to the vclue of the reli on of the Bible. 

li:=:.ny hc:1ve concc':i.vecl it to be U:.e only honest courf:~e 

to tl.~rov7 over their re1 igion vrhen they conlci not 

reconcile it v:i ti!. Y'>hnt eeJ. ed to them e.s trn. th. 

'I'hese hc:\Ye lost their Et}i'Hf:ciation of relie;ion 

through the use of their rec::son, through ettempts 

to relate all the facts which have come to their 

rti.ention. precietion of religion would 

no doubt be incre8.sed by 8 SEl.tisfcwtory theology. 

Of course this must be que.Jj_fied as there ar-e other 

fe.ctors than the intellect involved_ in bringinc; a. 

men to ap9reciate religion fully. It is not 

necessary here to resolve the difficulties between 

science and religion. It is sufficient to show 

thB.t theoloe;y is an aid leC'Clint~; to £!" c;reater 

2.:ppreciation of reli,gion. Cave ( 2) se,ys,-

11 1'h eo 1 o , in f c:. c t • o c cup i e s 
the -plc,ce in Si_liri tual things tJ1e.t 
science does in natural". 

lTote (1) In this connection e.t ten tion i e cc:,.lJ.ed 
to the sectj_on on Rc:e,son e:u1cl HeJ.j_cion 
in :prevj_ov.s chc:cl;ter. 

Hate (2) Cave uintroduction to 'r'n.eo1o 
Literq,ture" P. 11 

and Its 



Again (l) he sRys,-

A. 

11 ~l.'he :~regt desira.tum for robust 
ft:d th i;::. just the formula.ted doctrh1e 
which re(ou.l ts from the scientific 
study of theologyn. 

( 2) sa1rs.-
' t t.,. , 

"Science cultiv2tes no field 
so neces E;ar,y to the coNplete knoy.rJ_r:dge 
of 1112'.11 fJ~B the.t o cc1.rq i eci b ~,1 s rel igionsu • 

It is vc:lh1 to hold thc:.t if men B.re sd.entifically 

minded in the material tnincs of life a scientific 

E. The Problem of Evil. 
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H2.ny ;_1eo.:lle are turned. <:l,YJB.y from rf:li,v;ion bece.:use 

they do not undcrst<?ncl how, in vj_ev: of the misery there 

is in the wo rlcl, there ce:o.n be C:J e;ood God in heaven. 

The sufrering of the ri teous is an e ecially 

dif:!:'icult problem for tiH•:m to tmclerst<:md .•. This j_s an 

age-old _:JrollleH vrhi ell hftB con tinuov.sly fs.ced the ea . .rnes t 

religious man. While there 2re stn.l mEm;y mysteries 

in connection vri th it yet earnest and c2.reful. thinking 

u:;)on it hc:ts broue;ht oeace c:nd comfort E·Xld renev!ed fEd th 

Fate (1) 08.Ve 11 Introduction to ~L'heology and Its 
I1i terc:d;un:: 11 p,::.ge 10. 

1Jote (2) :!?c:.irt.Jc:d.rn 11 Tl1.e Philoso of thP. Christian 
RP.lision" 194. 



which have em·,~oleC:t men to tide over the si tuEttion 

until fa.i th shall have become sight. The Scri-otures 

( l) point ov. t the fact thE t me.n vrilfu11y ·went in to 

sin in spite of the vraTning of God and thc:d~ God sought 

~:·mel is seeking to 1..mdo whc:tt·mc:m has brouk;ht unoh 

hiruself. He haf:; clonE; this even to Ute exteri·t of e;iv-ing 

His own Son for the sins of the world. When these 

fc::>ctB cue brought to bee,r the one UJ)on another and 

v~1en the nrovision for a future life is nointed out· 

T:Ti1ton 1 s 11 Pnraclise IJost" hns for its :ourpose the 

justification of the ~2ys of God to men. Throughout 

the world there have been theocUcies. 'l'his fc:·~ct 

shovrs that religion for complete e.ppreciation must 

a~pilee.l to the intellect EtB Fell u.s to the emotions 

and to ez::_Jeri ence. 

F. The 1\U.ncl of E;:m. 

The mind of mc:m is EJuch thEt he cannot rest 

appreciation of religion in a fact or f&cts out of 

rel2 tion to other fe:~>cts. He m<.i .. y not consciously place 

ti1ese in formc.:J_ relation but he cloes it unconsciously. 

The temper of thir:J e is such th&t this is especially 

necesDe.ry. Hen 2.1;preciete :nore e:·\nd more tc~.at vrhich 

Hote (l) Genesis 3 
Acts 2:1-'12. 
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they understand more and more clearly. This is 

beyond question. 

G. Other 1Uements Involved. 

To say this is not to say that the intellect is 

v.ll that there is in relie;ion. A :Y'ie;id intellectual 

theolOBY tends to externalism in religion unless 

modified by e:1otion e"nd lilt::.de c:~ ';JI::l.rt of eXIJerience. 

'l'here llc:tve 1Jeen t:lOf3e who 

a matter of the mind a,lone. This mc:1.y rJe the cause 

of much of the revolt 8J.;ains t theology, with creeds 

This objection ~vould come from at lee:1.st 

to them "'"s 2. valid experience of' Gael without any 

great intel ectuc:,l training. These do not knov.r much 

eobout him t~'leoreticeolly and e.re scepticc-J_ a1Jout the 

great lec:,~rning of otl1errs eS})ecic-clly vrhen they see 

lec:nned men are:;uing 2-c;c;j_ns-.:. thc;ir und_erD te:.nding of 

relicion and pertLaps tarowing over-board all religion. 

Second, from scho 1ars with c.1" bic:·.s a.gP.inst some of the 

intellectual theories of the theoloc;im1s, from men 

who will not to do His will. 

It is im0ossiblo to argue men into religion. 

This is not to b c':: ;::_ t L ted. According to Acts (l) 

Note (l) Acts 1:8 
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Christic:;ns anc: viitncSE:>es of the truth (1:8), a11ovring 

that to cc:.rry its oun conviction. An(_ yet we e..re to 

be ready to ~ive a reason for the 1 th thc:,t is in 

us. 

note 
Irate 
:Hate 

( J. ) • (I PEter :3:15). 

Herrmann 

117fe hc:1ve to describe religion 
as we can see it first in ourselves, 
and then ( a.nc:_ only then) in others. 
A man, houever, v/ho hc:"s no ~personc:,l 
experience of relie;ion, cannot be 
convinced of it by the science of 
religion; a.G little cr:.n the heroes 
of history be l:lade convincine; to 
the I:lHn who is v7C:,1loYring in 
sensue.li ty. 'L'hey \Till only be 
visible to him in thoSe? raoments 
when he is ElourninL; his 0\'!11. wec:tkness 
and Joncin,·; i'or liberation.n 

"Nevertheless, the science of 
religion can be of service-also to 
the J!l<:'.n vrl10 is c::.s yet c1evoid of 
any per~3onE!.l ex)ericnce oi' relieion. 
If it cannot set hin i'ace to f~ce 
with the rea1i ty of rc:ligion, it 
can at least put him on the ~ay to 
it. !I 

Browne(3) says,-

11 'l'heo1ogy is· good, important, 
and even necessary in its place; 
but we do not bring men to God by 
means of theology. Nor shou.ld we 
confuse tl'te m.ind of any seeker after 
God by trying to cast his thought 

:(,1) 
(2) 
( 3) 

I Pet"er 3:15 
Herrr!l<:mn "Sys'teme.tic T:l:.leoloc;y" P. 
Bon'me 11 Stndies In Glui::;tj_ani ty 11 

p. 22)6-.237. 

18-19. 
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and ex11erience in any dogTrw.tic mould; 
as if one could not see God without 
settin3 forth a scheme of evangelical 
theo1o , duly recognizing the 
severr:.l :9ersons of the Trinity and 
their reSj)ective offices s:pecifying 
the :oro vis ions of the e. tonemen t, .:mel 
goin13 in order through the programme 
of regentru1ce, faith, justificP.tion, 
regenero.tion, acloption, and sanctifi
cation. Whatever V<:'"lua such a 
pro grc.~";:lnc-; JnFcy ve is thea lo c;i cal, 
not gsychological; it re~resents 
ah;:;tractions of theory l~,- ther than 
f<CJ.ctB of consciousness. The tvro _::Joints 
of view should never be confounded. 
The life o:f tTus t 
not to b c Gc cnrccl by c-:: .. n cxoi>line.tion 
in the catechism; and for brinc;ing 
sinners into ttte ldngdom of God we 
need no nor(; theoloc;y th<.:m is con
tained in tLte PgTab1 e of the Prodic;al 
Son. Let the Prodi~a1s come home, 
trustinc; in the Father's love and 
mercy, and tEk c trLe j_ r pla.c c c:ts 
penitents ::mel obed.ir:mt children in 
their Fa the 11 1 s house • Thi B is the 
i11vit·,tion o·'' +lJe 0os')"'l 11 
. ..;. _ c,, J.. v" - ,_;r • J..: c.~~"' • 
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'J:llis is a11 true anc. yet even here there is a certain 

o.moun t of in tell ech.te.l unclers te.nchn;:~ rc-;C~_uired. One 

raust kno-rr tlt~ct t:lis invi tntion \'!D.s intendc:;c:t of God 

for hirc1. He l1ILlBt 1:cnoy: thc-:t God ':ri11 receive him 

if he comes. The fact that there has been a 

tendency to reli on a uatter of intellect and 

to neglect the ex~crience side is no valid ground 

for going to the othc:r extrew:; c..nd c;:e.stin. out the 

intellectual interpretation of relicion alto ther. 



Gore ( 1) states that til ere are insti tutional
1 

in tell-

ectual and mystical elements in religion and 2"rgues 

that the true religion involves a sy:!J.thesis of all 

three. Acain (2) he says,-

11 J3ut the fundc:unent2l rwsition 
on which I "7ctnt to insist is this: 
thc:-~.t theoloe;y is not _DhiloSOJ)~ly, 
thoue;h it lee::.ds tb.e vre.y to it. The 
rJlH:)OSe of theology }_)rO)er is Shtll!ly 
to reduce to order and coherence the 
V<'\rtous ideao [mel cloctrines ':·rhich 
forr<1 the ba.cke;round <mc1 su11~Jly the 
motive of reli on in l1Htctice, end 
to find the best oracticable terms 
to express these j.fJ.e<:s or- doctrines". 

lll 

As many men are <:u·gui.ng during t?1ese clays, Theology 

is not the master of religion but its servant. It 

is a very neces:Jary sc-:rvant <:mel vj_tal to c<. complete 

the hand-moid of religion. Dr. L. H. Sweet said in 

class,-

Hote 
Hate 

11 All theolo is abstracting 
thLngs Hhi ch belons:.: together. 'fhe 
only value of theology is t~-tinking 
these through thus a·bstractl~r und 
then e;o inc; be,clc to C' l18YI Ul1clt;r

stc:.n(Lill.(~ of the vi tc:•,lity behind the 
fe .. ctstt. 

( 1 ~ 
( 2, 

Gore "Can V!e 'l'hen l1elieven 
Idem • P. 16 5 
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I. Conclusion of Chanter 

e.ncl sci en tif i c theology has a definite contribution 

to uake to reli[';ious thinkinc;, to the gp:::n'eciB.tion of 

l . . re __ lgJ.on. Since nen c<wt all other fD.cts into the 
/ 

for::1 oi' reesoned systems it w:::-::> inevi tc-1ble that they 

should seek to do this ·v:ri th religious fa.cts rmd unless 

this system should r:.~):}E.:Dl to their re2.son ns VP.licl 

there vras lc:~ r t:!w.t i. t slwulli cc:.use religion 

ened. The ivay 

to restore this e. reci.<:d:ion of reli on is tlu·on[:';ll a 

careful presentation of the facts so as to anneal to 

the intellc:ct •. 'I'his ]. "' .~ to theolo 

foundly intereDted in religious questions 2cs is 

evidenced by s~bjects treated in current books. This 

shmvs 

appreciation of reli on. This is a socially minded 

The sufferings of men a9neal to people 

vri th es~)ecia.J. force. l!fHny e.rc tnrned frorr1 religion 

bec<3v.se they do not underst;:md tlOY' there crm be snch 

suL,·erine; and eviJ.s in tJ1e vrorld •:rhen there i::1 ::::. e;oorl 

God in hecc.ven. It is necessa.ry for the relic;ious 

'I' tlnnker to l'leet their ouestions ancl })resent an 

nns-.vcr which wi11 c.nJ·;;cal to t};_eir rec;sons as vc:tlid 



if he would increase their PD~reciation of religion. 

Tltis chapter also shows that theolo is not 

the YJ18~Ster of religion hut its serv;:::.nt, tha.t exper

ience he,S its ~;lace, tha.t the church he,s its =0lace. 

It holds th<=>t t~ceology is a ve-ry neceB;,:ary and 

vi tal and valua.hle servr.mt of n::lic;ion ·which will 

clri ve t:::1e one thinking cErefully through the 

:9robler,1s of religion back to a e':reater and fuller 

appreciation of the vitality behind the facts. 
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CHAPTER VI 1'HE H.:Ji;J""6..TION BET\vEIDi 'l'HEOJ,QGY 

AND LIFE 
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CI-IAPT:EfH VI. 

A. ~rhe Problem in this Che.rJter. 

In the last chanter we discovered that tneology 

H8S not the mc::_s ter of :celi on b11t the s ervc_n t, that 

it '1.'/<l.f:J not the only age_n t 'Nhi ch col1tri bu ted to the 

appreciation of reli on. It ~as maintained, however, 

the,t it was a necessary aiel in brinc;ing this ;:;.,bout. 

In the present chapter we are dea~ing with a diff-

erent problem and yet a related one. Does theology 

or the systematic interpretation of religion to the 

intellect have any bea.ring U]Ol1 the t;;,TJ'le of life 

thfJ,t nen live? Does the svstematic annreciation of 
u - -· 

the vc.lue ancl pl;:,_ce of re1igion by the intellect 

make the life different from vfhat it othenrise vvould 

be? Does C:l hi conception o:t' God mc:.ke for e. high 

conception of moral conduct and cause one to live in 

accord vvi th that conception? 'This is g discussion 

of the value for ·oerson<?.l living of E~n aporeciation 

of rel ion due to a s~rstematic presente.tion of 

religious facts. 

B. 'l'he Christian I~ife. 

Brown (l) says,-

nrrhe ChrisU.c-m life m<:'cy be 



variously described, according to 
the ~)Q in t of vi e1v f ron wh i ch i t i s 
regatded. In relation to God, it 
is a life of filial de~endence and 
trust, in assurance of His ~Rtherly 
forgj_veness 1::.nd care, exrn·essinr:>; it
self in obedience, worship and ~rayer, 
and . .ilcWill!-: its fruit in WE,"ce; c:mcl.. ~'lone. 
I -e · -~ r. "- ·j . •· t · · .V.. • t· i C• r l " .,::-• ., .<=' •-n _t-; __ c: L-Oll 0 c•lP:I\' 1, ·-'-' c:. __ J .. L E; O.l 

bTotJ..u:;rly service, ''~nd. o:i:.' lc:dJor for 
the F.civuncenen t o:t' C!LTi s t 1 s kLngd.om, 
he"vin::; i tG l!lotive j_n love, <::.net i tE; 
fruit in .joy. In rele.tion to i.he 
forces of evil, it is a life of ort 
and conflict, characterized by a 
continual strug~le against sin, and 
a grovrine~ victory over it; and. 
havinc; i tr:J fruit in character con
formed to that of Jesus Christ, in 
l'uri ty, sincerity, innnili ty <:mel 
s .YJlll)C), thy. 

"Along L theBe li:nes it is a 
life of growine likeness to Christ, 
through }H'O ssi ve Et;J ·lrooria tion of 
His s:)irit." 

The GhTistic-HJ li:f:'e iE c:. life 1n cmlrrmmion rri th God, 

in fellovrsl:.i·o ni th Him. 

If this be so 1.czhat pc::.rt does c:~n j_nteJ.Jectuc:.l 

reciation of religion bear to t life? Does it 

inspire one to seek to c::"ttc::"in this life or is it '"" 

hinclrance? 

cor::::·espondinr:;; tyge of life. 

In ti1is connection it nuf:J be rcco ized thc:.t 

there hc::fJ not alyrays been a. cor:r.'CSi)ondcmce lJe een an 
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intellectual und.erstnnding of ChrisLic:.ni ty cmd the 

conduct of the :Life. It is no cloubt true thc:1~t 

theology has received a black eye due to this fact. 

Eany time:-:> 7 no doD .. bt, men of gree.t lec'~rning c:mcl pro-

fessinc <:·ur intellectur::.lly correct belief hcwe been 

of severe e:·md fo rbidc!.inc c::~spect, harsh and crv .. el 

lackj_ng in e~lmost every quality of the spirit of 

Christ •.. While they may hciVe hu.ct a vlide knowledge 

of the fe..cts of their reltgion ;:nrcl been men of 

i:nr_pecc<3.bl e nw r·;o·,l s yet the~r hc:vc b ecn unlovely. It 

is not rJ_\'rc::.rs tt:.ose in the church ,,,rho ere moDt correct 

in their theology <:n1d loudest in thr::ir c1Enorf:; for 

orthodoxy vrho live the nearf;Eot to the irit of 

JesuD Christ. '.fhiB h<:u:1 been ')f'rt of the ce;nse of the 

ob,j ection to theoloc;;r. 'I'nh; i:::. :n'ob<::.bly· one uno.er-

sidE~ of reJL·:ion as the: b&sts faT tlteolo[~y. With 

thj.s background v:e ~~.rj.lJ nmi turn to e consi.dcrc-~tion 

of the })Toblem. 

D. Jl. I ! Cc 
- u 

Storr (1) ;~;:ys, 

i11l:il1:·-' 

11 Christieonity is not e :pure 

Hote (1) Go d 11 
• 
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"Gneor,y of Gocl; it ls a. theor~r vrrJ.ich 
involves a ~rnctice". 

~Che ex·n·ession current 

1Je 

e of 

men is is a life noi. a theory". 

We 

than n ·i~heory ut lir'e ;: tilL not de· ;:~troy the 

V<".lu<: of theolo for livi It is sufficient for 

e vrh.ole t~Leolo is 

an nid to nhristinn livin~. In f Hct, <.~.ny other 

sition thD.n tlis is eSf3cnU.u11:;r 11.ru:;onncJ.. It is 

the writer's tho 

aids to correct ]ractice. It is not the sole aBency. 

c intellectua1 side 

i ch r1.e L (-; s belief the essential end fails to 

ask e er that belief is carried out in ~ractice. 

rl'.he ··rise m<?Xl of Isrc::ol 

r:,fl 
'~ . .Jesur:1 Christ enghr:tsized 

tJ:.e f3C:! .. me trn t:t 

11 \Te of:C's::_)rhlr~ of vh1ers, >wv· ce<xl. 
ye, bein:; evil, srJeak good t. i:ngs? 
for out of the ebunclance of the hr,:e.rt 
the ··clO 1..1. th s:;_; eake th. 
of his rrood treasure 
rw)orl Pl·rn·:·s· ~'ncl u'e ·~;;\. '-- ~ ..... ___ {_.) . . - ~ .... 

his evil treasure br 
ti1j_rl[(Su. 

Note (1) Prnverhs 23:7 

'I'he c;o od m2.n out 
brtn th forth 
evi J. InE'oYl out of 

cth for evj_l 

:.note (~)) i..thev:r 12:3<' .. 35. 



( l \ 
·-- } ) in summinc 

up hif:-; chP;tc:r on 11 ChTistia.n Doctrinc-;s c:mcl their 

o· 
L) l 

11 'Chc:; evoltltionj_st et}!icf:; 
, ;_,;_s repre~>en te(J b2r th(; tee c[l. 

of :nietzsche, which i.s nrofes~;edJ.~r 
anti- ch:r:i stio:n in cone tion c:md 
frankly anta~onistic to e received 
code of norality, both in theory DX.td 

9ractice, ~roclaimin~ the need for a 
revision of the scDle of moral values, 
are an actual insto.nce of what may 
result in eH1i cs from the c:.banclom1en t 
of Cluistic'n doctrine". 

"J3ut <:'.ctf:ouate evidence on vrhich to 
forn_ 2. jud t as to· the j!OSsibilJty 
of Chris t.i.c:u1 r;tili cs main tc:Jj_ninc their 
<:tu.trtcHi ty a:Jnrt froEl CLri s tian Do ctrj_ne 
will be wanting till many a ceneration 
has !)~1ssed a.way after al belj_ef in the 
Incarnation has vanished from the world. 
It can, however, be said t, ElS there 
is no 9roof that the ethical ]rinci]l~s 
have c:::xj_;::Jtecl effectively in the ~xu-;t 
exce!)t in connection vri th Christirm 
do c trine , so there i s l i t t 1 e pro h c::J:d.l it y 
that they can ever exist in the future, 
for t1"le mass of men at lee:.st, exce:;Jt in 
de:!.Jenclence on be:lj_ef i,n a living C.hTist 11 • 

In a note to this he says, "Nietzsche 
hinself ridicules those ·who iHaE~j_ne t}:ey 
ha.ve no more need of Christianity as a 
guarantee of morality, and give UIJ 
ChrisU.c:·n belief, whilf~ the~r clin~· more 
firmly t1H:tl1 ever to· Christian morElity. 
S e e e • g • 1 'I'h e 'l'w j_ 1 i gh t of tl-.te I do 1 s ' , 
Ti'n r·• rr-.~~ns Vol XI TJ~. 16~1'Jit .J..:J..,_ G • . .. ...\.,. (.;, ...__ • \ '.! " .i ...!-. C•. f 1-

Ordinarily we are povcrned by our conception of 

tll.e Y!O 

N·o te• ( l ) -. -- I 

of a course of conduct. 

Jrn·les J:!'rank1in Tleth:une-npkeT in 11 CPmbriclr<e 
'.l:heoloc;icc:~l :E~ssc:~.ys 11 Swete P. 570-!571 
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themselves to be governed by their reasons in their 

acts though th5.s may be cnestioned at times. On the 

whole if we hc:.ve e. hi1~h intellPctue.l ar>::;reciation of 

the }llnce <:mel V<Llu.e of rel1gion vre wilJ be more likely 

to conform our lives to its teachines. 

TheoloQ:y h:::.B nf:Cected the lives of men. The 

great refor:men:; o:f tho de.yB of the Hcfcnme.tion were 

driven on to their vw rk by their do ctrj_ne of God 

and His ple:u1 for the vro:r:ld. Eon h<:we gone out to 

death itself driven by their conception of God • 

.,.rl· ( l \ c«· vs l\. nc; _,_ J .._,c:,__, ' , -

11 0ut thinldng cc:mnot be vrithout 
1 -cs finelly ~orofound reaction on our 
living". 

11 Ii'PJ.se concE:_!)tions of the religious 
life, then, must j_n,jure the life itself; 
true conceptions, on the other hand, 
must ~;rove of })0 si ti ve help against 
mistr:kes ancl discoura{;ement. 'J'}u;oloc;y, 
too, is only "" tho tfE1 t:U1(L unified 
ex-~;ression of v:}H;t re1Ltion. Y•1ec:u1s to usn. 

~ ~ 

Fo one c.•t tc:;.ins a higher type of cond.uct tlum that 

is reported to have said,-

Note (1) 
H.o te ( ~),) 

11 There is one notion of freedom 

Kj_ 11 ReconBtruction In Theo1ogy11 • 

Hegel nphiloso]hy of Reli on 11 Vo1. I 
Pe ~~41. 



i11 l 1 c:;1i 011 t=trlcl in tl1c ste"te. 11l1is 
onP- notion is the higheBt m.:tn has, 
and it is realized lJy r'1en. The 
pGOIJle thrti; has 2o bad notion of God 
has c-•lso a bc=tcl str·te, bc.:1.cl government, 
bed l<wrs'1 • 

A. J". Balfour (1) sc;.ys,-

"Jt~y JH'ef::Jent contention is, thc:.t 
thou{;h history may sli.ovr plenty of 
exam(lles in heathendom of ethical 
tl:teo ry being fs.r in <:tel vance of the 
recognized religion, it is yet 
impossible to SlXf!i)OSe thc=tt Ii10rality 
vmuld not ul tir:1c:1.tely be destroyed 
by the clearly realized belief in a 
God who vras either indifferent to 
Good or inclined to evil 11 • 

Cc=tve (2) sc:<;1,rs,-

"Clearer intellectual auprehension 
has c:.l\;rc:ws Ilrocluced. a more blissful 
experience, and e. more consistent and 
enriched practice". 

The religiotlS life of ~:my indivichlt=l.l is of the 

type indica ted by l:!.i s cone tion of. the n2.ture and 

cha:cc;,cter of' God in His rt=;lcttion to the vvorlcl and to 

men. Ynis does not necE;ssnrily mec:m his nrofes:::;ed 

conception but .td.s Ectual undcr::>tc=mding. 
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rru:my people ·who have two theologies, one to talk about, 

and the other to 1 i ve by. A true conception ·of God 

-
and His requirenents is the only adequate sanction 

for truly nwral living. B:cvvrne ( ::s) says,-

lfo te 
Eote 

(1) 
( 9 ) 
~, 

A. J". four "Foundations of 
Ca.ve 11 Introduction to '1.'heolo 

IJ:L tera tureif. 

Belief" P. 
<'~ncl Its 
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lTote (::5) J3:.arvme ustucci(;[:; in C!tr:i.bLj.c.cnity11 P. 225-6. 



in 

11 ':'f1Y't iJ1e"'- does God recl..'jT' . - -~~ , . ·-- 1\' . ·c l. :' • - e 
of us? var1ous ans~ers are g1ven, 
alJ. of v;hich come to the sc:me thing. 
An old ]rophet found the require
ment in doing justly, loving mercy, 
:::mel u<:il:king humbly vri th God. J_,oving 
submission and active obedience to 
the v,rill of r~od is c;,no ther formula. 
Seek to live so as to please God in 
c:~ll things is still another. }3elieve 
on the Lord Jesus Christ - that is, 
become his disciple snd follower -
is anot.l:ler. J:3ut they all nH:;<:\n the 
samo thin5. We r.r-e not :ccc;uircd to 
hc:.ve t: .• :L'/ecting vie,·;s of our ;sins, or 
a sense of our deep tmwor iness, or 
an insi~;.ht into theology of any sort, 
but we are required to surrender our
selves to God to do llis '.':ill, and. 
then c1t once set about our Father 1 s 
busines i3n • 

Biblical writers both in the Old Testrunent and 

the iYlS iS t tilt::. t 
' , . ,.. .. oe.1.1 e1 of men in Gocl shall 

affect their condv.ct. Pc:n1l grounds Christi<:m conduct 

in hi B :do s t J:!l'ofound tea.cl1ings concerning God s.nd 

J c~ SU!3 Cl1J~i S t • 

.A. J. (~o rdon ( 1 ') .,. , .. c• .llt< . .:' B<:.id,-

11 Doctrine is the i.'r-<:,~me·~·:ork of 
life; it iD the skeleton of truth, 
to be clothed &nd rounded out by 
the livin~ gr~ces of a holy life. 
It is only the lec:m creature vrho se 
bones become offensive". 

E. Only Interpreted Facts Affect the Life. 

122. 

It may be further confidently <:tffirmecl that fEtcts 

Note (l) A. J. Gordon. 
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have no bearing UIJon life until they are interiJreted. 

The ain1 of the theologian is so to interpret or 

relate religj_ou.s facts that they will bu.ild right 

character. Theology has the sc;ww relation to the 

reli[~ious life that Bo t::my has to the a:;_lllrecia tion 

of nature. Any true theology wilJ. be not merely the 

creation of Ute intellect c::.nd dem:::.nO. intellectual 

as f3Cl1 t; it \7i1l alBa ~lc .. ve E~ r le:x: ef:t. c;ct upon the 

l j_f 8. 

It l• c• 
~-· no v~lid objection to eo1oc;y it has 

been perverted, abused, mis i ed. ·vvhc:d; good thing 

lws not 1Jeen thus trec..ted? If tilhi •.·1ere 2- l timatc; 

s t tht;o lo v;he.t vrou1d become of the 

etc.? do rwt for onE~ ]i1oncnt think of scralTLnng 

for evil purjoses. itl'H.cr should nc scr<C~-:9 theology 

for this reaBon. 

F. Tiwolo one c.dd encm;:; o tJ.J.ers. 

<:mel does r;ffect t 11e lj_fe i;::; not to c.:,r e the.t there 

are not other v~licl aids to Christian living. Sperry 

( l) sgys,-

11 1ToYr the Christie.n J.j_fe, even 

Ifote (l) 



in the ;lorol struggle,. is not a 
business of saying 7 

1 0h, my good
ness! It is an experience of the 
Gr(~,cf; o~e Gocl. ~t!11c=l t tl1c1 t c;rlE: .. ce 
actually means in the moral life 
Sc:dnt P2.ul ~letS tole~. us, 1 Bv.t vre 
all yri til unveiled face bcholCLing 
e..s in << uirro r tl1e glory of the 
Lord, are transformed into the 
SL:3Xile iplctc;e :froL1 ~;lo I'~r to o r~r, 
even n.s from the IJorcl the Sr:dri t', 
in otheT •:rords, victor~r 5.n the 
moral struggle is not primarily 
a matter of consciously elevating 
ouTselves. It is.Liv5.ng life in 
the constant preeence of the 
ethicc~.l ide2. D.ncl suffering t·o.e:J.t 
ideal to work its own changes 
in us cc.nd for us 11 • 
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There l. c.• 

'"' of God vrhich comes 

ugon us and aids us. 11.a.vc com'{:1union and fellow-

ship y!i th Him, <:m idea upon vrrlich the apostle John 

insists. 

IntellectnElism is not enough to brine correct-

ness of 1:i.vi 

trff: '>rill movecl to action. Convi:ncing t:::,_e rdnd 

furnishes a -oovrerful lever to move the '.dlJ to 

action in obe~ring but alone it vril1 not succeed. 

13ovme (l) f:lFys,-

"Agaj_nst 2.11 tn.ese errors the 
liethodist fathers protested. For 
t:i:lem, relic;ion must be more then a 
machinery of rites arid sacraments, 
P.nd Plore thc:n1 corcectness of belief. 

Note (1) Bonne 11 StncU.es ITt ChTistic>enity11 

s 248-~2!50. 



It V!Etf:J no hcnrsa.y rtlr,,t tr:r, but fl. 

conr;cious lj.fe, which found. its 
great witness in itself. TI1ey also 
denied wi all vehmnence the 
Calvinistic cone tion of Gocl and 
His e;overnment, eJ1cl thus made love 
and j o y l) o s :::; i b l e once T·lO r e • And 
to expres::; this convictJon of life 
at first hand, and this joy in ~ne 
Lord, they very naturally fell back 
on the vri tnos s of the Spirit. In 
the circumstt:mccs of the time it 
was l;racticall.y a nevr doctrine, 
or a rediscovery of 211 old one. 
But the t-.::ssentie.l thine~ j_n it was 

e deni2J. of the C2l vini s tj_ c 
ni trn.are, the e:'llJlw.sis on 
~;ersonal reli ion, and the s:oiri tuc:.l 
assurance which arises in the life 
of fc-titll 8.,ncl Ol1ediej1Ce. ryJ:~ts 'VIClS 
historicc=J .. lly t:he essential nec=1,ning 
end strene:;th of the doctrine, c.mcl 
·Ehis it vra.s tl'Lat ke:pt it sane and 
svreet. It ':·rc:.s mainly n practical 
doctrine, and it was only under 
·oo 1 emi CC.'~ .. l stress t:Cu·'. t j_ t rc=m off 
lnto doubtful exeges:Ls and into 
theoloc;ical and meta~)hysical 
inter:pretations. TI1us the doctrine 
became ::_;rominent, and while thus 
practically held, it was true and 
r'undamen tc=;,l. The c:tt tempt to i ve j_ t 
a theoretical standinG was rather 
confusing than otherwise. 'rhe 
NUl U_ tudinous experiences of joy, and 
even of emotional exc:L tement, vrere 

thered up in to the doctrine; and 
1 these vJere c:wce~;ted as t!1e vri tness 

of the Spirit, becP.use that wn~s the 
v:my in which Y!e regc;rd.ecl the mP.tter. 
lTovradays Hore dj_scrir:linaU.on is 
needed; but the essential contention 
of the fnthers must never be lost . 
ci sh t of, th::;t rel i on j_ s the iclPal 
reli ous trainins and development, 
and t.~:1e.t this TH~rson::~l life must' 

125. 



justify i tf.; elf a.s true a.ncl di vinf; ni thin 
thA consciousness of the d.i sci nl e him
sA1f11. 

F. Conclusion of Cha~ter. 

The Chri~>tiFn li:Ce is not a br:,,rren intellectual 

assent to theolo c;i ce:tl ~Jro}!o st tion:::;. 
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the.t certain types of intellectuals shr;:,ll e it so. 

The Pharisaisn of this age is just as wicked as 

that of Jesus' clay. H. S. 'J'2lhot (l) says,-

11 H.e (Jesu::;) found theot with the 
muss of His fellow colmtr;ymen belief 
in God was often no more than c:m 
'"'ssum~)tion that justified traclitional 
observance and conduct". 

The ~rofession of a creed does not make one a 

true uorshiper of God. It is necessary for one to 

knovr y.rltat he believes c:·.nd why, but t~1.ere r,mst be e. 

nillingness to obey the God in vrhom he nrofesGes to 

believe. We test belief by the life which flows 

out of it. 

Theobgy is the bnlance ·wheel of Christianity. 

It ::;rovides on the one hand ae;Fdnst a too great 

em}!ha.sis U')On the exterm::,ls, the institutions, the 

emotiona.lism. Religion is D. quest after Uod. The 

~.r i· ( l \ l'> o , e , __ 1 H. S. Talbot in 11 Fov.nde:;_ tions 11 ·by Seven 
Oxford Scholars P. 20. Ed. B. H. Streeter. 



Christi<:m life is the exnression of the extent to 

vrhich one has e:~/cte.inecl this object. An intellectual 

element is involved. The Prophet (l) of old makes 

(}od S<.:J.y n Come, novr, <::mel let us reason to ther 11 , 

IBaiah 1:18. 

~rll is cl1r;.p t e r l1c. s ·be er1 d~ e B~l i r1e: vT i tl1. the q_tl c s t ion 

of the relation of an intellectual aonreciation of 

relicion and the Christien life of e belj_ever. 

It is recognized the:1.t Christianj_ty is a life c:md 

not.merely a theory. It hc:1.s a theory which must 

work itself out in conduct. However, it is true 

thgt the theories we hold about God and the universe 

1 .. ~ 
_lie of beli evcc;rs. It is recognized that the 

Christian life is nore thEm the ·profes;::;ion of H 

creed. It is t ed th<:'.t th(-:0 

and has not always been as fruitful as it should be. 

It is the con ten U.on, ever, thr-.t theoJO[';Y is an 

e:dd in leading to a better c.t;:u·c:-,cter, the:1.t it is 

vi tal, necessc.u·y and incUspensible. Tl1.eoloc·y iB the 

hnncl:maid of relic;ion £1.ncl the relit;ions life. 

Hote (l) 

127. 
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• 

CH.AJ'TJETl VI I. SUJ AJTD CO:iWLUSIOK 

lCtes i tsel:f ll'JOD its scientific spirit 

tient -rri th c:mything thc:d~ cloeB not eal 

to the intellect. JTivcry form 

sui:Jjectecl to the minute r:;crutin,y of petient invc-;sti-

It VTC.LB inevi le thst reli on should also 

be thrown into the crucible. ere [LC:S developed 

<:t grovring impatience vri th crec~ds Lmcl do , vri th the 

dissecting >:rork of the theolociP"n. In certe.in circles 

the ri t of ncn to think theologice-lly he.s bu-;n 

questioned. j_ s ti1.c sis i ::; tl.n irtves ti ·don of 

this qroblera. ':Vho.t is the re1D.t:Lon bet17een religion 

and theology Droper. 

It vrc.s diBcover 

of investi tion B~S too bro <c.nd. ti1::,t its scope 

needed to be narrowed. _is was done by limiting it 

to a single great doctrine holding titat if the right 

to theologize in this field vias justified it was 

justified in all. T'nis center is in the doctrine of 

God. Even here it ·w;:,s founcl neces f:JC:1l'Y to me:'.ke an

other l:i.mi ta tion and confine t1e irnJC:;stif.::C.'l_tion to 

the Christian doctrine of God. 

Relicion ~~s found to be the 1·es:::io11 of 8~ 



vit2l and conscious relation of the j_r j_ t of mr:Ln 

to the Etern~l SJirit, God. s relotion is mediate 

through c: direct r:·.lJ.LJrehension of God. It is c:d.so a 

T)ersonn.l r tione 

religion sho'lrini::: 

'] 
-·-0 is the nore or less 

Christian religion and Christian lo nre that 

reli on nncl r:.t theolo vrhi cf:t h<:.'.Ve C:\t their center 

tltc · :?cJ~Sol1 o:r Cl1rist. 

_,_. 
E:~S L.1-

tion of thio re tionship be eon reli on and 

eolo t of the dG:.tr: .• Is tnere c:. s1r£'/icient 

body of t:. lFJOn YJh:l ch '-' thco J.o can be based? Of 

130. 

?sc+s to +}JE•olnal·~c - L_, -J t. J " Ll- · " ...- ~ t.; ....... c; 

It is not necessary 

of kno~lcdge but it is sufficient 

to n.cce:pt ;::, common- sense theory. 

was discovered that there ~as a sufficient body of 

'· 
facts. All facts are reli ous facts. 

in natur·r:;, tn c scri)turcs, in Jesus Christ, in the 



e<:1Tly clnn~ch, in the crPeds Pond confcsBions of the 

church. Other rcli ow:; 

nust be considered. erience is e Vcd.id ~~round 

The next Drob1en rrhich r on 

v.rns ns to whether these fc-ccts CO"l'ld be s ten2.ti?.ed 

into a theolo It ,,,,, s cl.i scovercd thct the r,-lind of 

Im·:n does not c::nd cc::.n:not rest content with unreJ.2.tecl' 

:frtets. ere is science in o er fields of learnin~ 

•c/l1y not in reJ.ir on for ti~tc'; r:linc1. th<=d~. comes to 

relieion is no dif~erent than it is in the study of 

T>1e :reli ous lll<m is rwc3.e U) oi' heert e.nd intellect 

of the )O':.rer of the nine~ to rt:la.te or in i~fTIJret the 

foct~- that come to hir1, 'becC:uu:;e of the:; fact that he 

cloes in fact thus e:;--::ercise his mj_r"-cl, 0.nd l~ccm1se of 

the fc:ct thr:t he is practicr;J_ incc:trw.blc of c1_o ing 

o then-rise the at t t to arrive at a systematic 

It Tias discovered thnt usin~ Christ center 8 .. 11 

ej_ e:e c: n vine; tw truth rectly or PS corroborative. 



1.32. 

God is. He is ~ersonal spirit, holy, just, merciful 

and lovinr:;. is th~ ethical-and moral governor of 

the universe, conclermin;,· sin c:mcl <":ni tent sinners 

but showine; ncrcy to thoBe vrno turn to Hirn. He is 

the savtcn1r of m<.mkh1cl. 

Now comes a very )ractic2l cuestion, Does this 

systematic nresentation of the facts of reJ.igion add 

to its apnreciation? Since this is a scientific age 

anc1 m.en C'.re c<:U3 tin:~ their thinkin1 in systems, religion 

must do likevJi:::,e or it vrill be left ant of consider-

ation. hen are 9rofoundly interested in religious 

ouestions as is evidenced by nruch of the current 

secule.r lj_ terature. TJ:1ey are P.sking why and ·where-

ftre interested in ::u:;kin£~ \'rhy Ell the sufferine; in 

the vrorld j_f there is a good God in lu=::aven. The 

church cannot ignore such a challenge. She must e;ive 

e~ l~easoned answer. But thea logy is not the 1:1a.s ter of 

religion. It i s the s e rv <:'n t . 'l'here o~re other vi tal 

-oersonal exoertence of the Chrj_sticm ancl. the church 
-" -

have their Dlace. nevertheless, theology is a very 

drive the one thinking the problems of religion 
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through carefully, back to a eater and fuller 

eppreciation of the vitality back of the facts. 

The last question to be investiGated is the 

relation bet~een a systematic a reciation of religion 

and the Christi;:m J.j_fe. The Christi<:m life is not a 

barren intellectual assent to theolo cal propositions. 

li<:my have m::~de j_t so. T1H.Te has not C:'~lvmys been that 

corres:::)QndencE: between correct bel:Lef <:mel the hc~bi ts 

of life thc-"t t:!1ere our::ht to be. EevertheJess the 

thinking of the mind does affect the life. ~As a 

rnan thinketh in his heurt so j_s hea is f;till trv.e. 

It is no valid objection to theology thr)~t it h8"S 

sometimes been unfruitful, often abused and mis-

2~]2_)1 i ed. There E:.re other Edds to correct Christian 

1 j_f e, oHonc the chief of 

of God. -Theology is the ba1c:mce 1vheel of Christicmi ty 

TJreventing a too e:reo t em::_:Jhasis upon the externals of 

the religious life uoon Ute one hand, e.nd upon the 

emotion;:~l element on the other. Christicmity i~; a 

life c;ncl not cL mere theory. J3ut it h<:'S theory in it. 

Theories he.vc affected. the lives of men. Thf;oloc;y 

is an aiel among others leading to a life nore in 

conforait:v':.-rith tlte will of nod. Theo1o is <:m 



aid leading to better character. 

neces sc:,ry and indispensi ble. Theola e:Y is the he..nd-

mn.id of religion and the religious liff; e .. nd exists 

only for the cnu-rJose of makinr/ these vit8,l. In other 

words, theolucy does not exist as an end in itself 

r-:.nd raust not arToe:;e:.te to itself the chief :c_:llP.cc. A 

just foT the sake of the knovrl.edge j_tself. This 

would in no res:pect ch<ulge the knmnledge vrhich he 

att2.ined. Very fE-:vr persons would do thj_s .i:wvrever. 

They wov.lci have sol!le J)rr:,cticc;.l end in view. But to 

be real the study and undcrstc:mding of theology can 

not thus be divorced from life. It cc:mnot be merely 

an intellectual exercise. Theology j_s to relie;ion as 

Plato to Socrates or botany to the study of :;)lents. 

As long as it remains subordinate it is to be studied 

and given due honor. However, it has not always 

done this. It has often excf,ec1ecl its authority. When 

it does this it is to be cond.enmecl c:md relegated to 

its proper s:phere. 

Conclusion. 

1. 'l'herc is a suff i ci en t body of de. tEt to justify 

the attempt to form a Theology. 



2. The mind of man ce.nnot rest ~::;atisfied with 

religious fo,cts alone out must relate them 

the one to the other. 

discove:red in Christi<:mity c2.n be systematized. 

4. Such a stematizecl nresent<ction of the fe.cts· 

of rel ion does c:ccld to the c:;.~l[H'eci:=t tion of 

religion. 

5. Such a systematic t:L:)precic::tion of religion does 

affect the life of men. 

6. Theology is <:m aid to relie;ion e.nd not its 

mD.ster. It is the hancl-m<-dd of religion. 
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7. erefore, 1:1811 are justified in thinking theologic-

ally. They are justified in ftSldng that every 

religious fact be made to find its proper place 

in relation to other f2.cts c;:nc1. that men hc:we g 

reason for the faith that ic in them. 
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