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C FfAPf.IllR I • 

INTRODOOT!Olt. 

A. THE IMPORTAJ.fCE OF THE PRESENT STODY,.:. 

The importance of the man, HOrace BusJJ,nell, in the 

religious thought and life of America or the world ha.a been 

touched upon by some historians and 'wri tera in the field o:t 

theology. Much more, however, has been given to the world by 

this man than has been recognized t~us far. 

Very little need be said in tbe present s tad¥ about· his 

life. Several good biogra.phie a have been written a. bout him, 

· and reference for deta.i led information about .the man is made ·to 

Jfa.ry Bushnell Cheney's "Life and Letters of Horace Bushnell" 

and Theodore T. l[urJ4ter's "Horace Bushnell: Preacher and Theo~ · · 

logian." The present study concerns itself with the man's 

great contributions to religious thought. 

It generally. is ·suggested. that ·Horace Bushnell's great 

contribution is his "Christian Nurture" and his bo oka on th,e work 

and person of·Christ. The present study is not intende.d to be

little the importance of his work in these fields. His· ".Christian 
. . 

Nurt urett a hould be a. text-book in every home, and his views on 

the work and person of Christ rapidly are attaining high eminence 

in the religious thought of the world. George Albert Coje has 

said, (1) "If it were necessary to give a date to mark the tran

sition to the modern conception of Christian training, we could 

·not do better than to name the year, 1847, which saw the first 

(l)t' The Religion of the Jlature Mind," p. 305 
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issue of Horace Bushnell's "Christian Nurture. 11 His "The child 

is to grow up a Christian and never know himself as being other-

wise" is an application to religious trainit)£ of the notion 

of returning to nature out of which spring the kindergarten 

and, in fact, the whole modern movement. It is a declaration 

of freedom f_rem all those mechanical concept ions which looked 

upon the child as clay waitin£ to be molded rather than as a 

life demanding to grow. Bushnell really grasped the idea that 

the central fact and aim of education is development of a living 

organism~" 

In a class lecture in Jlansfield College, Oxfo:xd, England, 

February 6 1 .1931 1 P:rincipal Selbie suggested that Horace Bush

nell's "Christian Nu.rture• was the best of ita kind and has as 

much. psychology in it as some of the m()s t popular educat iona.l 

books .o:f' today. Dr• Selbie continued by saying that Horace 

Bushrl.ell was the greatest theologian that .A.:me rica has produced. 

t1Jttnatha.."1 EP.wa.rds. he stated, was just a.n echo of Locke and 

others, "(2) .but Bushnell was original in his thinking. s. T. 
' ', 

Coleridge's '*Aids to Reflections" may lla.ve given Dr. Bushnell 

suggestions for his line of thought buf, in detail and appli

cation• he was a pioneer. It may be true that Ritsch.l had 

similar views, but he was just beginning to preach his view 

(3) when Bushnell was writing and Bushnell did not read German. 

Also, Dr. Bushnell's views on the person of Christ are divergent 

from the other two writers. 

(2)G. P. Fisher, "History of Christian Doctrine, Period Five," 
Chapter 2, p. 397 

(3fAmerican Jouraal of Theology," Vol. 6, 1902, p. 35 
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Principal Wheeler Robinson, Parks Regent College, London, 

England, was heard to give expression to similar o:pini.ons about 

Horace Bushnell, arid it truthfully can be said that Bushnell 

did for America. wba t Coleridge did for Englaz1d and Schle ~~acher 

did for Germany. ( 4) Coleridge tried to save 'the English church. 
. . ..•. a;..·. . . . './ 

from. the death of formalism; s:chlfit~oher desi~ed to save the . 

Ger:rnan church from rationalism, a.nd.'~ushnell sought to rescue 

the New England church from a. fusion,of both. 

Theodore T. Mungerts sta.te~netit. {5) "Nearly every under

taking .of Bushnell in theology Wets,an effort to escape some sort 

of restrioti on," gives e~;~pecial im.p·ortanc.e to the present study.., 

The intellectual atmosphere in New England was filled with dif-
. ~ . 

ferent views on the. theory Of freedom, and something on this 

subject is found in most o'f' .Bushnell's writings. As a. b<?Y• he 

would hear his.father.protest against views on :predestination 
. . 

and total depravity, (6) and it was life in such an atmosphere 

which ·laid the foundation for his reaction to the bounds of 

formal re1iaion.o soon he took issue .. vJith ~~b.natban Edwardd$ 

speculative theol()gy on the subject of determinism. Dr. Bush

nell broke away from dead. dogmas and dealt w:i.tb. living realities 

in his reliitious thinking. He emphasized religion of the heart 

rather than of the mind. ~r~ema.tha:n Edwards,and his views guided 

the thought of the day1 _.ci (7) held that the in·ward light in 

(4} w. :Burgcraf:fJ "The Rise and Development of Liberal Theology 
. . •. in Ainerica, 11 p•132 .. 

{5) "Horace :Bushnt:t11: acher and Theologian. 11 .P• 101 · · 
(6)''Ibid' p. 8 and Charles H. Brown's article, "Horace ],3ushnell -

A Great l(a.n, n Yale Divinity Uews 
· (7) • Burg~&ff, "The Rise and Develoyment of Liberal Theology 

· · .. in America, 11 p. 110 



man was from God, a peculiar gift to the soul, while Bus.hnell 

suggested that the Gosp.~l came not by W8fi of logic nor reason 

but rather by "an aesthetic talent, namely, the talentof love, 

or a sensibility exa,lt.ed and purified. 11 

Dr. Busrmell speaks of the Ctospel as a gift of the imag-

ina. ti on.. . ( 8) He holder t freedom is pos8i ble only in· the 

real.'ll .of love. JaL:natha.n Edv;ards, on the other band~ speaks 

of.liberty or freedom as (9) ~'the power, opportunity, or advan

tage· that any one has .to do as he pleanes, or conducting, in any 

respect, according to .his pleasure; Vli thout considering how 

pleasure ·comes to be as it :is • 11 In this respect, it is evident 

that Horace Bushnell has made a definite contribution to the ' 

subject .of freedom. 

After speaking about Bushnell's early life,. Theodore T. 

Vunger (10) quotes a s,ta.tement in which Bushnell, re;ferr ing 

tothe.discipline in. home life, reveals the theory of free-

do-. based upon discipline and respect for truth.. In a letter 

addressed to His Holiness, Pope Gregory t sixteenth, ( 11) Dr. 

Bushnell· asked for a religious liberty which renounced force 

and slavery as. a part of religion. He was a opposed. to 

slavery in any form and wrote several. articles against it. 

The receding wave of French liberalism had somehow 

gotten hold of Dr. Bushnell, and old theology and philosophy 

of ·day did not 

(8) •'God in Christn,' .p. 
(9) n edom of 
{ 10 )T. T .Munger, nHo 
(ll)UPulpit nt. 

fy him. Anything that had a suggestion 

r olo 



of reztriction or fore~ in it was resent • \':ant a. living 

·faith and .a vital and therefore lt obli to .Preach 

the old gQspel in ic&l in theoretical terms. 

He disliked externalization of religion. Religion had to be a 

natural, nonnal experience within man. It. vve.s this feeling 

that gave .rise to t1C.hristian Nurture" and to nNature and 

nat 1 as to moE~ t of his other works. His " tian 

J:1urture" deals with life as it is and must lived in a social 

rld, and his "l~ature and Supernatural" is an attempt to ex.pliiin 

God's relation to man and nature in tical terms. He took 

·man from the realm of the machine, from t realm of the na.tu:~:·al 

and from the laws of cause and effect raaking him a supernatural 

power, with ;f'reedo!ll Q!' will and crea.ti ve energy. , tl says 

Theodore JJ:unger, { 12) "was the a.nnouncer:1en t that the 

ting from the lips of faith." The long debate over the will 

had come to a practical end, a.rrl consciousness ll'Jas left free 

to assert its freedom, :no longer entangled in theories of mo

tives and natura,l ca.u:aation. On the other hand, literature, 

political freedom and evolution had forced thought up. to a. 

point ll'Jhere a. new definitionof man was required; he muf'!t be 

relegated to the play of natm·al laws, a ttring "':ith things• or 

lifted into the··· divine order with God. The incarnation had 

come to the front and stood ready to be accepted or denied. It 

could be realized and fulfilled only under a conception of man 

that should ally him th God; that is, t defined as 

supernatural. This is work attempted by· hnell. It will 

(12) nHorace :Busrmell: P:reacher and Theola an,n p. 396 
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not be claimed that he compassed man's nature e.nd fixed his 

place in this still nzysttqrfous world, nor even that he defended 

his great theoia on wholly defeilsible grounds; but he enunci-

ated a conception of man, and inferentially of miracles, imper

needed to save faith from lapsing into Deism, and from 

longer deferred realization of the incarnation.-n 

Others agree with !.tunger in this great contribution 

so well fltated. ThiEl spiritual view of man v'Vith creative 11-

power can be accepted both by faith and reason. It delivers 

man from the evanescence of the material worl<i by giving him 

a place in the eternal order of God's will. This was a change 

needed, and: it is important to .remer:1ber that Horace hnell 

accomplishe<i it wlthout even creating a "cb.ism in Nev£ England 

theology-. It is true that he vvas opposed by some, for a time, 

but gradtia.lly the value of his oontri1n.l.tion was appreciated. 

In fact, he b:J::dke raore with method than with material. 

The im};lortance of the present .s tu,dy has thus been 

a k:etched. This eecti on can best be concluded with T. T. l[uns;er 1 s 
','.' 

statement: (13).,It vdll be said ot him (H .. Bushnell) as Ifu.rnack 

has said of Luther: 'He liberated the natural life and the 

natural ord~r' of things.'" 

B. PURPOSE 0~ PRESEln ST'QDY. 

The very fact that the present otudy holds tha.t m~ work 

of Hora.oe Bushnell in the field of freedom is of such great 

imi'ort&ice tQ progressive religious thought in America, _should 

suggest the primary purpoc e of this writing. The .organization 

(13) t1Horace .:Bushnell: Preacher and Theologian!" P• 414 
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in cystel1latic order of Dr. Bushnell's 1naterial on the subject 

in hand. is the first purpose. It is true that hio book, "J:.Tature 

and Supernatural," contains a general view of freedom, but there 

is so much upon this subj eat in other of his \Vri tings tba. t it 

should. be co-related. All references to .the subject will be 

collected and compared and t hue organized into a systemt:tt ic 

whole. 

A second purpose is to attempt to show where~n Dr. Bush

nell•s expressions on the subject of freedom are definite con

tributions to progressive religious thought in America. To do 

this, it will be necessary to review the material on this vi tal 

subject.from,the beginning of American history, and, in a. sense, 

the history of the study of freedom. Comparisons of viel'IS will 

be made and ~ndurin~ values estimated. 

A third purpose might be stated in the form of a plea. 

that. Bushnell's views on freedom receive their due place in 

modern re.Jigious thought. ;J{1tlnathan Edwards 'b..as too long 

occupied first place in American theological opinion. At 

least, m~1y books have been written concerning his theory of 

freedom, while little has been penned to credit Bushnell's 

views~ At the time of this writing. information is received 

that Ralph o. Harpole has submitted in manuscript form .• for a 
Ph.D. degree at Yale University, a thesis on nThe Development 

of the Doc1rine of Atonement in American Thought from S~Gilmatba.n 

Edwards to Horace Bushnell. tl How ever, no attempt to evaluate 

his theory of freedom has been made. While it may be true 
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tr.J.at Dr .. Bushnell has been severely criticised for his most 

important work in this field, namely 1 his "Uatll.re and the Super-

natural," it must be remembered that no less an authority in 

the field of th~?.ology tban Dr. Charles Hodge says tlla.t it (14) 

"is quite the most able a~d valuable of Dr. Busrmell's works 

on theology.u Surely if Dr. Hodge is right in his estirration 

of the book mentioned, then the purpose of the present study 

is justified. 

French liberalism abroad and dogmatic Edwardsism at 

. home gave rise to a need for a more practical theory of freedom. 

It· i.s held by .the present study that Dr. Bushnell met this need 

and that .his contributione to this field of thought demand 

deeper consideration. 

. . 

C. MODE OF PROCEDURE FOR PRESinlT STUDY. 

Havi~ alre,ady given space to a discussion of the importance 

and purpose of the present study, tr.ds section will deal briefly 

v.ri th the plan of procedure that will be iu~ed in the body and 

. conclusion. 

Horace Bushnell's keen conception of God and His relation

ship to man and things, to the world as it is and to the world 

as it should be, gives place in the first chapter for a study of 
.. 

the theory of freedom as related to God. Omnipotence, Fore-

knowledge, and Foreordination will be treated in connection with 

God's nature and method. In each case, it will be shown that, 

according to Dr. Bushnell, God is free to do only such things 

as His nature and method allow. 

,(l4)"Princeton Review,"1859, p. 153 
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Dr. Bushnell's book, "God in Christ,n naturally gives 

place for a oecond chapter of a treat.ri:l;nt on the theory of 

freedom as related to Christ. In this chapter, it wi 11 be 

shown that, as God was .limited by His nature and method, so, 

too, Christ .is limited by His nature aud method, as well as by 

His mission. 

A third chapter will deal with the theory of freedom as 

related to man. Man will be treated as a personal being, a. 

moral bein§l and a. social being. l!an will be considered as a 

·.supernatural power, in each ease; who is t'ree only when he lives 

in the realm of love a.nd makes his freedom C-od's will. 

!he last sectiort of the preceding c'hap.ter and the book on 

ttChristia.n Nurturett express a. need for a chapter on the theory of 

freedom a.s related to society. This chapter will view mari's 

fr.eedom in relation to nurture, environment and government. Soci• 

ety limits man, and man limits. society, and it wi 11 be shown that 

even a supernat\U:'al social power is not free in all actions. 

The books • "lrature and Supernatural, as Together Consti-

t ut ing. tb,:e One System of God," and "lloral Uses of Dark Things," 

.·contain so much valua.ble rraterial on the relationship of God 

and man to nature that it is deemed YJise to add a chapter to tbe 

present study on the theory of freedom as related to nature. 

This will be a. short chapter dealing with the laws, influences 

and works of nature and their effect upon the freedom of nature, 

man and God. 

The final chapter will be entitled, "Conclusion,'* and 

will attempt to show, under the headings~ "&.lggestions,"'Criticisms" 
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person is a conscious being, an agent or intelligent self-act.ive 

force • exactly what our consciousness conceives to be included 

in itse1f. But the moment we begin to recite the inventory of 
. . . ' 

our consciousness, we find that almost every article in it is 

in such a type of measure and mode that we cannot refer it 'D 

God. at all. ·.Thus, a person or agent as we conceive the term,. 

drawing on our ovm consciousness, wills, putting forth success..: 

ively new determinations of will, without wh:i.chne.w determina

tions, personality is null, a.nd no agency at ali.· ~ut God 

never does that; his determinations a.r.e all passed even from 

eternity. So a person thinks, or· ha.s successions of thought 

coming in, as it were, in file, one after another, God never 

thinks · in any s uch sense, as all his acts are done; so all his 

thou~hts are present contemporaneousl)~ from etemi ty. n 

At another time, Dr. Bushnell says tr..at {16) nGod is 

expressed but .not measured by His works; least of all, by the 

substances and laws included under the general term, 'Nature'. n 

Referring to the apostle's v1ords; nFor in Him all things con

sist," he h~ds that tate word, •cons ist," {1 '1) means "standing 

togefher» and with such a meaning gives expression to the essen

tial and the highest conception of system. In t.hese words 

is expressed the only true system of God, and they are the 

basis of his view of the "Nature and Supernatural as Together 

Constituting the One System of God"(18). The supernatural 

includes all beings which are called powers that can originate 

new trains of effects. The other class are called things and 

{
16~ »Nature and Supernatural", p. 42 

.
1
1

7
8

. "Ibid•" p. 58 
"Ibid,''p. 59 
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refer to such as can only propagate effects under certain laws. 

At the head of the cla.ss called powers is God, as Lord of Hosts, 

and Creator of all Creation. God is the all-originating power 

and first cause, "having round Him innumerable orders of intel

ligence which, though caused to exist by Him, are as truly fix$t 

causes in their action as He; - starting all their trains of 

consequences in the same manner." 

The preceding quotations give a suggestion of what :Q:r. 

Bushnell's line of thought wi 11 be like. God is not a person in 

any natural sense, but He is the first cause in a supernatural 

sense. The word supernatural is ~lmost synonymous with the word 

s.piritual. Having other first causes 'round Him!,_is a. new ex

pression and gives rise to a study of: 

A. GOD AND OlnTIPOTJ:U1CE AS ·BELATED TO FREEDOM 

The words, (19) "The sovereignty of God has always a 

relation to n:eans, and we are not authorized to think of it, 

in anY case, as. separated from means, "are a very fitting theme 

for this section. They irnrredia.tely suggest that mvereignty 
.. "" 

does not assure absolute freedom. In his "Christ and His Sal-

vation" (20), l>r. Bushnell puts a similar thought thus: •• In 

His moral power, God works, not by what He wills, but by what 

He is •" 

I. zreedom as ReJated to God's Nature in Omni~otence 

Again and again, in his text-book on the subject of 

freedom, this analytical writer tries to bring out the fact 

(1.9) "Christian Nurture," p. 29 
{2·~ · p. 151 
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tha. t God is limited by what He is. (2ill.) To a. certain extent, 

God's nature will be a. law to His action, even as ours is'a. 

necessary law to us." He continues by suggesting tha. t the 

law moral .is as completely sovereign over God as it is over 

man. His own w.o rds speak bee .t for thems el vee here: . (22) "It. 

is the eternal, necessary la.w of right or of' love; a law that 

He acknowledges vd. th a ready and full assent forever; t bat 

which determ.ine.s the immutable order, and purity, and glory of 

His character. ---Koral law then, by the free c.onsent of Go ... 

shapes the divine character, and so the character and ends of 

His government.• ·In view of the fact that God is a. morally 

perfect being, m4)r&J. perfection or holiness will have to be the 
' . . 

end· o:t His being• creation, and govermnent. As Dr. Bushnell 

suggests, to value perfection or holiness merely as a means 

to some ell.d, such as b&ppiness, would only make perfection or holi-. 

ness or less value, rating it as a. convenience. Such a thing 

could hardly be imagined in the character of a holy being. A 

truly holy being must be holy for the sake of holiness, and, there

fore, a holy God is Il.Ot free to be unholy. A perfect God must 

' "'· be perfect in all His ways; therefore, be cannot be imperfect. 

(23) "Here, then is what we mean by affirming that all God's 

supernatural acts, providences, and works, su:perna.tural though 

they be, will yet be dispensed in all cases by i~nutable, uni-

versal, and fixed laws .• 

And so one might continue to quote from Dr •. Bushnell's 

writings in a.n attempt to show that God's freedom is definitely 

f
21} "N. ature and Supernatural," P• 203 
22 "Nature and Supernatural," P• .203 
23 · " Ibid," p. 203 
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affected by His holy and perfect person. Being what He is makes 

it necessary- for Him to do what He does. His end is always the 

sa.me. and being perfect even obligates suffering. (24) 

God's moral sense of· perfection makes Him. feel pain or 

suffer in the presence of everything that is not perfect. .To 

· lo.ok upon the imperfect as ~rely a disgusting thing is not 

possib;te of a perfect being. In accord with Biblical literature, 

' and verified. by man's conception of Him, God is displeased with 

everything that is imperfect, and displeasure - according to 

modern psychology ... suggests pa.in or suff'erillf?;. God loathes 

impurity, and to loathe is to know pain. God hates unrighteous

ness, and for God to l'B.te is to suffer. And so Dr. Bushnell con

tinues to refer to God's long-suffering patience, compassion, pity. 

and sympathy a.s necessary .reasons for His suffering. Suffering 

in a moral sense fs the greatest and most real agony in the 

world. 

Turning .to the text, "God is love," Dr. Bushnell speaks 

as follows: (25) nAs certainly as .. God is love, the burdens of 

love must be upon Him•. He _must bear the lot of his ene.mies, - ~· 

and even the wrongs of his enemies. In pity, in patience, in 

sacrifice, in all kinds of holy concern, be must take them on 

his heart, and be afflicted for them as well as by them. In his 

· greatnes~, there is.no bar to this kind of suffering; he will 

suffer because be· is great, and be g.reat because he suffers. n 

lbch could be said with reference to God's freedom as 

related to Himself as Love. The divine in humanit.Y seems to 

verif'y 1tha.t Dr. Bushnell has jwt said and to make it seem 

"Vicarious sa.crifi ce, n p .224 
"Vicarious Sacrifice," p. 22& 



unnecessary to attentpt to show tba. t love for any one. does make 

it necessary for one to suffer when that loved person abuses 

one's love or that which is loved. If that principle holds 

true in the life of a. rea.l mother, how much more must it hold 

true i.n the life of a God who is said to be love? Love is 

vicarious in itself, and it is impossible .to think of the term 

without associating it with suffering in one form or another. 

"God is love," therefore, He must suffer. DlrJ Buslmell 's con

tribution· on this theme is not new in material, but rather in 

method. (26) 

In speaking of the necessary, everlastiD&t am ideal -

not gpvernmental- law of Right as being before God's will, as 

a simple thought,· Dr. :BWJhnell holds (27) tl:D.t merely to think 

such a law of. right is to be in everlasting, necessary,obliga

tion to it. ·.Not that God is unier a command or penalty .to 

obey s~ch a law. He HimSelf is the only being then, and the 

source of all the forces that are to be. But merely for God. 
. ' . . 

· to think rightly made His whole nature answer to it in a sublime. 

self-prompted allegiance. To the question, "Is there anything 
~. 

that God will certainly undertake?"; Dr. Bushnell makes answer: 

{28) "His infinite righteousness coxita.ins the answer; for by 

that be is everlastingly fastened, inprofoundeet homage, to 

the law, and about as certainly to the. well-being of all moral. 

natures related, with Himself, to the law.n 

The law of Right, therefore, D.kes it necessary :for God 

to act along definite lines and to be what He' is. A righteous 

1
26~ "V.icarious Sacrifice", p. 226 
27 " Ibid;' p. 235 
28 II Ibid ,t! p. 243 
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God must be right, and righteousness must have a place in His 

system of government. God is right because He is righteous, 

and it is impossible for Kim to be wrong or to sd:P• (29l The 

fact. of sin in the world bas nothing to do .with God's omnipo;;. 

tence. (30) He is omnipotent only with what He is and with 

what He ha.s instituted. Dr. Bushnell clearly states that God 

does not dee ire sin• and, 'Wben it takes :Pla.ee, it is· against 

every attrib.ute of "liis infinitely benef'1cent and pure char

acter."· (31) At another time, he says: (32) ":N'or, if we speak 

of si:n a.s. permitted in this view of God, will it be anY other

wise permitted, t~: as :a6&;, befna,~prevented. e.ither by the non-· 

creation, or by the uncreating of the race.• 

Thus far, it his been shown that God's holiness, goodness 

and righteousness make it necessary for Him to be holy, good 

and. right; and to rule. o]! govern in accord with holiness, good.;, 

ness and righteousness. That this view or God is not necessar

ily a contrib~tion to progressive religious thought in America 

is admitted. :Even at the time of Thomas Hooker (1586-1647), 

who said, (~3) rt1'he beiDg of God is a kind of law to His working, n 

men believed that God's nature did limit His actions. It is 

held; however, that Dr. Bushnell's view of God as the highest 

supernatural being, in the division of His system of government 

called powers, is a very worthy contribution to progressive· 

religious thought in America. Such men as L. W. Grensted (34), 

F. H. Foster (35), and • :Surggraff (36) hold that Dr. :Suslmel:J. 

took another great step in religious thought in his work on the 

(29) "Nature and Supe rnatural•, p .p .182, 213D; (30f,rbid: pp. 74 
ff, 12lff; (3l)'Ibid, 11 p. 74; (32)'t"bid,"p .. 75; (33} "Ecclesiastical 
Polity,• Vol.l, p. 72· (34}Short History of the Doctr~ine of. the 
Atonement,t'p.339ff.; (351A Genetio History of th~ New England The-. . 
olo~ (36 )."The Rise and Development of Liberal Theology in America.'! 
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atonement. It is in his books on this sub3ect that he deals 

with God's freedom as related to His nature in a. new way. The 

purpose of his "God in Christtt was to show tha. t God is Christ 

and that Christ is God. ·The theme of his "Vicarious Sacrifice" 

brin~s clearly to one's Vision that (37) "such a. God in love, 

must be such a. Saviour in suffering.--·He could not well be other 

or less.tt The word"rnust" is .used again and again with reference 

to God 'a .wox-k as related to His nature;. ani the purpose of this 

section is to show tb.a. t God is not freE:t to do wba t He may be 

able t41 do, as far as pow:er is coneerned1beca.t.ae of His nature. 

This is a limitation on God's freedom which He has placed upon 

Himself. 

II• Freedom as Related to God ~s Jlethod in Omni2ot~nct!_ 

That God. as a.ri., o~ipotent God can do a.nythill£ that He 

or we may imagine is gran ted ( 38) • It is held, .however, that 

God,· as the First Cause, Creator and Governor of the universe, 

has limited Himself - if it be right to speak of God with limi-. 

ta.tions - by making men powers or beings that are able to orig

inate new_;J•rains of effects; by placing nature, that io thin,gs, 

under certain fixed laws. "Omnipotence," says Dr. Bushnell {39) 

"is force, and nothing in the nature of force is applicable to 

the immediate direction or determination of powers.~ The 

writer admits that force m~ affect the means, influences and 

motivesponnected with choice; but be maintains that the will, 

the man himself a.s a power, can only be managed in a. moral way. 

God ma.de men thus, and man is at liberty to obey or to refuse 

to obey God. In this way, God has limited Himself in His control 

(37) "Vicarious Sacrifice," p. 4?; (38J*Forgivenees and Law~ p.79; 
and "Nature and Supernatural," p. lQ.; (39)t Ibid]' :p. 65 ·· 
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over man. Dr. :Bushnell does not set a limit on omnipotence. 

He merely holds tba.t omnipotence as a force· is not applicable 

to a power which is capable of character and responsibility, 

and is clear of all causation and acts by its own impetus. God 

a& an omnipotent force can do everything, and the view presented 

by D;r. :BU.sllnell sets no· limi,ta.tion on the pow.er o! God. ··It only 

shows (40) "that the reasonof God's empire excludes, a.t a certain. 

point, the absolute dominion of force." 
. . . 

In a.nsw~r to the question as to why' God limited Himself 

by nta.king men <powers rather tban things • the author suggests that 

He preferred powers to things, and that He ].oves character. In 

other words, (41) God has deliberat.ely chosen to sovern man by 

a. system,. of truthi beauty, love, reason, want, fear and the like. 

fb.us He acts tlu'ough man's consent;. ha.ving nade him able to act 
. . 

aga,inst His will, and. capable of breaking allegiance, in order 

that allegiance nay have a. me~ing and ,glory when men choose it. 

Such a. sys.teni of moral government may influence God's innnediate 
.,'', 

acti 'on but it does not influence His eternal pl.up ose. 

~ing :made men moral bei~s or. powers God. baa made it 

impossible for Himself to prevent sin. Having given man the 

power of choice1 :Re gave him the power to choose the wrong as 

well u the rigb.t, and it was certain to God that ma.n·would not 

always choose the right. In fact, on the subject of sin, Dr. 

:Bushnell goes so far as: to give utterance to this statement: 

( 42) "And so, doubtless, everywhere, and in a 11 worlds, sin 

has it in its nature to organize, mount into the ascendant above 

(40)ttlfature and Supernatural,• p. 67; also. "Christ and. His Salva
tion;' p. 71 

(4l)•Nature and Superna.tural,•p. 68 
(42)•lla.ture and Supernatural," p. 99 



God and truth., and reip in a. kingdom opposite to GoQ.." 

The the9logia.n does not seem to suggest that all ev.ilor sin 

finds a. he a.~ in a. person known as Satan. He merely states that 

God's system or lll:; thod permits the powers of evil to organize 

and thus act in oppos ti on to Him. That God will be victorious in 

His eternal plan for the universe, even though He does not seem 

to be omnipotent in His present method with man, . is made clear 

in the following sentence: (43) rtNothing which He could have 

·done by omnipotence, no silent peace of com_tnlla ion, no uncon

senting- order o·r things, made fast by His absolute wil.i, could 

ba.ve given· .any such impression of His greatness and glory as 

this 1ooseningo f the possibility of evil, in the purpose finally 

tg turn it about by His counsel and transform it by His goodness 

and. patience.,. 

Enough has been said to show that Dr. Bushnell has given 

a. definite contribution to progressive religious thought in 

~rica. in his view of man as a. supernatural power, with a. will 

to choose zo obey or to disobey God,. and to or~ginate new trains 

of effects_,.... The doctrine of Calvinism as laid down by Dr. J'. 

Edwards and Dr. Williams (44) Im.de the will absolutely passive, 

clay in the potter•·s bands, and by so doing destroyed the will. 

Surely Dr. Edwards' theory of cause a.nd effect did not suggest 

any possibility of God's freedom being. affected by man's action, 

and Dr. Edwards' theory dominated .A.m3 ric an thought in the lBth 

century (45). That the theory of cause and effect will hold true 

in the re~~ of nature is granted• In different parts of his 

!43l ''Ibid," p. 101 ·. 
44 s. T. Coleridge, .. Aids to Reflection,n p •. 115 
45 W. Burggra.ff, nThe Rise and Development of Liberal Theology 

in America/• :pp.llO, 125 
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"lfature and Supernatural," he suggests that God has put nature under 

certain laws, and thus has limited Himself in his poW3r over nature. 

Others, prior to Dr. Bushnell, however, have made such suggestions, · 

and, in view of the fact that a later chapter of the present study 

deals with his views on ttFreedom. as Related to Nature," this sec-

tion of the present chapter comes to a close. 

III. Sumrtar.{ 

Thinking of God as the highest supernatural power in exist

ence, the first cause and eternal governor of the universe, it is. 

held that He is not omnipotent in the strictest sense of the word. 

He is lim:ited by His own nature which is holy, good and righteous, 
. . 

a.nd by the method He bas instituted for the governin{& of the uni• 

verse, which makes men powers able to obey and disobey Him and 

capable of originating new trains of effects. Even in the realm 

o.f nature, God has instituted certain laws whic~ restrict His: con.;.;. · 

trol over her actions. God bas thus limited Himself deliberately; 

and while He is very able to use force, and thus be omnipotent,· He 

prefers powers to things, and character to material• Sin is per

mitted because God's method permits the possibility and ma.n chooses 

to have it • (.' . 

Professor Noah's criticism (46) of Dr. Bushnell's view on 

God and sin hac been answered in this section, and will receive 

further consideration in the final chapter of the present study. 

B • .f!OD AliD FOIQ!P:OV,~J2.(!.E AS RELATED TO ,FREEDOM 

In int~redlJilina this section, let it be understood that 

Dt. :Bushnell believes that. there is no past, present or future 

(46)nThe New Englander of l866,"p. 250 



with God. God sees everything as a Whole. And yet in thinking 

of God's freedom as related to His foreknowledge, one is forced 

to apeak of God in human terms. In this connection, therefore, 

reference is made to Dr. Buslmell's address on language {47). 

A reading of this address nay help in an understandini of this 

section. 

I. Freedom as Related to G~~ Eat~re in Foreknowledge 

Continuing to think of God as the highest eternal super..; 

natural power, it is evident that what He foreknows He sees as 
' 

the thing that will or must ha.pperi. (48) "He is a. being, not 

who computes but who, by the eternal necessity evenof his nature, 

intuits everything. His foreknowledge does not depend on his 

will, or the ad.jus tmen t of moti vee to make us will thus or thus, 

but He foreknows everything first conditionally, in the world of 
l 

possibility, before he creates, or determines anything ~0 be, in 

the world of fact. Otherwise, all his purposes would be grounded 

. in ignorance, not in wisdom, and his knowledge would consist in 

following after his will, to learn what his will has blindly de .. 

termined.-- This is not the Scripture doctrine which grounds all 

the purposes of God in his wisdom; that is, in wba.t he perceives 

by h~s eternal intuitive foreknoWledge of vvhat is contained in 

all possible systems and combinations before creation--'whom he 

did foreknow, them he also did predestinate'--'eleot, according 

to the foreknowledge of God.' If, then, God foreknows, or in

tuitively knows, all that is in the possible system and the 

possible man, without calculation, he can have little difficulty 

(47) "God in Christ", Chap. I 
(48) 11 Nature and Supernatural,11 p.3l 
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after that in foreknowing the actual man, who :Us. nothing but 

the possible in the world of possibles, set on foot and becone 

actual in the world of actuals. So far, therefore, as the doc

trine of ~dwards was contrived to support the certainty of God's 

foreknow~edge, and lay a basis for the systematic government of 

the world,· and the universal sovereignty of God's purposes, 

it appears to be quite unnecessary." 

The prece4irtg quotation bas been given in full because it 

gives express.:ion to Dr. Bushnell's view on foreknowledge as re-

·la.tedto God's natcire in a most exact way. In fact, the fore

going hardly needs any comment. A God who is eternal c. an see 

things only as a whole• A God who is wisdom c. an know things 

only as they are from eterni-:t;y to eternity. A God who is the 

highest power in a system of powers can foreknow things only 

as they are in the world of possibles before they become actual 

in the world of actua.ls. Foreknowing the possibles, He also 

foreknows the actuals, and foreknowing these He must act in 

accord .with wha. t He foreknows. Knowing all things. from eterni-

ty to eternity, He must act in accord with things as He knows 

them to be. Seeing the whole from beginning to end, He must 

act so that the whole will ·be what He sees. Thus it is evident 

that God is limited in His action because of what He foreknows 

to be necessary. A holy God has foreknowledge that holines.s 

is the end of His being a.nd government. Therefore, He must be 

holy. Likewise a aood and a righteous God Has knowledge befar e-

hand that goodness and righteousness is the end of His being 

and government. Therefore, He must be good and righteous. God 



ltnowingKia nature to be what it is, also foreknovls what Re 

.will do.·. His.nature gives Him foreknowledge about Himself, 

Qd. this limits His freeaom of action. All things consist in 

Him. Therefore, all is limited. 
' ' "•/ 

. . ., . . . . ' 

.·.That Dr. :Bushnell's view on foreknowledge is .different 

fro~ that which Dr. ll4j&rds advanced ia evident from the con-
' ' . 

eluding remark in t;lle ,tib<lve quota. ti on. Dr. Edl'Tards and the 

· .. ~ther theologians of tlla.t time did not speak abol,lt ·a world of 
~' .;, 

possibles and a. world of a.ctua.ls in connection with God and 

Foreknowledge; and it is held that Dr. :Bushnell has made a 

minor ·contribution to progressive religious thought in America 

ill his view on this #Jl;Lbject. 

Freedom as 1\el~t_e_c!. to ,GQ.d's. Me.thod. in· Fo,re)mowledb~e 

impos.s ible to ·a eparate the· na.tiu'e of a.n 
,' 

o•is~ient God from His method in dealing with the theory· of 

foreknowledge. Ria m~thod or system of government is the 

necessary method because of His nature. The one is the result 

of the other. An all-knowing .God must foreknow that, if one 

plan or system of government is instituted, the outcome or end 

will be as He foreknew. There may be possibilities of one thing 

or another happening along the way, but the end is certain. 

According to Dr. Bushnell. God has a (48) "complete. intuition" 

of all plans and systems and their possibilities. As an omnia-

cient God, He knows all the possible plans or systems and a.ll 

that will follow if one plan or system is instituted. It is 

in this way that He foreknows what will be the final result in 

the system that He has instituted. Not that He forces men to do 

(48) uNature and Supernatural," p. 76 
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thirigs contrary to their wills in order that Hie system will 

.·work as Ria foreknowledge indicates it should. As suggested· 

· before, fo.x:ce: is not applicable in dealing with powers. But 

God knows men so well that He even foreknows what they will 
·. . 

d(:):und.er c$~tain conditions~ By wilfully setting on foot or 

· . .&:'otualizing the partieu~r sy~a tern He has rnotiva ted; He ale o 
,. .. ·, .··· . .,. 

lla.s ·ma.d:~····~ertain a.ll the evils which He knew or foreknew to 
. . 

. ·be com,1eeted with that particular system. Not .that the evils 

, .. :ta.re from Him or introduced or a.ppoin ted by Him~ ' In fa.ct • Dr. 

Busnnell suggests ;(49) that it is hardly right to say that they. 

are permitted by Him. God instituted a plan or system which 

permitt.ed the possi,\lility of evil. The plan did not demand the 

.ne.c~ssity of evi·l>~ Evils come into the wor~d only as· they are 

cpnnected with the best possible plan. The evils "environn 

~he plan but are not made neeessary by it • ~fan, a.s a. power, 

choos.es evil against the will of God. God, as the highest of 

supernatural powers, had limited Himself by His method with men. 

He. could not stop evil by force and st;i.ll .be true to His system 

of government. This is an old thought that was given its proper 

place in the progressive religious thought of .America by Dr. 

III. Summar;y: 

An omniscient God ~1ho knew Himself to be holy, good and, 

righteo~s, and, a.s a God in Whom all things consist, also fore-

knew that the end of His being and government mu:::;t be holiness, 

goodness and righteousness. An omniscient God who knows all the 

··possibilities connected with the system of government He has 

( 49) nlTa ture and Supernatural ,• p. 77 
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set on foot, also foreknows, beca.us'e of His knowledge of men, 

what the a.ctua.li ties wi 11 be in the end. Not. ttJ.a t He forces 

certain things .upon man to make happen what His .. foreknowledge 

indicates should happen. God rather knows men so well that He 

call fbre):tb.bw wb,at they will do under certain conditione. There. 

is a world of possibles in God's system, and man's actions can 

influence God's action, but they cannot influence His eternal 

purpose. God's actions are, therefore, conditioned by man's 

actions, and God _is not free in His imme.d.iate relations with 

ma.n. God's foreknowledge, as related to His nature and method, 

thus has put a limit upon His freedom. . . ' .. . 

To some, Dr. Bushnell's view of foreknowledge does not 

even give God the ability to foreknow. lUs ne'~<v tho.11ght of a world 

of possibles as well as a. world of a.ctua.ls in the so-called mind 

of God, does not .seem to make' it possible for God definitely to 

foreknow just wbat man acthally will do. Such men as Dr. Edwards 

would only make it possible for God to forelmow the actuals. 

·And yet Dr. Bushnell ta world of possibles is necessary if his 

view 0 f man as a supernatural power is to .have aey meaning and 
·--~ 

(50) if man is to have aey will at all. 

C. GOD AND FOREORDINATION AS RELATED TO .~_Q_JL 

Foreordination a.nd foreknowledge are two words that are 

very closely associated. According to the popular view, to fore-

1cnow that a certain thing is to happen is to foreordain that 

thi.ng to happen. The apostle wri tea: nwhom He did foreknow, 

them He also did predestinate.n The one .seems to be the almost 

necessary result of the other. And yet from wl~t has been said 

(50) Coleridge, s. T., "Aids to Reflection," P• ll5 
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about foreknowledge in the preceding section ·and from what 

will be oaid a b9ut foreordination in the preeent section, it 

will appear that to foreknow tbat a certain thing will happen 

does not necessarily .mean that it has been foreordained to 

happen. 

, I. F;~:"eedom as ~~la ~ed to GCJ..~~J!.ature in. Foreord.inat iol! 

That a hoil.y, s;ood and righteous God :ls foreordained by 

His very nature to be holy, good and righteous is evident from 

what has already 'been said. The statement (51), "&uch a God 

in love 1nust be such a Saviour in suffering" shovis in what. way 

God is foreordained by what He is to do certain things. In 

a.nsw~r to· the.;
1

ii;IU,estion, (52.) »no vve then assu:i'I'E that Christ, in his 

vicarious .sacrifice, was under obligation to do and suffer just .,. ' 

what.he did?·" Dr. Bushnell says: n:mxactly .this. Not that he 

·was under obligation to another, but to himself. He was God, 

.. fulfill the obligations of God; just those obligations in the· 

e.ternal fulfillrriemt of which God's perfections ano. beati tude.s · 

are eternally fashioned. tl God was under no superior force, nor 

did man have aey claims upon • God endured what He did as 

Christ fj:eely and. of His own accord because of His virtue ani 

standards: of good. follill\ving statement m::cy- show the relf:l.-

tionshj.p of this idea to foreordination •nore clearly, (53) nrn 

these burdens, God, as ::!:ternal Fat "lie r, suffered before him 

(Chrict). He '!:Ja,d h.is t imec and eras appointed, his conditions 

of preparation. his .modee of progress~ and the incarnate work 

was to 1:Je done only in the incarnate era; but the design was 

(51) 
. (53) 

"Vicariouef' if ice, n p. 47 
"Vicarious Sacrifice, 11 p. 60 

(52) " Ibid;' p. 58 



nevertheless one and the same throughout, and was CfJ.rri on in 

the s deep feeling and suffering sympatrw, from tb.e first." 

Again• (54}'*The wl:lole deity is in it (the cross)J i.n it from 

eternity and wi 11 to eternity. be •" 

The words, 11 Those obligations in the etern~l fulfillment 

of ich God.'s rfec.tions and beatitudes are eternally fashioned 11 

suggest tbat certain rfections and beatitudes in God have en·, 

and still ma.y be eternally fashioned in such, a way that God is 

eternally obligated to them. In other wo , His rfections 

beatitudes foreordain s actions. God's virtue and goodness 

foreordain the cross for Him; or as Dr. Bushnell puts it else

• (55) •vora.lla:w, we have oaid• the.pes tbe character of . . ~ . ::·' . 

God, and tB.at detertnines Iris end." 

Thus, .. hold.ing that God is the sante yesterday, toda,y, arrl 
. ' . 

forever; th~. conclusion ~is. :reached t t nature has foreor-

. tl&ined His 'end; and God must suffer ·who.t is and does 

.suff.er. That th£.$•view about the cross is a contribution to 

'Pr~gressiv:e re thought in erica is granted by L. • 

Greps ted, • Burggt&ff an(.l F. H. Foster. 
~". 

Dr ... Bushnell is very tic upon t t *s 

J?lans, purposes and. deo ires are eternal (56). .An rnal God 

oannot de rmine new plans cause for all things are as of 

one day • (57) · u If. any truth •r;hich every Christian 

, ought to as:;mme 1 evident b all otion, it is that God 

has some eternal plan that includes everything, and puts every-

thing in its place"' That He 'foreordains whatsoever comes to :pass' 

( )
11 Ibid}' • 73 .. (55)'•lrature and Supernat1..:1Xal,"P· 

in . oloi.}Y.'"-p.l34.~:Pulpit Ta..lent.,p •. lOl~ The. 
g.489 (57jl'Jature rnatural,"p.75 &"The 

(56')Christ 
r of ,n 
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is onlJr ar1o r vercion of t o ame truth. 11 
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From the cedi referen~es, it is c the 

theory of foreol'Clina ti on li the of na e, 

t is t s, as weli as in the r of· _powers.. The we 

nand so-called natural consequences are determinations of ts 

mind; u need no · ion. If v~e are to think of na.t'J .. re 

real.:ra of co le ic causa/tiori,t' then it is e t 

God linli elf in ~)ov.rer over nature by it 

such a realm• This. view of nature }'l.ad not been cented . afore 

Eilld, therefore, is a contribution to religious thought of 

the t.ime. • Charles • Brovm even ld.c t vievJ 

of/nature and world or-der is today "lJ ng enlarged upon by 

such men as. 11 and inston; it is ~:;;;Emera lly tt.ed 

that these men are con.t:ributine;i; to the pro csive religious 

thought of the :present. 

seen the. t reordains because fore-

knovvs \'ilhat power:::: vJill do under carte.in conditions and how;. fu s 

will t to certain fixed lav,'s. He foreo 1ns IIis 

end by the nature He r.as t en unto elf • Ho 1 i ne o s oo m es 

from a holy bei • Goodnez:;:; comes from a good being. ghteouz-

ness comes from a richteuuo ng. Holine:;:;:;:;, goodness and ri 

eousne:;:;s are tr1e three t tributes that the hurnan mind 

can conceive and 1 if these are the highest, and a being, or~ as 

certainly :;:;uch attributes must com.e from, or ha.ve t ir c ource 

in, the b.i t po\cJer inable. d is ed as the h-

est power in thesup ural world. Being such a povver. He 

{ 11 - A Great n Yale Divinity 1930 
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must govern in accord v!i tiJ. the aye tem He hs.e in:::; ti tuted • 

ic in need of His wo:cl:;:: of grace but r:as f:ceedom of choj_ce. 

Therefore,· God can fo:reo:rdain rn.a.n 's duty and des tiny only as 

He foreknows man. liature can ·be acted upon by outs ide forces 1 

but God ttas put it under certain fL::ed laws. Therefore, it 

actc in accord with law. In this, the truth of ~dlvinism lies. 

(63) In such a view, God'e will and man's \vill are realities, 

and God is free a.nd yet He is not free.. In the l<:.1.W of love, 

He is free, and it is only in the realm of love, ~oodnese, 

holiness, righteousness and the like that His freedom is com-

plete and His sovereignty is :::·eal. 

God's omnipotence, foreknovvlt:d foreo ination 

are all conditioned by His Nature and ~aet?wd. The term, 11 0m-

nipotence,n lieo the idea of force, and, as the highest of 

supernatural :1o~.ers, God ce.nnot uce force in dealing vdth such 

powers • This holds true by Yirtue of the definition given to 

the term, 'powers.' Being holy, or holiness itself, God carmot 

be the op:;ocite; namely, unholy. As sugge£<ted in ·the chalY'cer. · 
_/ 

God must act in accord with wh:.;;. t He iz and under the plan He 

has instituted and, t·nerefore, in the :;t:ricte::;t cense of the 

term, He is; not omnipotent. On the o r hand, He :is onni potent 

to do whatsoever He may desire to do because His desires are in 

tune with His being. 

;i,.gain, God's foreknowledc;e is the result of His lcnowled,ge.t<t. 

Knovdng what povjers vdll do under certain conditions, and 

( 63 )»Pulpit Talent; •" p. 299 
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things must do under fixed laws, He does foreknow the end .• 

• J3ushn.ell'a view of a world of posrc:ibles • based upon his 

vieW of man as a power 'With freedom of choice; does not seem 
/: 

to give •. God.co2nplete foreknowledge of every step or :nove in 

His sys ten., There must· be the possibility of chaos ing one of 

tVJO Ways or things. if f:reedO!ll'Of choice is to have aey meanii1g.o 

Ttiat Gofl, as the s u.pe rna t ural ov:. er, is lirni t by v;h.a.t 

He forelmows about .own being and method · 'been s'l:1own in 

Section of the esent er. For an ernal God. there is 

no s.uch thing as time; and God sees a world of possibles and 

a. world of actUals, as a whole, and. thus rei • 

Foreordination is based upon what God is and upon what 

He baa instituted. a grain of wheat and the crop must 

be wheat if all th go in accord vii th what :ma..n . In 

the. sarne Y;~ay, a. Holy God is determined or foreordained to 

be. holy·. wheat under ordina:rJ conditions cannot· produce 

oats, so likewise a holy God cannot produce unholiness and 

s ti 11 be true to elf. As wheat is foreordained to produce 

v.rheat, so also is a Holy God foreordained to be holy. Similarly, 

God b.a.s set on foot a certain sya te.m. that mu:::: t act in accord 

with itself if it is. to be true to itself. If God is truth, 

then it shou.ld be permicsible to expect God to be true to !Iim~ 

self and the system He has motivated to be true to itoelf. 

God has thuo f'oreo ned His teing end as well as t of 

all supernatural powers and of all t s, and hao thus ct 

His :freedom, has been Sl'tovm in Section C o:f the pre:;:cnt chapter. 
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Iri view of th~ .:fact truit Dr. Ralph 0 • .Harpole has just 

finished h:i,s thesis on ttt}:le Development of the Doctrine of 

Atonement .. in ~.meTlcan Thought from ;t:ouathan Edwards to Horace 

Bushneil.tt :the present chapte.r will not treat in detail Dr. 

Bushnell'.s contribUtion in this field. JUs view of the atone-

:inent will be treated only as it is connected with his view of 

· frecedom •.. ·. 

In pa..ssing, it should be stated here that the moral vie.w 

of the ~tenement \vas really hinted at ip. American theology pe- · 

fo;r.:e Horace Bushnell. :tt<finds its finJt expression in the 
""'; 

works of • E. Channing (64) (1780-1842), rut it was not fully 
. . . . ' . . . ' . . 

developed until Horace Bushnell's book o:b. nvica.rious Sacrifice" 

was written. · • E t Channing had refused .to accept . the Cal v•n

istic doctrine af the atonement because it placed all theempha~ 

sis upon the rsl:.tbstitutionary idea of Christ's suffering, hold

ing that rran bad peace with God through the nblood of His cross.n 

• E. Channir.t;;, however, did not sa.y vdth Dr. Buslmell that the 

cross was a way of reconciling man to God~ On this point, he 
'' r • 

seemed to stand mor~ 1'.'ith Grotius. In his works, however, he 

does go sb far as to' sa.y (65) that the blessings of the cross. 

are u the spirit and the character and th:e love of Jesus, v'Ihich 

his death made manifest. and ch are preeminently fitted to 

"bind me to him• and to make me partaker of his virtues • " 

( 64 ~~ The Works of 
( 65) 11The Works of 

• Channing, 11PP. 245, 322 and LXXVII - VIII 
• E • Channing, "L::CCVII - VIII 
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Dr.- Bu.shnell*s view of the atonement was, more or less, 

a reaction against Jonathan Edwards' Governmental Theory of 

the Atonement, and this latter was the theory of the atonement 

ex.pres.sed by so-called New England Theology {66).: This theory 

b.eld that Christ suffered the death. of the c~s merely to 

$atisfy general justice (67)~ Dr. Bushnell's view of God as 

·love ~d as the highest in a realm of supernatural povvers, could 

_not include such an idea. 

· The purpose of the present chapter, therefore, is to 

show_ that,· according to Dr. Bushnell's view of the atonement, 

. the cross is an ·experience which m above the realm of legal 

jus tie~ and in the realm of love. His text for this chapter 

is that often repeate4·En:tnten~e, ~such a God in love, must be 

sueih a Savipur in suffering." 

. A. FREEIDOJJ.f.' AS RELATED TO CH.RIST 'S NATURE 

If,. according to Dr. Bushnell, (68) God is Christ and 

Christ is God, it would seem that .the present chapter is almost 

unnecessary. The arguments that were presented in the precedirg 

chapter will have to be repeated in this. To a certain extent; 

such is the case. If Christ weTe God, then He w.as holy and, if 

He were holy as God, then He co .. ;ld not be unholy. Tl1is is set 

forth in the argument presented about the nature of God in the 

preceding chapter .. An exa.minationof Dr. :Bushnell's discussions 

on this subject, however, does show that there is a difference 

between Go.d's freedom and Chrir>t's freedom as related to the 

cross and the world • 

. (66) 

(67) 

• Burggraff'S' Rise and Development of Liberal. Theology 
in .<\nericaJ"P• 123ff & E •. .A. Park's '~tonement," pp.31..;;.37; 

W. Eurge;raff, p. 128; (68)"l1icarious Sacrifice,:'p.47 &"God 
in Christ" 
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Taking for granted then that aholy, good and righteous 

Christ must be likewise in His actions because of His nature,· 

it follows that. a Christ who is love must suf~er. In this .. vlew, 
<' 

.. ,f. 

Dr •. :Bushne 11 seems to have in mind the Christ ori the cross; but 

he also does suggest 'tha. t, being what he is, C'b...ris t found 1 t 

necessary (69) to suffer, die, and feel the pangs of. man's 

fallen state and its evils in order that B:e might bring man out 

of his sins and thus out of their penalties. Love is a "vicar

ious .principleu (70)1 and Chrict who loves, or is love, had to 
-,- . 

. suffer for • or with~ those whom He loved. t'Nothing is. wanting 

to res.ol ve. the vicarious. sacrifice of Jesus, but the commonly 

known, always fa.rniliar principle of love, accepted as the fun

,damen ta.l ·. law of duty. even by mankind . •• Thus it aPPears that 

christ is f.ree only in the realm of love; that is, He is free 

to do/and 

to do. and 
'''· 

principle 

to 

to 

of 

go 

go • 

love. 

;ang,J where love makes it· necessary for Him 

In a sense then, Chtist is a slave to· the 

Dr. Bushnell is very clear on this point. 

The cross was not somethir)g optional for Christ~ but an obliga

tion. (71) (?2)ttThe law of love made it obligatory for him to 

be s uoh a Sa vi our." 

Having thus shown tr.J.a t Christ is bound by the law of love, 

Dr. Bushnell attempts to show that He is limited by the cornn:ion. 

standards of eternal virtue. (73) nHere then is our first 

point. Whe~ we attempt the cross and sacrifice of Christ, we 

muet bri'l'lg everything back under the cor.amon standards of eternal. 

virtue, and we must find Christ doing and suffering just what he 

(69)"Vicarious Sacrifice," P.f-l• 41, 59; (?01' Ibid,"P• 48; (71) "'bid," 
p. 305; (?2)11 Ibidi' p. 309; (73} "Ibid," P• 58 
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ought• o:r felt that he ought, neither more nor less." In .other 

words, Christ is obligated to suffer just what he does because 

of what he is. Dr. Bushnell emphasizes the theory that Christ 

atones for man's sins (74) not by his offie.e, namely as a priest, 

but by his character; that is, by his willingness to be what he 

is. Again there was nothing optional in this because Clttist had 

to be what he was and, therefore; do what he did. (75) ltlfe 

could renounce it only as he could renounce the honors of his 

own perfect character." 

Christ s.Uffer:.? as he does because of the principle of. 

love by which he is bound and because he has a. heart that would 

not permit him to turn away from man and. his suffering. The 

power of love and the perfection of chB.ra.cte:,r made the cross 

necessary for Christ. The following, however, must be under

stood if Dr.· BU.Shnell's view of the cross is to be appreciated.· 

fully. (76) "The bea.ut;r a.nd power of hi a sacrifice is that 

he suffers morally and because of hd.s siin:ple excellence, and 

not to fill a con.tri ved place in a a cheme of legal justifica

tion." Christ was willing to suffer anY amount and in any 

way, but he was not suffering to be over-good, or more than 

perfect in order that there might be an extra. amount of suf

fering borne which might be applied to Ban's account. Christ 

did not t:,ry to furnish a superlative merit, but was only as 

good a.s he ought to be and suffered just what he should suffer. 

There is no scheme of artificial compensations in Christ's 

suffering. Christ suffers because love and character make it 

(74)"Vicarious Sacrifice,ttp. ·1oo; {75)"Ibid,"p~ 311; {76)"Ibid," 
p. 108 
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necessary :f'or him to· do so. At another tirn.e, Dr. Bushnell 

speaks on this _point in.>these words: f7'7) "This is no new 

thought, nam.ely; suffering what love requires·- no optional, 

superlative goodness taken up by Christ in the year One, of 

the Cr...ristian era.; but' the vthole deity is in it, in it from 

eternity~ And the short account of all is - 'For God so loved 

the world.' • 

tt]'or God s() loved the world" is·· really a. fitting sum-

.. ma.cy for this se:Ction .... Perfect love b.a.s a Gethsema.ne and a 

Calvary in it, and Ohriflt being perfe.ct love~• therefore, .. auf

fered• Christ a.s God bad to enter into all that belongs to 

love; l'ISJliely: patience, long suffering, and sacrifice. The 

cross .is an eternal thing for Christ, and he is forever .bound 

by his ·nature, Ria f~edom lies in obeying the laws of love, 

and. if doing what one desires is freedom, then Christ is free. 

At the conclusion of this section, it should be stated 

that this essentially vicarious action of the love-principle 

and its workings, as expressed by Dr. Bushnell, Vla.s conceived 

in part by. Jonathan Edwards in his Jiiscella.neous Observations, 

page five. Apparently, however, from other statements in his 

. works, Jonathan Edwards did not grasp the full meaning of whet.. 

he bad said. At least~ he did not enlarge upon that theme, 

nor apeak in detail a bout it when on the subject of the atonement. 

Winfield Burggraf£ is right when he suggests {?8) that Horace 

:Bushne 11 goes back to the elder Edwards for a. basis for his. moral 

view of the a.tonemen t, and follows him in denying the truth of 

the distinction between the active and the passi,re view of 

(??)"Vicarious Sacrifice,"p. 70;(78)"Rise and Development of 
Liberal Theology in America., "P• 158 
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obedience on the part of Christ. The great difference between ' 

the view of the atonement presented by Horace Eushnell and J:t:i!a.* pro• 

mulgated by Jonathan Edwards is found in their view of satisfy-

ing general justice. The fe:llowing section will show Horace 

Bust"l..nell ts contribution to progresei ve :religious thought, in 

.America. as seen in this conr:e ction. 

B. IBEEDOll AS RIL\TED TO CHRIST'S MISSION 

The statement, ('79) "There was, in short, no necessary 

conditioti of physical suffering implied in His Xeesia.hShip," 

is a. fitting introduction to this section. Dr. Bushnell gives 

expression. to the same thought thus: (80) "Christ not here to 

die,. but dies because he is here." In other words, Dr. Bush

nel;t. holds that Christ did not die on the cross beca.u.se it was 

part of an original plan. As suggested in the section on God 

and foreordination, God knew man so well that He foreknew that 

man would choose to crucify Christ. Christ, however, was not 

obligated. to a. plan ill. suffering the death on the cross. He was 

not fulfilling an office which required the cross. No, Christ 

was obligated to the eternal principle of love in suffering the 

\ death on the. cross. Being v1hat he was made the cross necessary.· 

His life and His death are (81) His obedience not to the Father 

but to eternal love and righteousness which He Himself is. 

In speaking of the freedom of Christ, Dr. Bushnell goes 

one step further and says: (82) "We ma.y even say that He (Christ) 

is released from the law wherein He was held; but we only mean 

that the righteousness of the law is fulfilled in Him, by the 

('79)"Christ and His Salvation," p. 224; (80) "Vicarious Sacrifice." 
p. 130; (81) "Vicarious Sacrifice," p. 309; (82) "Ibid," p. 299 

·,": 



free assent of His liberty, outrunning all enforcement. "Such 

a view of .c:rnrist•s freedom seems to be in agreement with that. 

expressed by the apostles and gospel writers~ as viell as with 

that expressed by ChriE.rt Himself on this subject• Iri this con

nection~c r:eterenqe is made to the Gospel according to st • .Tohn, 

to the epistle to. the Rorna.ns, and to the epistle to the Galatians .• 

In John 't'eri, verses sev!3nteen and eighteen, Christ very clearly 
,, . " 

• tells tts that He is. at liberty te!> save His J.ife or to lay it dovm. 

As far ~s His obligation to man, or to God, is ·concerned, Christ 
> 

is free• He is ob'ligated to Himself, and such an obligation may 

be freedom. To do. that for which our nature ca.lls is freedom 

in the highest $ense. 

There is·a. second contribution that Dr. Bushnell makes. 

in his thought on'Christ's _freedom. as related to His mission. 

IIolding th~t Christ, by his life, death, and resurrection pre

engages nan ts feeling, awakens his conscience, and stands before 

him as a type of the new feeling and life that is to be thus 

restored:, Dr. Bushnell goes on to sey- (83) 1 •the suffering, life, 

and death of Jesus are the appropriate and even necessary equip

ment of his doing force, in what he undertakes for character." 

~ter, Dr. Bushnell devotes two whole chapters to the theme tba. t 

Christ's sacrifice,". was absolutely necessary to make Him the 

moral power He is, and that His whole mission of saving is ( 84) 

dependent upon Els having become such a power. 

In explanat.,i.on, it should be said that this moral power 

iB Christ is. not· tO~ be found in His power as an e:xanrple, not in 

(83r Ibid," p. 155 
(84 "Vicarious Sacritice," p. 169 



··~ 

-40-

His power as the revelation of God's love; but rather (85) in 

His own greatness as Go.d. The incarnation, as well as the cross, 

was necessary (86) for His greatness to obtain this desired moral 

power. (8'7) •His (Christ's) reality is '\Vhat He expresses, under 

laws of .expression; the power, the great name, he thus obtains 

under forms of hwna:n conduct that make their address to reason, 

conviction, feeling, passion, sympathy, imagination., faith, and 

the receptivities generally of moral nature." Christ's .agony 

on the cross is the climax or surmnary of' this moral power. 

The vision of Christ on the eros !a ba.s the greatest power over 

men. 

Dr. Bushnell is quite emphatic in stating that there was 

nothing penal in the cross; and he claims. (88) that all. the 

Scriptural. s;Vmbols generally help to prove tbat Christ is here 

to be. a. power 4n character. By being just such a power, Christ 

purifies, regenera,tes., re-creates and makes free the souls of 

men. .Nothing more· is needed and, therefore, nothing more can 

be found .. 

A similar view, but presented in more detail, is expressed 

in Dr .. Bushnell's book, 11 Christ in Theologyn; and since his great 

contribution iri this field. is to be found on this very point, 

it might be v~ell to review. this book briefly for thoughts on the 

theme of this section and for answers to criticisms that were 

made of the view presented. 

Dr. Bushne.ll does not hesitate to reject (89) the idea. 

that Christ suffers evil as a substitute for man, ani he is 

willing to be called· a heretic by those who hold that Christ 

(85)"Illll4," p. 172; (86)"Ibid," p. 188; (S7) "Ibid, "p. 214; (88) "'bid,". 
p. 481; (89) ttchrist in Theology:' P• 217 &"God in Christ, n 
p. 194. . 
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was literally punished for ma.n's sins, and .that He. suffered 

penally because of them. Without doubt,· he .would not feel dis

turbed over Winfield Burggraff's criticism (90) of him on this 

pol,;nt. In fact; in answer to the censure that was showered upon 

.hi1n in b.i.s· own d&U, eecause of his view of Christ's suffering, 

. .,,.. .. ,•. 

¥e simply ~uggested that most of the. !re~ England teacher';'> agree 

with hin'l in his belief that God merely expresses in the suffer-
~ .. . . ' 

ings of Christ what He would express by our punishment,· and that 
, .. -, . . . . 

the one e~~ession is a substitute for the other as .a ground of.· 
. ' 

: . . . 

j.ustificatian. 'l'Jle only difference between Dr. Bushnell a.Jlcl 

the other llew England teachers is that they do not agree on the 

mode in which 'tb.e' expression is made. 

Again, ·ac<.iording to Dr. Bushnell, there is agreement on 

the thought that Christ's death is not penal but demonstrative. 

Chr:i.ltls suf!eri.ng does not satisfy God's resentment,. but it 

does show His righteousness in the remission of sins. To answer 

· .. the questiO:n, •Why must Christ suffer?'*, Dr. Bushnell takes the fol~ 

lowing statement from Baxter's "Fa.milt;>< Catechism•': "To be an 

expiatory s~crifice for sin, God thought it not meet, as he was· 

t'he just and qp:J.y Ruler of the world, to torgive ain without 

such a. demonstration of his holiness and. justice, as might 

serve as .~ell to the ends of his government, as if the sinners 

had suttered the~elves. 8 

·The one essential point of difference in the view pre

sented by Dr. BUshnell then, is that he maintains that the 

thing that makes the cross what it is, is the fact that it was 

incidental, (9l) and. not the ostentation of suffering, or as the 

(90)"The Rise and Develo_pment of Liberal Theology in America1p.155 
( 91) "Christ in Theology, 11 p. 218 . 
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direct object or his mission. Christ's mission was that of re-

. establishing the world and regenerating the souls of m.en, and 

the cross was inflicted upon him by men while He was fulfilling 

His mission~ Everything that Christ does in preparing the way of 

ju.stification for sinners is done nErely as a subordinate part of 

His· great work of renew.ing and quickening the souls of sinners. 

All this ... was subordinate but not less necessary. There was, how

ever, (92) nothing of.an outward form of sacrifice in the death 

of Christ •. There was a very real. spiritual sacrifice in it, 

and this corresponda to the outward sacrifice of tb.e altar, wQich 

was a. typeor figure.of this. The sacrifice on the c'ross, a.s on 

the altar, is made for the benefit of the onlookers rather tban 

fOl" the: one sacrificed. In the cross men see God's pure love 

and per:('ect character, and such a. sight bas a. definite influence 

upon .them. This conception of the crGss is called the 11 Subjec":"" 

tive!'l'ob.jective view," and it holds the cross as operative (93) 

ttwholly Gtf r!lan, but, in order to do this with greater effie iency, 

as represent,ati vely operative on. GGd." Thus the gr Gund of 

justification really is subjectively prepared in man (94) by 

producing in him a. consciousness of the sacredness of laws. which 

sense is awakened in him by the life and death of Christ• 

Finally, (95) if Christ is God, then there would be nothing 

of virtue or _power in the cross if Christ died on it to satisf';r 

His ovm resentment or sense of justice. In fact, there would be 

selfishness in the cross then and not self-sacrifice. Personal.ly, 

it it be right to speak of God in such terms, God had nothing 

to. gain for Himself in the cross. His love for ;na.nkind. made it 

(92) 'tbid,"p.223; (93)"Ibid, '~.225; (94)"Ibid.,"p.228, also "God 
· in Christ'~ , p~ 254; (95JnChrist in Theology,u p. 229 , 
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necessary tor Him to live and die as He did in Christ in order 

that men might be won back to His divine life. 

The purpose o.f this section is to show .t1:1at Christ•e 

mission d~d not require the cross·.. Christ was· not bound to 

that mode of suffering by His mission. Being p;riest, according 

to Old Teeta.."nent suggestions, did not obligate Him to the cross. 

Priesthood did not require crucifixion of· its subjects. lio more 

did being the Messiah, as Jesus of Nazareth, obligate Cl'..rist to 

the cross. Being Christ as God did mak~ the cross necessary 

from eternity; not to satisfy Hirnself but to be Himself. 

Holiness, goocl.ness a;pd righteousness in a world of unholiness, 

badneils and unrighte()usness must suffer. 

Malcing the·· cross an incidental or subordinate part in 

the work of Christ is Dr. :Bushnell's contribution to. progressive 

:.religious thought in America. 

C. :FRIIDIDOJI AS Rl.U:.ATED TO C RRIST t S MET!iOD 

From wbat bas been said .in the. preceding sections of this 

study, it will. be i$&gined justly that Christ's .. method is based 

u.pon the law of love. Christ is said to have fulfilled the law 

by putting love in the beart and to have fulfilled the prophets 

by establishing a community based upon love. He Himself was 

guided at all times by love. It is not strange, therefore, that 

He should give utterance to the laws of love in the gospel .of: 

St. lla.rk, chapter twelve and verses twenty-nine to thirty-one, 

a.Bi speak to the apostle Peter as He di~ in that last chapter of 

the gospel .according. to St. J'o~. Christ lived in the realm of 
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love always and, in His dealings with mant His mettlOd must be 

the method of love.· He is limited, a.s God was, in His method 

by what He is, and IUs own life and death on earth (96) make 

this method possible for Him. 

In speaking of Christ's rrethod, let it be made clear 

that His relationship to man, or His dealings with man, is 

primarily involved. Thinking of Him as God, there would be no 

need of a discussion o f His relationship to Hi:n. 

Christ's :method is best summarized in the invitation, 

"follow me." This may be a command (97), but it, nevertheless, 

leaves man free to follow or to refuse to obey. We must like 

Christ, the Friend, (98) before we \Vill love Christ the Saviour, 

and when we love Christ the Saviour we wi 11 follow and be free.*" 

( 99) "i'he S:piri t goes with the word and conunandrlent as it does 

not with the law, wafting us onward and, where the Spirit of the 

Lord is, there is liberty. Nay, the law itself, if we use that 

word, being in us no more by enforcement, is become the perfect 

law of liberty." In other words, Christ does not force man to 

do anything~ .His method is that of pleading and (100) insin

uating everything good. He does not wo.rk by a fiat of absolute 

will (101) as He did in c01mna.nding the light to co::ne. Being God.· 

he respects Man's moral nature and does not use force in His 

deal inga with him. "He moves on your consent, by moving on 

your convictions, wants, sensibilities and syrapathies." Later, 

Dr. Bushnell does suggest (102) that the call• "come unto me," 

does· imply the renouncing of man's own will, world and sin, b..tt 

(96)"'vicarious Sacrifice:p•226; (97}''1orgiveneos and La.wj'pp .• 104,114; 
(98YVicarious Sacrifice~p.154; (99t~~siveness and Lawrp.ll4; 
(100}' Christ and His Salvation!'p.26; {101) "Ibid:p.72; (102) "Christ 
and His Salvation," p.146 · . 
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man always is t-ree to heed the call, and, after man has acted 

sincerely, he finds himself more freew. He is freer in that 

his desires are in accord with what the call demands of him. 

The power of the call is in the :person of the one wbo 

extends it. In the life and death of Christ, the command comes 

in the form of a :person (103) v,zho offers His beauty and great

ness to man's choice. As already suggested, man likes Him first, 

and then loves Him• and in loving Him, finds freedom. At firs.t, 

man. exp~:r'iences a feeling of repulo: ion in the presence of the 

beauty and greatness of Christ because of his own sin. Christ 

merely stands before ma.n and, in his work of regeneration, does 

not act upon him. There i£:~ some thing in Christ of goodness and 

glory which (104) when firmly beheld, "shall go through all 

inmost distemper and subtil ty of sin, as a power of iln.."!lorta.l 

healing." This fa Dr. Bushnell's interpretation of the text, 

"And I, if I -be lifted up, will draw all men t.mto me." 

This power over men in the method of Christ reaches its 

litrongest point when Christ iii on the cross. The righteous-. 

ness of God (105) is here seen and felt with a. new power, and 

the sinner in his sin is convicted and held by the sight• At 

a.~l times, however, Chrililt is not u.sing any force on man •. .As 

a pow.er in the realm of power::; and the system that has been 

instituted, He cannot use force upon m~n. Christ is limited by 

Himself, and the system of which He is a. part, In His relation

ship to :rrs.n • 

Dr~ Bushnell suggests (106) that the s ta.tements, "but 

ye are sanctified, but ye are justified in the na.me of the Iorcl. ··. 

!103l"lrature and Supernatural,'* .. p.87; {104)nibid,np.l7&; 
103 nvica.riou.s Sa.crifice,"p. 172;(105) "Ibid," Vol. IIiP•2~; 
106 11 Chriot ·in Theology,tt p. 292 
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.Jesus" are natural and nolhl&l Chrictian experiences because man 

is justified and sanct:l.fied by faith; and, in both cases, .a.i th 

takes the new state of freedom and life,. Christ, however, is 

always seen in His work, {107) "acting as ar. renovating and quick

ening power, just as he is constantly represented in the scriptures.n 

And thus we come to the conclusion of the section on Christ •s 

freedom as related to IUs method, by holding that Christ Himself 

is bound by w.hat He is and by the method of which He is a part. 

His. method does not des troy man's freedom. He works in the realm 

of love, and\ is free 011ly when he does what love demands. 

In criticism of this view, Winfield Burggraff (108) suggests 

that Dr. Bushnell does two things with the Biblical judicial eon-

ception of justification. In the first place, he shows that be

cause men forgive without demanding any expiation; or any legal 

satisfaction, thel, t, therefore, God does likewis.e. In the cecond 

place, he tries to shovi' that the words, •*tfw;t,t' "justification" 

and n justifies," do not have a judicial or legal meaning but _purely 

a moral appellation. 

In answering these suggestions of Mr. Burggraf!; I would 

refer to the statera.ents (109) of Dr. BUDhnell wh:Lch ma.1ce love a 

law unto itself, that la\v demanding expiation or being means of 

atonement. Furthennore, the law of love receives justice and 

justifies. It would seem that this view is farther from heathen~ 

domism, as stated by ltr. Burggraff, t.~ the view that repre

sents God as a force that extracts an eye for an eye and a tooth 

for a tooth. Instead of demorallizing, it brings men to a higher 
~ 

level. Surely, Saint Matthew reveals such ideas in the fifth 

(107) 1•Ibfd," p. 298; (108) t'Rise and Development of Liberal Theology 
in A.merica,np.l55; (109) "Vicarious Sacrifice. 11 Vol. 2, pp. 10 & 33-92; 



-47-

chapter of his gospel. 

Jlr. B~raff colltinues to criticise by trying to show 

that Dr. Bushnell forgets the q,uestionof guilt and punishment 

in connection with sin~. The important thing. according to tl:e 

fprmer, seems te> be. to ¢eform the man and to ~estray all inward . . . 4:t 
resentment. The· cost ·.o:t this experience to him is, propt1ation :< '.: ' ' . ' ' ~· ~ '. t\' 

·for man• . Since. God baa Uways loved, the same thing is. tmte 

for him. The crucifixion of Christ made no difference here. 
' .. ·.: ·. ~ . 

His suffering becaW3e of sin, su; thus described, is propl!a.tion 
• . h 

for man's sin. Christ's life and death are the ground of justi

fication only in that they subjectively.prepare in :man a state 

or impression, a.· sem:r~ of the sacredness of lavv. 

In answer to these suggestions, I would refer. to Dr. 

Bushnell's ttGod in Christ, n page two hundred and. fourteen, and 

quote Dr. I. • Grensted's words: (110) nit would not be true 

to say that :Bushnell. wholly ignores the Godward, juridical 

aspect~ ~f · atone111ent, but he quite explicitly assigns to them 

a sec;:onda.ry posi.tion •" In a surn...'m.ry sentence, Dr. Grensted 

.· ~$-ys . {111) • nAnd thus Bushnell comes to the remarkable result 

1:-1ie.t the death of Christ ha.a nothing directly to d.o vJith the 

atonement. It was due simply to the fact that Christ would 

do nothing to interfere with God's instituted government and 

the system of •retributive causes• upheld thereby.-" 

D. SIDII'MA.RY OF ClU.PTER III 

In giving a ;~gem.eral summary of this chapter, the present 

study cannot do better than to refer to a review made by Proiess.or 

(110) 
(111) 

"'A Short History of the Doctrine of the Atonernent," P• 341 
II Ibid, tl p. 342 
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Noah Porter pf Dr. Bushnell's theory, "Vicarious Sacrifice t" ·as 

found in the New Englander of 1866, Vol. 15, page 160. 

According to this review, the theological "formula" ex

pressed in Dr •. Bushnell's book, "Yica.rious Sacrifice," holds 
. . . 

that Christ is .,a sacrifice for •• ~iiU~IJ1Se,.,b His. life and death, 

He revealed a syxnpa.tby for man. which made Him the power of God 
·~f'- ~ ,· ;} . . ',' t· 

unto sa.lva.tion• '!'his sacrifice is "v1cari.oustt in so much that 

it was undertaten for the good of sinners. This has its f ounda~ 

tion in the. pr,inciples of universal obligation in which the law

precept is:d.u.ly. ~anctified, leg~?ol enforcements are· not impaired 

and 11 God's rectoral honor is effectively maintained.... The 

result upon man is that this revelation of God's sympathy and 

wi,llingness tO· sacrific.e wi 11 lllake righteous the man who believes 

·.it; and this is· justification by faith. Thus we see th&t Christ's 
. . 

YlcirJ.triumphs; not in releasing penalties by compensation but 

by transforming character t;i.nd rescuing guilty men from the retri b-

uti ve_ causations provoked by sin. Christ does not provide a re- .·. 

mission of sins in the sense of merely letting go,. but He exe-

cutes remission by removing the sins and dispensing the justifi-

cation of life. 

In conclusion, F. H. Foster (112) says, fi\"Je need the 

divine Christ to bear our sins and uphold us by His almighty· 

power; but we need fully as 'JlUCh the condescen?ion, pitying 

sympathy and fraternal love of our elder :Brother 1 the human 

Christ. ovve our'present realization of this side of Christ 

very largely to Horace J3ushnell. 11 

(112 )nA Genetic Hie tory of lie\<J England Theology ,nPa.ge 410 
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THBiORY OF FREEJX)M AS RELA.TED 'ID MAl! 

This chapter on The Theory of Fl'eedom as Related to l!an, 

rii;htly finds its place in the center of the' present study, other 
. . ' 

chapters all 'being directly connected with ~he thoug:ht in tllis. 

It is impossible. to speak of a theory of freedom as related to 

God, Christ, society or even nature without thinking of man. 

Jonathan Edwards • in fact, en tit led his treatise on the theory · 

of freedom, "A Careful a.nd Strict Inquiry into the l?revailing. 

Notions of the Freedom of the ll.u "Freedom of the v1ill" was 

the theme uppermost. in the m · nds of New England theologians, 

the latter part of the eighteenth and the first part of the nine-

teenth centuries. Horace Bushnell entitled the treatise which 

i's concerned chiefly 't-v ith the theory of freedom, "l~a ture and 1he. 

Supernatural as Together·constituting the One System of' God~" 

In this book, we find his reaction against the prevailing views 

on this subject as well as his :nost important contributic)ns to 

progressive religious thought in ,r\merica on the subject of freedom 

as re1a ted to ma.n • 

President Dwight of Yale Univeraity (113} had ass.erted 

the fact of freedomof the will, defining sin as selfishness, 

rejecting imputation and advocating the use of means which had 

been held to be wicked. All the theologians of the time seemed 

both to agree and disagree with Edwards and with each other, 

. and all seemed to be inclined .to Calvinism• .Every step that had 

(113} T. T~ }!unger, uH. Bushnell: Preacher and Theologian," p.39 
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been mad,e, hoWever, had been retrogressive. and it ms not until 

Dr. 1\f. ., T:aylor:m.a.de his unqualified assertion of the self-

determining power. of the will that it became apparent that the 

Armenian postulate had found its 'lvay into the citadel of Calvin-

·ism~ It into this world of thought that Horace hnell pre-

sen ted his theory of man as a supernatural po v,er by virtue of his 

will. 

"The very idea of our personality, u says Dr .. Bushnell, 

(ll&)"is that of a being· not under the lav,; of cause and effect, 

a. being supernatural. This' one point clearly apprehended, all 

thedifficU:lties of our subject are at:once relieved, if not 

absolutely and completely remo.ved." WO of' Dr. 11 

state his proposition on the subject in 'bilnd. In anticioation "" . . 

that he might be· misunderztood, he seeks to his re(;l,ders 

by suggesting (115) that there also ic a nature in free beings 

which. is regarded "as a motive, cause, or ground of certal.inty 

in res ct of their actions .n He r rc: to th nature in m.ari 

as the laws of thought, memory, association and feeling in the 

human soul, and considers theoe as being ac: f as the laws.· 

governing· the heavenly b ies. He naintain::::, however, that 

the will isnot under t law of cauze and effect, and that 

these functions , by their 1a\~ls, in a ¢Legree subordinate 

·to the will. Yet, wi 11, asserts, think of e others 

.·in the · reaim of nature and the wi 11 in the of the super-

natural, is, in turn, affected by t but in nowise do th,ey ct 

( 114) nl\fa tLlr e an 1l 
( 115) "Ibid f p. 23 

ernatu.ra1, "P• 
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as a causativ& agency. As the writer states ( 116), .. They are 

the will's l;leaaons; that in view of which it acts; so tha.t, 
; .~ ' 

w.ith a given nattl.re, it ·m.av" be expected, with a certain qual• 

itied degree of confidence,· to act thus or thus; hut they are 

never causes on the \~ill,: and the choices of the will are never 

their.effects~n 

·nr• Bushnell seems anxious .to make it clear (117) that 

~· doe$ n6·t ;claim that his view of man as lilupernatural. implies 

1d that men 
.. . 

as: J:)cn~~rs ~·and not being uPder the la.w of cause and .effect,. are 

~;ble to. "~et the causes in nature at work, in new combinations 

•· othef'vd.a .• e ·never occurring; and produce, by our action on nature, 

result~· tliihich she, as nature, could never produce by her own 

internal a:.cting*'" .···At another tirne, the theologian s ts 

· . tha.t.: (i1,Sl man, 'as a human a.gency, truly may be imagined, in its 
.'. 

powe;r· .. oveir; nature• to be sovereign over the process. 
•'. 

, T.he thing that Dr. Bushnell endeavors to make clear, 

.above everything e11llle, is that man is not an item of nature; 

that i$1. 1 he is not under the law of cause and effect in his 

choices. (119) Man stands out clearly as a sovereign and 

supernatural being, and his definition is, "that he is an orig

inal power, acting, not in the line of causality, but from him-
·,,. 

.self,• He is not entirely independent of nature in so much that 
!;· 

h~ is separated from :i.t in his actions • for he is in it, surrounded 

by it, acts through it, and is partially sovereign over it with ref

. erence to executing all that he wills in it, ·but entirely sov

ereign regarding self-determination. (120) In this connection; 

(116) ."Ibid," p.23; {11?) "l>Tature and the Supernatural.,np.26; 
(118)"Ibid, np.27; (119) 11 Ibid, 11 p.32; (120) "God. in Christ,"p.98; 



Dr. Bushnel;l goes on to mention that, in certain departments of 

the soul itself.., such a.& memory, appetite 1 passion, a.ttel:;lt ion, 

i:rt:~.agination, ... association, .and disposition, the will of man is 
., 

limited~ the very conditions and qualities v.rhich are partially 

under the. laws of cause and effect, and partly subjected to his 

will by th~ir own laws; ao that when ma.n would l'Rve any control 

over them, or make them serve his purpcuil e 1 he can do so in a qULal-

ified sense. and degree, by working through their lawn. far 

a.s they are concer'l:led, he is pure nature, and is superior to the 

law of cause a.nd effect in his power of volition at which. point 

his liberty culminates and his administrationjover his whole 

nature centers • 

With re:ference to the question about man being restricted 

in !lis power of s~lf-determination a.l"ld 1 therefore, limited in 
. . 

his executive ability to perform what he wills, more will be S~aid 

in the follovving section. At present, reference only is made 

to some of his thoughts on this theme as relat to the subject 

in band~ nAnd. so," says • Bushnell, {121) nit will be found 

univer.sa1ly tha.~, 'hov;Iever strongly drawn the supposed disadvan

tages and hindrances to virtue may be, there is, in every mind, a. 

large and positive .consciousneBs of being master of its ovm cl:;toices 

and. responsible· .for them. 11 lf-determinati on (122) as related 

to the will, or of volition, primarily is indestructible. 

"It is thi~ gift of er, this originative liberty" ich is 

easence of on~lity and distin~uishes the rsonal in character 

from that which. is~ natural. Free intelligences (123) are powers,. 

not thing's 1 and a power is a."l ent or force which acts from itself 1 

(121) "liature and the Supernatural,r1p.35; (122) " id, .36; (123) 
11 Ibid, 11 p.59 
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thout cause, to produce a tra~n of effects. ers, acti 

in lj.bert~r, are .ca.pable of a double action, to do, or not to 

(God, for example in creati man, man in sinning) t can 

only act in one way, viz., their n Dr. 

nell even ~oes so .. far as to suggest (124) 1 tb:a. t God ro.ade 

powers and thereby limited His control over them. 

In his sermon, "Every •s.Life a Plan of '., Dr • 

Bushnell suggests (125), that God has a 1 life-plan for 

do 

h-

every individual.t a.nd that He girds him, consciously, or un

consciously, to do certain things, but man a.lways is able, as · 

a free being, to refuse the thing or place God elec • Such 

a stt?.tement logi.ce.~lly 'bri u.s to the second section this. 

cb.a.pter. 

is a supernatur,a,l power by virtue of his \!~Jill, and, as such, has 

the po\~Ver of c~lf-determination and is responsible for his actions. 

In his wvfork a,Ud ·Play, n the writer ves se fitting summariza.-

tions: (126) "It is one of the grand distinctions of' man, as a 

free being, that he ac from himself, e.nd not as a being caused 

to act. On this account, or in virtue of t 

. is responsible. 11 (127) "It has been the 

prerogative, he 

miii;lery of theol-

ofi.Y, in £act, that it always been trying to solve the rela-

tions of God and nan ao relation.s of cause effect, not 

perceiv:Lng that, while this might be a v ry od of account-

ing for the changes of a dead body, it never is for t c 

of a living body, least of all for the actions of a livi 

(124) uibid,tt p. 66 and t'The New Life,'' • 208, 214; ( )"The 
New Life,n pp. 2, 5; (126) 11 Work and Play,"Ih226; (127) nThe · 
Life,n P• 235 



choosing Iil$.n •" ( 128) n In conscience, nnn els the top.ch 

of immutable ri ; by s reason he is made in to geometry, 

numqer-.. time, space, cause 

is an autocratic force, 

B• JM.lf AS A UORAL }3~ 

all neceo ideas; s will 

rior to all co tiona.'' 

Dr. Bushnell really his treatise on the theory of 

freedom, related to man as a moral ing, ( 9) by ing 

sentence of consciousness final. He deri the idea of man 

e.oti motives temined by t ctrongest motive by 

ting tllat consciously man 

thing,n but a self-terminati 

. not a or inert 

en t. n (130) Even if man 

looks for most powerful motive, the writer as:;:;erts, he ::.: ti 11 

is acting as arbitrarily a::.: though he 

thus differi from Dr. in his 

ect. In fact, the ling 

stro st~ ly man tHrve r 

of the motive ia e, 

ulat ut i strength. 

• Busrmell es s a 

the 

in 

e 

or 

of 

mat r into 

s view 

rnoti ve. 

!I , 

re of 

action is 

cle 

actions, we consciously 

the most wort rein 1 

reas 

~wo P1ay,u • 
; ( 0) li Illid t H p. 

ich 

re looking for the 

us treatise on this 

not neces ly the 

of superior strength 

t rely infer::;, or c-

t t Dr. carr 

can us in the 

is 

by 

in all 

mot 

ice, ca,use 

t motive, 

30; 
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no·· 

·.per'S on 

ight 

motive 

i:r 

rson 

fo 

eternal od 

that motive .... 
" 

al ir 

cs as :reas le 

ever 

on this 

caoe 

ie t 

val motive. 

view leaves man 

ri s. 

followed was 

it tvaa t h.e wise~:J t, st 

t i of tre 
c ice • 

c {132) 

or sinful 1 the 

was OS s ongest, 

e in his c ice. It does 

not put of cause and effect, but r .the 

>of conscio s o.f a reas onab • It eo not e1..,.-

h of Go.d's fo 

not /compute, bt1.t intuits eve • In lus own wo :rds: .. (133) 

;n God. foreknows ev st co 
' world of 

ssibility, ere to e, in 

the .of 

t 11 never is re cted in its self-de 

tion, it res in i exe force or ity to 

,. 

( ) , 
tati limitat·ions of associa.tiun, , corldition; limi 

of 

otition; seco , 
plainly enough, our or bee 

(132) 
( 4 ) " Ibid , n p • 

; (133) It .~~ p. . .. 
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1, is ilOt the concer1t ion v;e receive :E'rom i::::: tia' 

1 t of t is 

not le to do t t w is r rfect e::;:ce t gr; receives 

er from ? 

·it knovm, 

ability does not limit 

.,, 

... , · limi ti 

self-determining li • n re-

a clute as as is c:once • 

rec a, dist ti vOli.tio11e .. l c 

rmination executive capacity in t to 

and it is cau.se ... t :man 1.; 

s cct • is rtly t cauce ities, 

or sc.ibilities of clo , or be ' been 

r 0 and, in , for t n does not will 

right consciously or s 

comes obli becauoe 1J.is 

help from God. (135) 

truth t t Dr. hnell is is the 

fact cause r of ices is re-

a pons axe th virtue 

r t cauc e and ct, 

not cons virtuo u.:::1 or -wortr,v. 

at \YOU .. d to the J or to e s 

actions. It is ld (137) t n1an is Q 
( .. 'OJ ere 

o,f. faith, t t as a 011 in a mo 

. , t is, (138) !I 
. .... . 
JUS ... ~ce, auty, 

ich su:pposes obligation or cow.mand. thi~;' 

nliature and t 
II Ibi d ' tl l) • 48 ; 

,'' p,.33; 
1?• 

(136) 

es 



this a non-cons e , i ho 

ic It ic t 

by 

ar,. et ce man's 

tr.~at m.an to 

or me c;.re :;> u t into al ce 

obey. 

it ion t 1
' in re rr 

to a in, ( 140) itive , or cauce, o:r necerJsity 

a in; for, as :re VIore 11 u. necec i 

:t Sl ' ,it .wou • fl In o r 

of a cause, or a l'"l..eces cause 

nature, but . deli c ill. ( 

The term• rlcor..diti on ti ve , lt . is us 

i$ 0 te or some-

is neces to t 1>ro bable Hre c-

tion 0 f evil. This "condition ivativen involves t .I. •. cerval.n 

·into 1 1.'·1Jut it S,! r::.ot e, 01"% it 

neces . or e co s a cer"" ' 
tain conviction or c e .. ... 

In how this n tion ,, \jJ in a· 

, Dr .. rJllell rs first to of ( ) 

which, if rran merely fee terna 

it; 1 is ( ) 11 no t 

s 
' l;ly mere co i ti on 

tive, a p ct of 

of his rne rely e .. t• t 

!I Ibid II .. 68 ; ( 140 ) 'I Ibid , H (f 7 7 ; 
1

11 p.7?,3; (142) !tibid,n,p.,.SO & 
ur·e the e:r'l:1at t

11 P· 



a sition ci en fol id 

::::ide of rds r 

co e. lty 

latter, even t e seerun to lJe t 

moti . 
t cauce .( e to choose 

cons t he o .it seems t 

1 yaJ. ue of ,, -1- mot e ·u 

0 i~ + v te I ,. 

hi e-st od, ri 

the evil e cts of a. 11 n will not· 

one· time. In f t • 
s tes (146), c 

' 
or ec in 

ir only by a. c onsei1t. 11 At a. no 

he .says,. (14.7) ttTheir is t vi been 

score a.lrea.d ~r 
" 

it, y e t is in 

all t cirle.l. ono f its te !I 

st in 

this t c nt, tha. t done edly, 

it no r s , or is a v: ro former w o:.t the 

concluc:ton ( ) , but the ction be :.::: , is t 

ction true to life'? :noes not an ecome nwre 

the o it is e c ? a rnatter of t ( ) , 
do not some come slav-ec to their ti c lL:ts 

yielding to e fi:rst ea? 

not come by co nua ~ct g 

inst it~ )0 seelllS to 

'144) II Ibid) 11 p. 83; {145) It 

t! rnu. tura.l, p. 59; 
II ·J 84 • ( ) • l: • ' 

p.l2 
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0 • 

o e co ndly o s , in renee to IL'Or of the 

nco tion vative," (150) "It is a condition e, 

l~fection of 

ical training, or c.o ur se of gover:nme , to set ec 

in t clute of duty; tl:u:t t lllUSt 

probably have a certain rse ct for a t , 
ito tter res s .. - All· <:· 

"' 

process or 11, ·in the of e to become 

into erG, or to c mo 

they au:pply.n WH~h simi v:o strives to a 

precedes liberty. duties ntust certain 

thi:nge must done e erty becomea ity. c is but 

the iclea of irit t t r of the law, 

with i lution, in br Dr .. 11. 

to the third n co.ndi tion pri vat en · (151) as rela. to 1:tan t s 

curity t sin in a social relations of • cording 

. tothe writer, all at first are subje d to evil 

finally t forti 

of r. Thus it would ceem t of forgiveness (1 ) 

no unless re is some one to fo e-

necs •. forgive a no • r ( 3') 

ctions: in connection vvith sinful ;;.;.ctions, · 

one s further nncl reco e man ae a n elf-dete 

and, as such, of irecting elf ' 
(154) !! tra11n cor, re re, is a e 

morally, i ns t the ca.c: t of eve:ry 

( 150) nIb , 11 ~) • 

' 'Ibid • 11 IJ .118; 
tl i'. 6 

; ( 151) 11 lTature and t sur:erna tura..l, Hp,;90 
(153) 11 Ibid;":P•121; (154) 11 idt"P• ? 

and 

(152) 
:ik 

lty. 
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or the wo.rlds 1:.ubotances 

as not to act. 11 in dicturbc U1e norm& .. J state 

and its.certain effects upon the soul. It does not troy 

of the soul, nor does it ruin man's ability, as some 

theologians {155) seem to th • All t tionc of mi 
·. . 

sensibil.ity ,. .bat laws of operation :;:;, re 

l.)rovoked ff to a ret].ibut ive action. u The fact of 

sin is that the wi 11 commit ted 1 t catmo t of i 

the damage.. Thus; Dr .. Bushnell tries to show t2::~at the body a.nd 

soul are a ctrict unity, and that the harm, which a.ffects one 

affects the o trer. He suggests (156) that sin l.)rod.uces a condi-

tion of general inte~erance. It deletes the power of self~ 

gove·ril'!l18nt and seriously disturbs bodilp: by produci an unnatur 

state • All this is brought about by the eupernatt:~ral force, 

(15?) 

The human wil1 1 as has been previously stated., cannot 

• corre·ot, or repair the da.ma.ge done and it is clear, (158) that 

the supernatural agency of God. in the redemption of the Yiorld is 

needed,. There is no remedy in devclo:pra.ent, or· self-reformation. 

In short, (159) ~never can attain trtl:!3 liberty until some 

poveer from above takcc hold of him and makes him a son of God. 

Christ is revea.l.ed wi.thin the seeker, and the grace of God 

g;tves him life and liberty. is unable in himself to become w.hat 

is right before GQd • God, however, always is ready to help man, 

and. man. is guilty ~'~hen he is not willing to accept the help offered. 

Tr.e normal. state of a soul is to be filled with God {160), acted 

(155)'tibid,"p.129; (156)nNature and the rnatura1 1 " P• 131 and 
11 Vica.ri.ouo Sacrifice,» p. 326; (15?)"lifature .and the Supernatural," 

166; {158) ttibid, 11 p.l6?; (159) •tibid,"p .. 181; (160) 11 Ib ;'lp.l82 
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God, and ld by His \'\ill. God, e,.s true virtue, is necesc 

for all virtue. is needed OS.'U.Se Of 1nants conntitution a."ldt 

in the of sin, the necessity becomes penal• 

';fhe tion of :man's d.isabi li ty is out of .place. It is 

not a ques-tion, "Is ·he able to free himself from the power of sin':.'" 

but ".Is he ~illi:ng to let God into his life?tt (161} With. God 

or at least vdthin his reach, he is responsible according to 

p~er he· does, or can, fl..ave. Ma.nts ability depends entir·ely upon 

·his willingness/ to open himself to t~e .rule of l?owr;;r and 

.thus to live. Hia freedom of the will is simply :freedom as a 

volitional function, a.nd, volitions in themselves Ca;j:J.not regenerat"te, 

or constitute character. (162) Holy vi.rtue is a new state and 

not; an aet,.. It is a status .from vvb.ich action ~ emerge and no 

exercise of the will can change this state, or termination of 

the soul, wi tho itt outside help. It is the will that can offer 

itself to this outsid..e help from • .1. only when it so , .1 .. 

:funoti o1is that God can instill ua .new divine st e or principle 

neither natural or moral ability to re 

e:rate hio Ol'In state, but he is able to obey God's great moral 

(163) which act as authority rat r than as force. return to 

law and are delivered from by accepting the person of· 

Christ and giving ourselves co tely to F..im. (164) In ace 

ing Ilia person, we keep His cormnandmentc, t finding the lib-

erty of love fulfills all 1a.w. It ilii> the 1 aw of 

and life of Jesus Chrict :i.ch makes ua free from the law of sin 

and death. 

(16l)"Ibidt'tl;•l83; (162) nvicarious 
tiUature Supernatural.np. ; 
ural,n ; {164) !'!!]btf:~tl:' ,E.2U.r~ 

t 



In viev: of the fact that this section ic the most important 

in the thesis, reference :i,s made to oor:1e of the outs tandj_ state-

menta made on this subject .by t 11e sa.-rne v:ri ter in his other books • 

In his "Victorious Sacrifice, 11 Vo 1. 1, 157. ff. • Dr. Bushnell 
. . . 

states thap God does not accomplish nnn 's salva:ti on in him 'J:)y fiat-

force of omnipotence, because :He respects man's will. In Hie work 

of regene3ration, God .ma:Y use tbe ttforce-prihci11le, 11 {165) as 

as it c.an be used 1."Jithout destroyil!lg the personality of man, but 

to brir1g about the d.esi red clJa.n a povver - rather than a :force-

is necessary, alld Christ, in His life, death and resurrection is. 

such a power• Christ is the nerator ~~ souls {166) not by 

direct action upon them but by what He is to sight. He dra\vs and 

wins mankind to something better by His very person. 

nMoral Powers,'' says Dr. Bm hne 11 (167) ••suppoeec the 

consent of fa.i th-\vorks only by inducement; that is • by impres-

a ions, or attractions that mey be res is ted • 11 Inducement in 

itself does not Win faith or consent until it becomes inspira-

tion. (168) Inspiration ·nears the soul into a new world and 

by making it a Son of God gives it its freedom. The power of 

justification is felt or experienced whe.n the sinner becomes 

willing to turn hin:lself over to Christ, thus giving Christ the 

opportunity to re-create him. (169) The result of trust o£ 

sinner to Saviour demands absolute confidence and produces perfect 

liberty. (170) 

Turning nex:t to Dr .. Bushnell's book, ttChri&t and His Sal~ 

va.tion, .. page twerity-:fi ve, we find this thought enlJ;i.rged. eling 

cha.l~a.cter and sacrifice take the place of law. Van cannot be 

(165)"Vicarious Sa.crifice,u Vol.l,p.168 a.nd"Pulp.it Talent,n p.l45; 
(166)l1Vica.rious sacrifice, ttVol.ltP•l58 andl74; (167),.Vica.rious Sac• 

. rifice,"Vol.l,p.40~; (168)"Ibid,»p.404 and tt}few Life,"p.,219; (169} 
· (l.69)1lVicarious Sa.crifice, 11 Vol.l,pp.423 & 434; (170)"Ibid .• "p•435 
and 445 - "Vicarious Sacr~fice,"Vol .. 2,p.217 
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driven out .of in by some supreme force, but must be led to forsa.ke 

his sin freely at t11S• call of Christ, and this is done by em brae-

ing in truut t in Willfulness and ignorance he bad rejected. 
. . 

In this v;a.y, .-n beoomea dissatisfied w.i th himself as he i a more 

·and more won to God. Thus ma..n turns deliberately from th.e satis-

faction he once bad in himself to tn, call of Jesus and finds tba.t 

tb.a.t Wh:ich he thought to be a cross is liberty itself. (171) Even 

~onversion or saltration (172) are mad::e po!is ible by· a higher power 

except the Father vihich. haih sent Jfe draw liim." The ·work of sal-
. . 

vation, however i ,respects the freedom of the soul by acting in, 

~upon and tru-ough its oonsent. (173) The will cannot manipulate 

~n into holy cha.ra.cter, but is needed in the work of salvation. 

(174') The writer teU,s a storY about a young •n who went to a 

library and found a book enti tled1 "Tbe Truth of Christianity 

Demonstrated." Taking the book down, he said, n If this is the 

truth I ought to believe it and live it and I ~ill." (175) 

J3usf.uwll calls such a.n· act of the will in response to God's pov~er 

. of influence nconversion .• 11 

nLiberty and discipline, move:r.ent from God's centre and 

movement from. our own,. sanctified inclination and self-compelling 

·will, are the two great factorc thuc of Christian life and .exper-

ienc.e•" is a striking way of explaining li in· the v1o rds oi.' the 

author.. (176) Sometirr:es, everything seems to go by impulse and 

inspiration and all life is free; ani then at other times "self

compelling discipline of sacrifice and painstaking'* (177) · are 

(l?l) 'nohrist. and His Sa·l. vationJ~ p.28i (172)'1 Ib .. id,u 
"Ibid,~ p.71; (174) ••Ibid,"p.154; (175Jt'Ibid,"p.l72; 
and His Sa.lvation,"p.l78; (177) "Ibid,"p.l83 · · 

f.65( (173) 
176J"Chri st. 
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needed. to regain the grace that practically lost because of 

.moods of inconsta:ncy aq mixtures. of evil. In order to place 

hi.lnself 'back into the gracious relationship with God that he 

has thus brolr..en, man m~'t purpo~e or Will. to order the soul. SO 
: . . 

that God may occupy it ~d have ,power over it by inspiration. 

{178} J3y performing tqia act of discipline, man regains his 
'. . ~ 

position of liberty • (179) God has made :man a responsible being,. 

and he is desirous that man should hold this pes it ion of strength 

and liberty. 

In his book, "Sermons on Liv:i,.ng Subjects," Dr. Bushnell 

brings out the same thotJ.ght on this vital subject. {180) ·Trusting.·· 

or believing· in G.od is .necessa:c y because man 'a complete freedom is 

found in the :freedom a.m sovereignty of God. Religious character 

is as different from natural character as nan's constitution 5.s 

different fro:mv.what he. does and becomes. Van is responsible :tor ~. 
. . . ' . . 

his religious charact~~ .because it is. tvhat the soul's liberty 

goes after and nakes. Surely God is always working in this· so u1, 

but only as ~ wills to heed his J)reserice by willingly serving 

him .•.. {181) 

According to Dr .. Bushnell• no one can become a. Christian 

wi fuout ::resting himself in God and thus giving himself over to Him. 

In fact, the. writer goea so far as to say that the :person who thus 

comPletely forgets hiiu.self to be controlled by God will be happy, 

.free and triumphant. To reach this state,. we must forget the idea 

o~ molding ourselves and be wholly pliant to the will and power 

of God in faith. 

· · {178). •iibid, .. p.185; (179) •tibid,np.l89; (180) nsermons on Livi.ng. 
·• Subjects," p.,60,66,136,137; (181) ttGod in Christ,ttp.242 



. ' . ' . . 

a.utrwr s~a;t,es {182) "that men are often, and :prope;rly. put 
.· ·:·~~. 

Under obl~ga:ti.on ·t 0 do that fo;; \lnich they have. in thel1lsel ves. 
. ~, . ' . 

· no ;preli~n,.·~bll~tZf::-•!iOd :requirE;.s . no.m~ tO .ct.o', without ability 
• • • • ' • • I 

to do: but·· He'',. dOes .. riot. ~il!Ut His·· requirement by the. measur~# of 
.,, ., 

~re!i~u$1y>·dr.kinherenlly. qohta.ined· ability.»·· Apparently in a.n 

. :. '-ttelllJ.l't· to· SR~wer Jonathan Edw4rds t theory on na,tural. and mor·a.l 
.. . ·. . . . . . ' ·. . ,. . . . - ~ 

. a.b'ility, .J>r. !3ushneJ.;t.>,go~s ~ far ail to. say that the w~oli . 
. ; .. ' ' . ,., . . '. , . .. . ' '~ ' . . . 

· ..• q1,1.~s.tion· a.oout ~.~u:t:Jil ability ~s oppose~ ;to moral ability,t ·(Jr . 

. ~ual:i.:fi~d: by. it of,gra.~ious a-bility as ·~ substi tufe ·fOr ri~tur~ 
'· a.l ;abi;Li ty, or th~ ~equiva.l~nt ~f its. restora ~ion ~- is a. false 

iseue .• ~h~re is no suchthini,t an,<; ~ver wa.s, a:;:: .. a.n ability t() 

hpl~ne~·sJ or mora-l :per:f'e~tio~ •. tl1a.t is i$erent.,. Uo one 'has a · 
•"·... '· ' ' .. ·· .. · '" ' . .·. 

' . . . 

st~te is 11$'int&line,,ci only by dep~udet/.Oe upon God. Saint Paul 

reaJ.fze:d .this fact . in" his Epistle. ~o the Romans.·· He· knew tha:.. he 

.. could will, b~~. ~d. to d.epend '~;on C.hrist ;tO. 'be ~nd do. In 
0 ••• • • :· 

·other wo rda·, obligation is 1Jle2;oured by the· povver t;htit God will ·• · . : . - . . . . . ~ ·:• . . . 

giv-e through fa.ith, ap<l Rot by inherent ability •. 
. '"' 

The follc)wing concise swnma.ry ,stat~uent for .thio section 

rk and. Play, n (183): 

"Ancl ye~ how e:V:td.ent is it 'tha.t religio~ is the only element 

of pe1·teated freedom and _gt'eatness to a soul; for here alone 

does it finally ea'pa.pe from pelf • and Come. i.nto t.he perfect 

life of play •. '' This theme is enlarged upon in an article entitled, . 

'*Spiritu~l Economy of Revivals of Religion.u 

' . . . · .. • 

{l82)"Sermons on the New Life 1 °p.255J (183) P• 
Q.uarterly Christiarf Spectator• ». Vol• 10, 1838, 
ious Sacri fie e; n . Vo 1 .. 1 1 pp. 42,. 48 

(184) 

34; (184) 11 The 
... l41· and nvicar-
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-· 
In,~t his :art,ic.Je, the lit rit.er seems to hold that the Ch+istian is 

b~und by·~God.*a lavl at all time c. God: always io. fai thfui and: the 

ahristit;;~.n- being under the great princip:J.e of love, i:c under oblj_g~.;.; 

;:t~ion and_ ooun<h .· Thus one sees· ·th;;_t the· only. true t1+,eory .. of freedon:tl 
~ ' . - ' "~· 

~cc~di:rag ~ Dr. Buti>hn.;l.l, (185) is the theory of determinism • 
. ,>r . , .:._._, 

- Thiac, section :finds. its place a.t the conclusion of. the, chapter 
,, . . 

.;cm.i'an,t: 1:00 that. it may; serve not only its own Pt:l,I'.Pose, but also as 

an introducticm to' the clla-I>ter which follows. The theme .for. thiS. 
' •' . . .. 

· s'ect:Lon'i~ found in .:these w.o:rds: .. {186) 11 How -·different the- condi~ · 
~ . ' .. , . . .. ·. . ·. 

· t~~ri· i-eaii~ed ·YJhere men- art:J propagated as a race_ or races; ·.Then 

are t ~ 1:1:ri}ced. to.getlier bY. & ria ce.ssary constituent, ailtici,P~ti ve 
. - " . • . i • . '> . : . . ' 

lote •. ·· -ved. :~; ... thi~· loy~~. the. progenitors are. immediately. set to 
,... .. . . . 

a·:~ork 9:f care ~d. bene.fa..ction beautifully opposite t 0 the proper· 
.:•.', . . 

selffs~ess of their Jititt•,. Again we fllid. love as a principle• 
- .. ·. . .. 

,·essenta#lll' .vicarious, governing our lives in. society as well as 
~ . ··~ 

in,··r~lig3.on. Love makes it necessal'Y for the .lover to enter ,iatoo · 
_·, . "" .. , 

t11e sq.tffering. of. 'the loved •.. (18?) The. principle of vicarious 

aacri fioe is universal {188) ~m somehow has. its· effect upon a.J:l 

social 'betngs. 'Man aJ.ways 'is a self-determining being,.. but what 
. ' ' . . . . . . 

. . . 

).e determines is effeci.ed. by .his· social o on tact, and pa.rticul,;r,~y 

by h'ia feeling for and with his fello\vma.n. 

In hi~ article, "The kingdom of Heaven as a. Grain of llluatard 

Seed •" (~89) Dr • Bus b.nell suggests another w~ by wni ch. man. ta; 

freedom is effected., Hi~ own statement isl "Character is a power · 

(1~5) 1:.13 .Cheney~ . "Life and ·Le·tters of H. BUshnell• P• 192,; Jl86) 
"Nature a.nd Supernatural,"P• 136; (18?) "Vicarious Sac,rif'ice,ttpp•42 .• 
68- Vol. l; {188) "I"Pid."pp.l03,116•225; (189) "The New EnglanQ.er1f.~ · 
Vo1.2 - '1844, :p.613 · · · · · 
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'9:v:er .. ~~-·,;.ii\ J;nfluenca .their .f~eling. and command. their homage, 

~crhi·l.·~'t:t~~:~.~~f:a.a~er, in.)tlli~ viEnf of it •. is that. 'V'vhich by: princi

' ·.p·l;~.·~~d .. ~'ij-~:~d beauty .o<f feeling 'in one man, approve~ itself 

·to i~~v.J;i~#.,;~(o\ ,b;(lon:ea .a c.o~t~oll,ing,a.fa assimilative powerovel' 
"> :'"<·'~ ··.·:,i.'.>":~:-~~·;_,\>;"· '., . ' . - . ., ' 

him::f:t.·· In. tlti~ ,fJta.tement; ·it is 'c 1 ear tha. t a man t s . act ioria will be· 
,· ... . ·!-·--fi-'" {·'"' >·•/" ··. -· .. ,. n;- ''."' ' ·••· ·• 

'.· :·. ~- \· ·.·'J':., 

.: <.1,nfiuend~~l.b':;r.;he ;p~ople :wit~.~hom he a.s$oc4ites.' This principle. 
·. ··'' . / _--;; . ._.._ ... <;>. . •' :.· < ·· .. t, • •• -· •. ·,•. - ' :'. ~- .• ':> .. ". ·, . :<:~4-~- . . ':: ·. . . . . ." . · ... _. ·.· ,:;: . '. . .. · . . ." 
~ ~·e S.~en Pt'~he pr~q;tioe 'pf hero-worship .. ·'Even th0,se. who claim .. 

···t'~t··.~~~~··:~~ ~,~;t: a~;~~ted b~ ,hero-f!(or$hj,p neverthele·sa are in- . 
'," ,;"," 'M:l,• •' '· :t · ' 

tlu(l!need':by, C:~rt.Ui. f;trong c'haracters. · This influence. may. enter 
, "· ; ,·: • . ~-~' ... :::: '!!··., ... "L., ', "~:-' . " • ·. 

t,ll,e.~l' fi'vea u~~o.:n,sgipusiy, bo.t ts certaiii' of its effect. Too often 
, ··: ,._ ./~·- • · • .1·' '-, •• . • 

..• we' thirik .. that' influence is po~as ible only wnen conscious and di- . 

?re~t.e~. ·~'ti~H)Xl ·Iii~lie. ~~ganic::unity,of the family. ~d-in a 
·"- . - --~,_ \ ' - ·' 'C.':; •" • . . '. ·. • ' . - • 

•.• l'eal'.a.e.~~··t:Jr;s'ociaJ. and.. %l8.tionSJ. life; there· is a.n·unconscious 

. ' ·.1nf'.1u~n~ •. ~. ;,'t~'·~ri~.~·b.lch ·~J1i.'tea J_Jarent w.ith child~ teacher v-.ri th' 

·~tudert,t;'j oaptain'~i.th .• o141er~ saint with ,pat:ron·~ is so. intimate 

.that the '(:t&rac,ter, f.eeling, 'spirit and .Principle' of, .the one enters. 

into' the life ot£: the. other, whether 0~ not they so wi li it• 
' . . . . . .__- -· ' . '" ', . 

,• . . . 

of::,~eedom as Related to· Society .u The principle of love, the pow~r 
or'·~·h:.~oter and th~. influence of fellowshi~ all affect man's. tree~ · 

<loli'.l{.j.hEtl>~eaent stUdy holding that Btwhnell's treatment o:f these 

· t.iots ifr.,~~vaiuable '00l'ltrib\ltion to p;ogressive · re+l.gious thought 
~,· ,j'< 

. p. 

, M'iiD~as " sup~r11atural power. is not tinder the law of' cal.lse 

arid ef:f~ot .but acts' :tr~m himself';. Jlan. is a self-.d:eter1Jlining b.eing 

(l90X) "Christi~ ):furture 1 f! p. 58 
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rtue of· 11, ass io .·for s relation 

~n. I~ :man mere does t a certain s 

. nothing virtuous or blame-v;o rtey in 

t c es to t t 

ch is wro • oi.al rela. ti s 

e in c can find 

in s his 

. th$ Wi.ll • 



in section, t 

factors in e 

man's c re ons , soc con-

and covenantG, id 

.all are Incliv , in 
. . 

sense of ire e from others, 

is not a 

Dr. Buiihnell 's little '\:)ook1 ~tChris , tl will be 

r. of parent. 

to child. is In this r , t 1 a 

ic connection. connection is seen in 

the. usm.1.lly. is on 

of ild. ·. (191} In a sense, character of the one lly 

is luded in t te of 0 l 

t t nee of 

theirs,. until o t of t s 

cies' to t cts~te of cses 

1 e. never is e, for 

t rent a.11 or ic .POV~er ov-er • 

In s of v-irtue, ) t t it 

EL"C . , rather a s 

person may be for su a state by cauces prior to own 

( 190) t Uurtu:re. p.l6; (191) "Ibid,u p. (1!2)"I~id," .17 
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will. a peroon, to ain 

e. own vli • on vdll 

s of n1an be. 

society is organic the c bur s 

school a;re sessi a s irit 

iar t n1ore or less ti or r-

, to some ast; sover 

over i, vi d:ua 1. co-cal of 

:i.e, bu.t no less divine. child, of course, 

under 

can 

se ha.s 

t ory Hrto 

true t some 

, but ··it is 

t as t 

children have 

organic 1 of 

associates are oo close 

ficult to state re 

fact c t ~· 

" 

i ( 194) due 

of o c s 1 but men 

er 

+ 
" 

fr ora 

ized 

ention serves. 

wills of their 

ters on t cubject of 

l e as, • rmell 

od t 

elf. 

,.. . ... 

of 

i ren 

tted 

ne. It is 

t 

ted t t cu parentc are not ly 

~ £U"' to be ( 193). J too, such 

ct more by social c than 

li of' .. pa,rent s, fri s and 

interwoven in the ld that it dif-

nee one nD or e • 

coc ty some sovere 

.). v bo 

ct for freedom of th, to 

)·
11 Ib p.29; (194) t!Ibid, 11 P• 20 
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,., ' 

t s of ly virtue, it must t 

{195) t, in a real e ence, t 

ivative from In r v,;ords; 

er with ' 
i.n the Outside hindrance 

uncertain> • 
on (1 ) • 

it is not actual, but only pre ive 

its ity the ic of ily and church; 

namely, :ty living:, duty chi does not 
'·'.:• 

choose rite foJj him.self, but the , havi him, as it were, 

.in his own • the confideilce that his faith and clar-

a.cter will reproduc:ed 
":·/· t. · .• 

in the child. llothing need said to 

such VlO uld affect freedom of parent and child. 

for their chi ren often re-

from do certain th , not bec;:w.ce of themselves, but 

.because of their • Certainly the individual, as a free 

agent is responsible for own , but ons to 

ot r.s invo 1 ves him the &.cts of others. In a sense, power of 

pa.rent over child mi'ght l::>e classed under the la\"i of s im;)le contagion. 

(197) Under this be considered acts of will, under ntal 

direction, which involve res of cr1ar:::~cter. atmo of 

the home comes an inte p;:;.rt of t 1 of those who 11 

therein, even though the pare 1my not agreed. Inversely, 

it is ·true that outside influences come into and change 

the character of the child from that of the parent. we never 

are completely individual eno to free from organic connec 

( 195 )11 Ib id J II • & 58 



which affect our character. In one zense,·we are individuals 

act.ing from our own wills. In another sense, we are !)arts of a 

ro of a • 

The sa.m.e principle is carried out in t li of nations. 

A hers do VJ they ill. One generation 

is the of often only na 

but even ired are sed on transmission. s 

is true of a race 

by t se th 

0 connections be 

ly, 

(19,9) t~ 

or race. (198) 

s of educa. t ion; 

·a tendency 

inbred in stoclc.n 

nu~ture of the soul 

that of the body and. therefor 

the child :a wi 11 (201), 

ily. c:tlways. is affected 

s 1 ife. 

wo ingsn of the 

1 even cu:.: to 

it, feel character have 

continuance, 

ter ic synchronou8 with 

(200) Admitting that 

• :Bushnell holds that it cannot 

become a responsible will until it come n ted wit h. the 

laws, 1 and conditions choice. 

e 

In 1'Nature and the rnatu It 
I r definitely 

asserts that since the is a (202) 11mortu econorny • and is so 

arra.nge.d~ under its laws, that retribution follows at the heels 

of all sin---

a considerable 

with . h lC •• can 

az cts of human society the ·world are, to 

e, determir.ed." n. of course, 

ce him£elf in t povver God and thus 

keep himself from sinning and even from suffering retribution. 

( 1 98)" Ibid, "P. 6'7; 11 1ratul~e and rnat ,p .136; (L99 )" Obrlpt~~ 
Nurture, !I p .130; (200) 11 Chris tian 1Tur. ture t \1 p .14:8; (201) n Ibid 1 

11 P .l~ 
(202) nib~d~"1;.124;{"lla.ture and Supernatu:ra.l,"p.178J • , 

IY.t. . 



.-73-

. . (203) . 
J:Tevertheless, it is true( that, under the ph.ys iological terms 

of pro:pa.gation, soci.ety falls ao a unit r-:wil becomes in 

sense organic. ciety is no·t a r:m.chi'Qe, but a supernatura.~ 

organism with one .power acting on another. (204) 

This.,brings the prese cecti::m to its last point, na .. '11ely: 

Man ts organic connection with God. Gad is :nore than the totality 

of the personalities of society. 11Jfan, 8$ a supernatural i 

has a iri tual union VI ith God.. Much has been ::~aid about ma,.n 's 

relation to God in the preceding chapter. Suffice it to add that 

experience verifies that the supreme supernatural pov1er gi vee tt.e 

strength that is necessary for man to. overcome the powers of 1 • n1s 

·organic connections in the social world. In a eense, God is the 

light in the minds that know Him• the ··life j_n the he arts t]:l..a t love 

Rim, and the strength in the vvillc that cerve Being· th:l.s, 

He works. ttirough individuals, upon society at large, or upon 

society per se t.trough some natural or cupernatural methods. ·Thus, 

it is evident that the life of :society is rnore or leso controlled 

. by the organic connections wi ti:lin i tsel:f and its union to the 

superna tura.l pow e:r, called n God." 

B. FREEDOM AJ:iD ElNIR01Th{f!!NT 

The text fo.:r this section is found in Dr. Busr.nell's ttM:oral 

Uses of Dark Thine;s; 11 (205) "Uobody, in fact, believes,· speculate 

as he m.ay, that circumstances or society does everything in us and 

we nothing.'• Nevertheless, the environment in which we live has 

a very definite effect upon our freedom. In this connection, 

patriotism and the spirit of religious revivals in a nation and 

!203) 
204) 
205) 

Talent • "P• 115 
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, , 

community, influence people to do certain things. ch they would 

not do under absolutely independent circumstances• 

(206) All organic bodies, such. as states, churches, sects 

and armies have a spirit of their own, which somewhat regulates 

their. lives and distinguieH1es tr:.em from others. ttVfe use this 

word spirit,'* says Dr•• Bushnell; (207) "in such cases, to denote 

a pov1er. interfused, a c.omprehencive wi 11 actua.tin2: the mem1)ers, 

regarding also the conunon body itself, as a larger and nora inclu

sive. individual. tt Every member of a gang places himself under 

limitations as far as .de.sire is concerned. Every member of a.n 

organization is dominated by the leading spirit. In each case, 

the man remains a free agent and may choose what he wishes but 
, ·, 

nis associ~ti9ns change hie desires. Instead of choosing self-

ishly, he elects to a.ct for the good of the whole. ln ot words,, 

the organizatio:n. or orga.nism, :make him act differently than he 

would if he were not a part of a body. In a like manner, a parent 

limits his actions· by becoming a parent. In this connection:. Dr. 

Buaf!.nell has this to say, (208) *'1:Jow, too re is a perpetual working 

in the fa.m.ily, by which the wills both of the parente and the 

children are held in exercise, and ·which, without any deeign to 

affect character on one side, or conscious consent on the other, 

is yet fashioning results of moral quality, as it were, by the 

joint industrJ of the house.r• 

The preceding otatement is found to be true in modern lit' e,; 

As the fa,.thet acts, his young con acts, and every conscient 

father \Vill choose to do the tll.ings that are bent for all concerned,. 

rather than t:1ose that he personally rnay r:1ost desire. Often, he 

(206)"Christ:Lan Nurture, 11 p.38; (207) ttibid,~+ p.65; 
p. 67 

(208)ttibid,n 
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may do this: unconsciously. A child's beh.avior is affected by the 

attitude of'his: parents .. The J..ife of the familyio so closely 
. . . .' . 

inter-woven that. 1 t. is impossible to overestimate the power of the 

one over the other. The axiom, "Actions speak louder than words, 11 

is a truism pre~ant with meaning. The author is so positive· on 

this point that he makes this statement: (2.09) "Any people tbat 

is physiologically ad.vanced in culture, though it be only in a 

degree beyond another which is mingled with it on strictly equal 

terms, is sure to live dovm and finally live out its inferior. 

Nothing can save the inferior race but a ready and lJliant assimila-

tion • 11 

In .. ~ similar way, Dr. BLWhnell continues to speak of so

called organized and unorganized groups (210) as being ma.de up of 
.: . . . 

sou14 born of the spirit. t11.us making a supernatural order in 

hu.rnanity, Ei. S:Piritual nation. He definitely asserts that good 

and righteousness will be victorious. The great problem of exist

ence for man is to attain the state of perfection of liberty by 

training his choice or consent as powers so that tl1ey are in com

plete harmony with God's will a.nd character. (211) In this state, 

man's vdll is God's Vlill and God's glory, man's glory. nperoons 

or powers are creatures, we have seen, who act, not by caus.a.l.ity, 

but by consent; they must, therefore, be set in conditions that 

invite consent, and treated also in a manne:t• that permits the 

caprices of liberty." 

This training of consent and perfecting of liberty in the 

issues of character is a preparation for society and (212) nA 

dril;L-practice in tq.e principles of society; that is~ in truth 

(209) 11 Chris tian Uurture I It p .133; ( 210) fl Ibid' trp.140; (211) nnature and 
St.:tpernatural,"p.?O; (212) ttl{ature and the Supernatural,np.71 
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in purity, .in justice 1 in patience, f'orgi veness, love, all the 

celf-renoiJ.nc:ing.and beneficent virtues. Accordingly, the courze 
' ~ ' ,. ·, ' 

of training will itself' be social; a. trial under, in and by 

society. The·. :powers will be thrown together in terms of duty 

as being te~ o£ society, and in terms of society as being terms 

of duty. · · Jto ~li.ti' . ~*"nd the law. of religion respect society and a 
. "·.· ' '·:V//S: ·'< 

condition of soci:&l well-being, which is the grand felicity of. 

powers. Things have no society or capacity of social r elat iom .--

'Love, benefit, s:'{l!lpat}Q', injury, hatred, thanks, blame, character, 

worship,' .faith. all that constitutes the reality of society, whether 

of men witn God or of men with each other, belongs to the fact that 

we are. con~ci;'ou,sly :r>owers. n 

1la.n 'a Wi.ll always is l.'espe cted by God in His system for 

.. society, but rran't.a •. freedom likewise is affected by his relation 

to God and his :f'elito,~men~ God acts upon every member of society 

and society' :i:~··;t~n, influences its ind.lvid.ual parts. A race or ... ,:. 

group may bre'&k. a.wa:;r from God's control and sin, as well as an 

individual. ·As God deals with man, so He deal~ with society. Man 

is a ppwer and society is an order of powers, (2-13) and God does 

not. u.se force in. dealing with either. 

Reference is made to virtue and blame only as they are 

found in one person as he is related in his actions to others. 

(214) l(an. reaches the state of virtue by living with others. He 

is not born perfect. He is made perfect by dwelling with others 

in the power of God. (215) A supernatural, or £uperior influence, 

aid,: or power is necessary to keep society from deteriorating "'under 

(214) "Ibid," p. 110; (215) 1tibid, 11 p. 1?2. 
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the' penal. mischiefS of sin.tt 

In conc~usion, Dr. Bushnell eraphasizes the fact that man 

is .a social being and, as such, cannot t.hink of r.d.s separate entity. 

That he is ~e~ponsible to God for his life as an individual. is 

admitted, but all f;iQ,eiety is organic and t.bere is a spirit in·· 

each ch is peculiar to itself am a kind of power 

idea of federal headship and original and 

imputed sin is made understandable by thinking of man as a super-

natq.ral poweri:Iha a,ccia.l organism. He is responsible to God as a 

power and related to man in th.e continuity of. life. Every church,. 

nation and society has e. common life beside individual existences. 

That which happens t.o a part wi.ll affect the whole and that which 

mars the whole will influence the pa,rts. This i.s admitted to be 

true by such an !l.tlthori ty as Dr. Charles Hodge.• 
' '\ ., 

(216) 

Th~s it i$ evident that surroundi~s in \vhich men live 

partia.lly con.trol ·their act ions. The influence of heredity and 

environment are aubjects of frequent debate, and no attempt is made 
. to lihow "Nhich is the' superior strength. ·:Because of the organic 

connections in a.ll:social life, the conclusion is reached that 

the spirit of the .whole is reflected in the parts and tba.t the 

.attitude of the parts is evident in the life of the whole. 

C • FREEDOM AND GOVERN1JlEN T 

Every society ha.s some form of governm.en t, and ea.ch fo m 

of govern.rne:nt affects the freedom of those under ita sway. Even 

the family has a. system of government ich rules. by binding a.nd 

losing power (217) over. the ~noral nature of its subjects. 

Legislatiop. is the enactment of laws which morally bind the 

(216 )"Th. e Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review, 1tVol.l9, 1847, p .502 
(217)"Christian l!Turture," p. 205 



-78-

authority of the subjects. (218) The freedom of the minority 

is curtailed by the vote of the majority. There is no law 

enac.ted 't;hich does not seem to interfere with some one •a sense 

of liberty. There are those who measure their sense of liberty 

only in terms of appetite and,othera, in terms of lusts. In 

every state there is a great concilium, or republic of wills, 

each 0 f which acts for himself but . can be trained, governed 

and so turned about tr1a t finally it is ( 219) ttorought into the 

harmony of the consenting choice and'a. co:w.mon love and character. 

The system will be one that systematizes the caprices and dis

cords of innumerable wills and works results. of order through 

endless complications of diE;>order; l:v.vin~, in this fact, its 

real wisdom and magnificence." 

The. thing that Dr. Bushnell emphasizes, (220) with reference 

to freedom and government, is the fact that some system of govern-

ne nt, some sys tan of law observance, must precede e. very from of 

liberty. In. an army, the co:m.'non soldier must heed the command of 

his captain until he becomes so full of the spirit of his leader 

that comma:nds become desires and thus liberty. Attendance at 

school is obedience to law and order until the child learno.to 

love his work at school, and then it becomes liberty. So, we 

mig;ht continue to ·refer to incidents of law becoming liberty. 

Government is necessary because wrong is certain (221), and 

every moral regimen set up in souls ( 222) "must begin with law, 

or i~posed obligation; no matter whether it be only pronounced 

in the conscience, or outwardly also in a revelati on. 11 

(218) nnature and Supernatural," P• 12; 
natural," p. 69; (220) "Ibid,'* p. 87; 

. (222} "Ibid," p. 290 

(219) ttNature and S:uper
(221) "Ibid," p. 116; 
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In .his ttVicarious Sacrifice~ tl the author suggested {223) 

' tll.at holy virtue is made possible by free obedience to law. In 

other wo~s:,· ~a.w mus'!i come before virtae. · Drills and observances 

long enou~h>enforced rra:y produce ideas and inspirations .which 

help the ·~~ul to setze in liberty that which it bowed do\m to in 
~ ,' '~v ·' . , ' , -i' , 

fear. uThisholds true of every man, and, in a certain broader 

sense, historically of a people or a world.*' 

· J:)a" . .o' lh:Ulhnell raa.kes conscience the law before government 

. (2~4) and the throne of government for all, in so much as God 

bas given man a mor~ nature. Obedience to this law of conscience 

forms a complete society. 

Possible disobedience, (225) and :ran's imperfections, (226) 

ma.~e Godfs system or· instituted government and man's adherence 

to law absolutely necessary te help man to perfection and to pennit 

social life. tt.In.moral life," (22'1) says the author, "there is 

no government but sel.f-government; no conservation but sel.f

conservation. Thin.:s are governed and conserved by .their l.aws; 

but men, moral· agents • are conservable not by moral laws • .but 

only by their own free choice under such laws, in a ·way of obed-

ience." 

Thus it is evident that govern.rnent or laws in. themselves, 

do not make men perfect. Only as man chooses to obey law will 

he find perfect liberty. (228) The moral laws mentioned do 

acknowledge God's power over and in nan by making his obedience 

· possible. Obedience to law only is posci ole as God gi vee man 

strength in answer to his asking. The experience of liberty is. 

(223)"Vic. arious Sa~rifice*"Vol.l,p.64i(224)"Vicarioua Sacrifice," 
Vol.l,p.o238; (225)x"Ibid, 11 Il.261) -'l226J"I9Jd, np.?O; . (2.27):U:oral 
Uses of Dark Things, 11 p.l42 (2r..:8&!'Nature and the Supern'l, .290 
(225) also: "Uature and the Supernatural,''p.290 . 
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obtainable .. only through obedience .of law. This is a theme that 

the writ~r emphasizes • 

• In other writings, Dr. Bushnell cuggesta (229) that pre-

cis ion wnic;b. .is only a way of steering the soul precise.ly and 

faithfully into God's inspirations is but the necessary condi· 

tion of lib.erty. No man eyer keeps the way of liberty in a heedless, 

ha.p-~a.rd lite. In a sense, law is necessary until perfection is 

attained. 

In a. similar way, law and com.-nandment are shown to be the 

only way to liberty a.nd holy character in his "Forgiveness and La.w.n 

(230). The spontaneous homage a child pays to his mother is pure 

liberty ·and has no legal element in it save the law which has 

made him .free~ . The highest state of liberty exists where the 

law .is obeyed by desire, .or habit, and not by enforcement. "The 

grand analogy of letter ~nd spirit, la.w and liberty, or law and 

free comman~~nt. runs through all the organific discipline of 

life and society. n (e,3l) 

In any phase of life, fixed routine of duties and rules 

must be heeded to ·attain, or maintain liberty. Even in the sacred 

experience of prayer, one must establish routine before he prays 

in liberty.· In SllCcessive enduring o.f bards hips, one finds sur

cease• . Practice under force or obligation is a similar pathway 

to freedom... (232) '!'his pathway may be considered habit-formation, 

but, nf:rv~rtheless, is. one way to freedom. 

In a religious sense, society may be under definite com

mand.ments, but is not forced :to obey. Although free to obey; or 

{229) "Christ and His Salvation, 11 p.150; {230)cf.p.ll6, 123ff.; 
(231) "Forgiveness and Law 1 "P• 129; (232} nsermons on Living 
Subjects," p.320 
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disobey, pe;rfect freedom is the state of natural obedience. 

(233) tt!4berty ts not the. be in~ let alone ,n says. Dr. J3~bnell, 

"or a.llo'W'ed. ~-: b&v~ everything our om1 way .. · If it were, . the wild 

beasts would be mdre advanced. in it t·han all states and _peoples. 

Not there +a no projfe:f liberty but under rule and in the sense 

o.t rul.e.-"-·Spiritual liberty is being in such drill under Chrie t t s 

comma.ndment s, that it has no longer any thougbt of cost or con-

\That ·ts said of spiritual liberty, can be s~id of civil, 

or social, liberty• The closer society is to God the greater will 

be its freedom. In fact, Dr. Bushnell goes so far as to say, 

{234) it And a.s w~t we· do as right is always free, '!fJe sb.all grow 

mo;re free as the<c.enturiee: pass 'til perh,aps, even governrnent . ' '~ ":·, :{/.' ' 

· itself ~y lapse. in the freedom of a righteousness consummated 

If ciVil laws are the result of conscience and con-

science is the 'tlummit of our nature where it touches God•• (235), 

then the author's OJ?tomism should become a reality as ma.n progresEes· 

toward God. .such a state might be reached if every Christian family 

were a little church, consecrated to Christ, as Dr. Bushnell ouggests, 

(236). and wholly inf:luenced and governed by F.J.s rules. 

·., Thus the conclusion is reached that law, or government, will 

,be necessary untj.l society has reached a state in which serving 

(,to¢1; is life. True· respect for man is based upon pure rever-

_ertoe for God. I~ p ther vvo rds, the e.xis tence of socie.ty de-

. panda upon ita va.lua.tion of life, and this is determined in 

(233) ttlbid,n p. 408, 410; (234) »Pulpit Talent," J?· 239 and "Work 
and Play," p. 129; (235) "Pulpit Ta.le.nt,n p. 211; l236) nchristian 
Nurture, 11 p. · 120 · 
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proportion to the recognition society gives· to the supreme law 

the .law of Go4• the law of love and mutual. helpfulness. Only 

wren this law has possession of the hearts and minds of people 

will there be't rue freedom. 

D • . SUlOIA.'irr OJc CHA.P.rER FIW. 

Soci~tf'·ls an organic unity and,. as such, life of one 

generation is d~pendent; upon another. Social nurture has its 
,'y 

effects upon t;h~ life of individuals. lfua.t affects society as 

a whole influences its parts. The spirit of the home finds 

expression in the li.fe of the child. Environment is a powerful 

force in .. the ~o)."'ma.tiono f' character. Parents are limited in their 

actions because of their influence and children are guided in 

their thinking by others. Law is the one road to liberty and 

rules are necessary to maintain liberty. Government becomes 

unnecessary when living in God is realized. 
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TBIORY OF FRDDOll AS RELA.TED TO. NATURB 

'J?o those not familiar with the worlts of Horace Bushnell, 

this chapter llla.Y seeih unnecessary, but to those v;ho know the 

em.P'hasis which he 'Places upon the distinction between the super

na.t~a.l and t h.e natural, between God and man as po·wers and the 

world of na.:Wre as· things, this chapter is essential. 

Nature, as re.lated to the theory of freedom, will be 

treated as ito fre~dom is affected by higher .).Jowers and its own 

la.:'ils,·a.s well.a.s· it .a.ff'ects the freedom of the higher powers • 

. lia.ture and the supernatU:.l:'a.l. ~ork in and upon each other.. \\~ile 
nature may be regarded as a system within itself and the su.per

n~ttiral ~· realm und.er its own·· rules, the laws of the one react 

upon the realities of the other. 

A • LAWS IN NATTJ.RB 

.Dr. Btl$ h.nell classifies all things in the ·realm of nature 

and all powers in the realm of the supernatural. Things are. 

under the l,.aws of cause and effect while powers are self-deter-

rri.ining agents~ As suggested before, the word, nature, is a 

future participle and, as such; implies the thought of being 

or becoming~ A part of nature is in the process of becoming. 

In fact; t n-e VJhole of things J called na. tur e' bas (23?) fl a 

definite futurition, a fixed law of corning to pass, such that, 

given the thing, or whole of things; all the rest will follow 

(23?) ttl~ature and the Supernatur·al, n p. 20 



by inherent neQessity." In other words, the syste~11 of nature is a 
'' \ ' . 

realm of being • or subs ta.nc e, which is o bl iga ted by its own laws • 

. In a se.nse; the. la.ws of nature :may be the\will pf God inas

much t'fq, God. has instituted the laws~. (238) God, having motivated 

the systemi:;&nd given the fiz:st cause, is responsiblepartia.lly for 

the acts. 'the wr,j,~er himself states, (239) nif we say, with 

some, that the :la.ws are but. another name for the immediate actuat- · 

ing .po"Wer of' G:od, st.ill it rt~alces no difference, in any other re

erpect, \·d.th: .our ccmception of the system.· It is yet as if laws, 
. . 

the powers, the actiJ1~s, were inheren:t in the substances, and were 

by them determined. It is .still to our scientific; sepa..ra.ted from 

our religiou.s,.contemplation, a. chain of causeS! and effects; or a 

scheme of orderly succession, determ:Lned from within the scheme · 

itself •.'* 

Thus the ··realm. of nature was made· the world o:f subs .. ta.nce 

under J.a.ws of cause. and effect. In a sense, tbat world is deter .... 

··mined. by '\Vhat it is~ Supernatural powers, q.owever, can act .upon.· 

nature, al thoush, per .haps, they never sus pend the laws of nature. 

Dr .. Bushnell .fi'Oes so far as to intimate· that, while mechanical 

laws .make disorder imposed ble, "the malign act ion of powers" may 

cause disorder. (240) It is not held that sin is able to destroy 

the laws of na. ture. The.se laws remain even in and under sin. 
. . . 

llfevertheless,. (241) sin can produce a new combination, 11 which is,. 

to .the ideally perfect state of nature, wbat disorder is. to order, 

deformity to beauty, pain to peace." To. produce this combination, 

force is exerted upon the material world a.nd true natural laws. 

In his "Vicarious Sacrifice,n (242) the writer expresses a similar 

thought in speaking of disease as going with sin. A cut will 

(238) 11 The lTew Englander,l854,p.497; (239)"1\fat. and Super.up.38; (240) 
"Ibid,"p.59;(24l)"Ibid,"p.l23;{242)cf.,vol.liP~l34 
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cause pain and bloodshed• A body left to itself Cf'J.l!lOt change 

t~ese conditions. so-called natural consequences are held to be 

determinat~oJis of God's mind in the same sense that the laws of 

nature are <act ,ions of "fo.rces representing His will. (243) 

It is.:not held that Dr. Bushnell's view of the clJ.ain of 

·. c~se and effect is ~0mething new. His application of it as. 

applying only .to the realm of nature, however, differs from Jon-

a.t11a.n :Fidwards' view• Even the performance of miracles is not a 

prdcess of. suspending law, but rather, acting upon it. (244) 

The Christian scheme of ·redemption as a remedy for sin is in 

itself a miracle. (245) "Wholly compatible with na. ture; invol v-

ing no b\t'e&ch·of her laws, or disturbance of their systematic 

action.---:N'atq~e is .eubjected by her lav,;s, both to God's a.ctivity 

and· to outa_, .t 0 .be thus acted on and varied. in her opele'ation by 

the. new comb1,n~tj;:()US, or' conjunctions of causes they a~e a.ble to 

produce." 

.Thus the conclusion is reached that nature is bound by 

her laws. There is no freedom in the world of nature except 

the freedom in obedi~nae to law. N'aturaJ. laws are held to be 

fotpes representing actions of God's \Vill. This vie','/ rna.kes God 

initially. supreme over nature. Powers cannot suspend, or defraud 

the laws of nature, but they can act upon aud through them. 

Tha.t supernatural powers a.'ld even sin influence the workings 

of nature already has been suggested.. The purpose of this section, 

however, is to note more carefully just how these outside powers 

(243) tiThe New Englander,"l854, p .. 497; (244}n1fature and the Supern'l," 
p.l93; (245) 11 Ibid,np.l92; (246) tt!bid»."P• 26ff .· 
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act upon nature. 
In a verj definite sense, man is in nature, is really a J;B.rt 

of it (246') and is sovereign only partially oYer. it. As a power, . . 

however, he is able to aot through and upon nature and thus becomes 

an influence.. The writer refers to the pistol and gunpowder as 

bot,h belonging to nature• but brought together into a new aombina-
. ,•;<.< 

tio.n by nan so that they are mde to do things th .. at t bey could never 

do irh or 6f, ·taamaelve.s. For the gunpowder t6 explode when put 

in jWc,tapositiori'with fire is natural, but for it to be put nez:t 
·:~?< 

'to the combustion that is caused by a pistol, is l.mnatural. Again, 

in the building 'of a s.hip, or other mechanical device, materials 
... 

are made to do :t.'h;ings .that they could not do in their own state 
.-~~ 

of fteedom.. In very act of throwing a ball, or stone into 

the ~ii', the law of g'ravity is a .. e:ted up.on, but not 13uspended~ 

(24?) Dr. Bus.hnell goes farther/ sayi.ng: (248) nThat natture, 

~s a ~e.alm of ca.uee Sin-d effect 1 is ma,d,e to be. acted on from ·with

out. by. us and all moral beings, thus to be the environment of our 

lif.e, the instrument of our activity, the medium of our right or 

wrongdoing toward each other, and so the school of our t:J.tial. 11 

Tb.a t God, as the highest of all powers, cen a ct upon nature 

by force is taken for granted. It is held (249) that science 

h&s proven without the s ha.dO¥'\l of doubt, that :ltesh creations have 

been produced upon the successive races of living forms by a 

po'f[er outside of nature and above it, acting upon it. In the 

process of creation, God acts upon nature and her laws and forces. 

Creating is not unnatural, but supernatural. It is not merely the 

bringing together of the things of nature into new combil"la.tions, 

(246) See 85J(248)-------------------- · 
(24~) nl\fatare and Supernatural,up.38;/cf 1!Ibid,ng.l24; (249) 
"Ibid," p.56 
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but the bringing into nature and her processes of n~w t rungs. 

This same . th is true of miracles. power. operates upon the 

chain of· cause ;~d effect from without the chain·· (250). In this 
. . 

view, Dr. Bushnell was ahead of l1is day. His idea is becoi!li rig the 

. !nOdern t1teory (if Christi~ creative evo~ution. Nature wo in 

and ·of itself, :but "a.l~o is opere.ted upon continuously by powers 

from wi tho.ut. 

Returnilfg to the autl10r's definition of sin, it is evident 

. ·t.hat it oo.ncerns man's relationship to his God. >Sin rnan 's un-

willingrtess to obey Him. By nature, things are perfect; man, by 

willing disobedience, makes them imperfect. He disrupts the. co.urse 

of nature, unsettles the appa.rent hannony of things and thus brin 

about an unnatUral state. Sin. can .change the ti on o f natural 

causes, prod~~e different conjunctions and thus alter results. (251) 

.The laws oonti~ue; .to ~ ct as . before, but the sin co tted changes the 

combinations su'bject to their action, a..nd thus the order of their 

11Jor1dngs. In thi.s , it io evident tnat rnattu~;;ll agents are 

sovereignt in. vart> over the actions of nature witrJOut removing 

her .la\!VS. :Pov,ters enfo roe submissions and thuz :p:::·oc'.uce an unnatural 

o tate. 11Sin the bod.y, the soul, society, the v7orld, all t 

before and after.n (252) 

fact of oin supe.rnatural sys of 

government. in which :man lf-dete ent t can 

acted upon by Go.d.. The writer says tm t (253) 11 It is an economy 

supernatural, that ll complement disorder fall of nature, 

having er to· C<..i.ll i tz currents of penal ntisery, bring 

out souls into the established liberty and beauty of holiness •." 

(250)"IbiCLt"P·261; (251) .and the t:upernaturo.l, 11 pl23; (2 ) 
~•I1Jid,np.l66; {253) nibid 1

11 i)• 166 . 
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s tem of "grace :-;nd n1a.rcy. u It d ae s 

not, in , rev:oke the natul~al.law of justice. ( 

'qtinnot 

God h.; 
. ' 's sinning 

action) 

into nat 

.man, 

res forb 

;tpo , man ' s 11 is r 
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etc will 

te, t t s er-
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a deve nt of the r of • 

re ecti 

I by at al. consequ~nces 

ease, ordei", in, 

. compose of 1~· tt (258) . It The enal train 

run is even . for ) 

it .. shOUld ever its t 0 •: 

has 

·able to 11 it to ction •. · 

different from resto it. It is 

of a reztored s ut 1p of a 

11 continues on t subject ass t 

the of e T:l.O s es the ce::·-

tainty ot al came a nece::o ity in 's 

sin. ote, ( ) H in 

seen, as to say t .L vd11 institute v • l•t 1s. . same; 

actuate two of , a kingdom of nature a 

doni o.f ; for as we een that nature is 

will of 1 SO o must n, r-

. fection, or completenera::: of God's economy wi consist in 

orderly comprehenei on of rJO th, under harmoni nci.ple s of 1 

and reason, are· ole ar to , but only i!na.gina.ble to n • 

·So it is .t God is inf nee a.11.d rnind 

in natura supernatural. Powers cm:1 inte ::re vii th; 

ially control, e but o d can :rectore it. In 

thenabso e is not as tem in and of itself. 

rs from t oystem act thro and u.pon it. The 

' Vol. 12, 11 .. , A91'1• (q>;g'\ 11 
"'XJJ.-'•o!.fJ ~V'.j 

' p.497. 

It 
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supe ends and cam:: ec for h t 

natu;ral and to vv it is ervicnt. (~~ ) 

, it t God and raan are st;qreme 

in t go universe. cons noes are 

.re ons of • are 

bro into relations Vii th e fo reed 

to do · unnatural • Only a .:1o can cormn.i t 

sin and s disturbs t 0 an harmony of l 

rnr nat~e can restore itcelft e, grc.ce and 

me God's sys 

ry fev; v:orks na:cure tha:t are so. 

ut action of s 

on tho procecses 1 Ol" of ure 

~:ent causec • are of nature w.~ich are 

from wtt ut, and shou 

natural (261) 1 r;;t the r as tural. Ir.. 11, 

having· t in re of' nature, goes so 

(262) tr.at t and act in and "by ion of the 

absolute force, or fiat of omni.po ce. (263) nrr the sun 

ens, lri "' ~~ ....,.._, or tl1e earth shudders with t in s h, 

tbBvt sympat1:zy ·of 1'1'1. tur e is just as pr te for ;~s it is 

··for us, our s blueh or our eye diLtill 

our is upon uc, r our un. It 

not; cause and · ct t luc s that we s, but it t t 

cause e ct are to by ntc vi' ch connect 1..i our 

(260)il g, p. ·(~\ 
' i 

( 
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freedon1. l'fature b and ·,~'eeps, cause .V).L':..C 0 :ri !1Et 

·s tted so to otlr freedom, or mad.e to e to u.c 1'J.G d our 

co ,;,.ld not even to e rnity e a or a 
.• 

of contrition if we did not co her. t' 

precedil1g quotEttion hao been v-en in full cau.se 

it is he.ld th:;;..t the view the rein ss , with re renee to the 

reactions of e. t tirae on, io new. 

·suggestion tklat nature actc in respon::::e to Ulan's condition 

is not i·ecorded in o ti • a cons ence of ;::in, 

the re.tributi ve cau:::ec .of nature do produce diseace 

(264) idea bro ht out in le to t '· 
v/b.en i c ::..i.ks .. t ing trava.ilj.ng nat 

because of sin. Dr. Bushnell says (2~5} ''Tha.t everytht up to 

the stars 1 the e rel?"lm. of causes, i s a. t 0 ce, in some . 

serise, the c.utive of .. God's moraJ. retributions;.:" 

of n e t are :ec e ... s TIP' 
'-' 

re or 

effect of one cause J namely, sin. .rences are 1nade, a.t di;f-

ferent times, to works of nature cattsed by sin. It is not 

· tai ned. that , if :t'ealm of na tu:t~e 1 eft to itself, God 

would not vv-ork i1pon and. through it. 'T' t ory of creative evo-

lution indica tea that does tr:;.is very thing. In o the r wo rtlc, 

ich the wo a,f nature are 

A grain of Vlheat put into ground a.nd ~'-'ece i vi stinl 

and er, will produce .. growth may be regarded the 

work of nature, but tr1e planting of grain j_n the v:ork of mau ani 

the nding of sunlight and \':ater is the work of God. In this 

sence; the. two systemo \;ork to:;ether to produce good. 1U1other 

(2 )»Vicarious Sac:rifice,t'Vol.l,p.360; {265) "Ibid,"p.385 
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illustration: , . left to. i elf; only will flo"':v down hill. 
.. 

rrui tuira.l.\ ers, r, ce.n force water to go hill, 

thus cb.ang~ng the J;JOX'ks of nature, not by sin, but for service. 

o.r· na.,ture are limited by the works of God man. 

Tur to another view of tr1e vvorks .. of nature, it is 

found that the .. ~q:perna.tur.:tl po·wer, cal~ed man, is not 

soyereign:. tiroos when man's freedoni is affect by 

the wor:Js;s 6f nature, and irhen nature seezns to have freedom in 

doing the. t she does. the author refers to certain (266) · 

. ••terrible powersn which ·work in awful Yiays about us, a.t times 

overtaking and destroying'man. In this connecticn, it is held 

that this. is so because nature r.1ust work in orJedience to her 

fixed :laws. A river's banks can hold back: only a certain arnount · 

of water •and vvhen tb.ey are taxed to retain more' they cannot do 

so •. .the reeults, and nature is blarn.ed. in 

. . weather cti!ld.itions (267) mak~ men 4o things. that they hi:td not 

Willed to· do~ Earthquakes, storrno and other revol ti:ng · elemer.its 

are incorpora:ted in the wo rko of nature a.nd.· force :man to change 

his plans. ld animals, birdz.::: and incects make man their prey 

and destroy each other. .Again, plagues and pestilences, which 

may be considered the effects of sin,. {268) come upon the free 

a.gent, man, against the dictates of his will• T~1us, it is evident 

that the works of nature are lir:lited within themoelves and def .. 

initely condition the liberty of mn. 

In s ing of the v~rks of nature as being produced in 

accord with certain laws, and in reo pons e to cupe rna tttral powers 

acting upon these lavvs 1 Busbnell recognizes the difficulty of 

(266) " es of 
(267) "![oral Uses of Dark 

' p. 139 
ngs,"p.240; {268) "Ib •"p.274 
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and the sovemgnty·of God responsible for all 

the works of n&ture. Tl:!..ase works are both go:od and bad and a 

.good God.canno:t produce anything bad. i:ri it must be remembered 

• that it is 

the. writer • 

the bad ssible, or permissible, 

it. • Insects. ~d anima le tl ( 2 69) affirms 

out'fit al'ld furniture of a moral system.-
* .. . . 

'fhey belong tO the revelation and fit discipline of evil, being 

symbols, physi.cal analogies, such ;as draw their type :f:rom man, 

and not from beauty arid goodness of God. ---Tiley have all re-

ceived their law (in God) and crone forth, in their time • to work 

with Him in the sand but really wild and terribly subl history 

of life. n 

' So the conclusion is suggested in tb.e oro a tha. t :the 

works of nature are used to a.ccomplislf God ts eternal pur.:.Jose for 

the world. They a;re limited by God, r:::an and U.:eir own lavls. 

God works through nature to teach 111an, and e.t such tilnes man is 

net sovex·eign aver nature. Uature definitely ma1ces ma.n do tb.ings 

contrary to his own plans. The 'l!'l"i 11 of man "ffJ1iJ:Y be changed by 

the works of nature, and his liberty is affected. 

D. Su"lllMARY OF CJIAPTEIR VI 

Again it is found that freedom is possible for nature, 

EJ.s for society, man and Christ, only w.hen her freedom is God's 

favor. God has instituted set of laws ·which regulate the 

systematic actio.ns of nat~e. The.se laws are the forces which 

represent God's VJill, or the determinations of His mind .. God, 

and.even man, however, can disturb the laws, but cannot destroy 
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or suspend tP,eni. They may be acted upon in such a wa:y that new 

oombina.ti ons are prodqeed aad thus effects c!:J.anged. in changes 

the actions ,of nature .in this way. It makes out of order, diE:~0'Dder,; 

harmony, d.isco;rd. Disease and pain are the results of sin, or 

man's power over nature. ,ltanJ as a moral agent~ can :mar nature, 

but cannot resto,re it. Neither can nature restore itself. God and 

Ills kingdom of grace and mercy are needed to restore nature and 

establish freedom. 

All the v~orks of nature are under the sovereignty of God 

either by instituted laws, or by forces acting: upon them. lllan, 
'l. -

however, as a morfi!;l. agent. can vary the wo,rks of nature, by making 

new combinations or by an act of fo roe. The works of nature, on 

the other hand, can comp.el ma.n to change his plans. Th.is is seen 

in revolting elements and animals. Ultimately; however, all the 

works of nature are .used to .establish perfect liberty as me:il.e pos

sible in God. 



CHAPTER VII 

CONCLUSIOn 

rn·sotne wa..Yil. this chapter may be considered the most 

important G:f the study. Very few definite comparisons 

were made, in the 'b,dy of the thesis, .to show Viherein Horace 

:Qua~ell rn~de contribution to progressive religious thought in 

America. The nll!lin study was primarily intended to show Horace 

Bushnell's view on freedom. ' This cha.pt er, hOWever' makes a brief . 

reviei: of the b,istory of thought on the subject in hand, as it 

had. developed in··A!nerica., prior to the time of Horace Bushnell, 
g,· 

alJ.d shows wb~reirt'he diff.ered. Certain criticisms will be answered 

and.. final .. ~1$s 1nad.e. 

A.. SUGGEST-I OltS 

The first""'~form of theology which appeared. in New Englapd 

was c.a.lvinistic. · Tbf!. ·absolute sovereignty of God was maintain.ed 

in theory, def'ended in practice, ·and became the foundation for 

domestic and colonial life;, His toria.ns seemed agreed upon the 

influence of J"ohri Calvin upon the life and thought of Nevl England. 

John Robinson and the Pilgrims ca"D.e to -.4..mer.ica to find freedom in 

worshiP, but were so Cal vinis tic tha. t they persecuted those who did 

not believe as they did. Thus, we have this conflicting view of' 

freedom: a.r:td the supremacy of God. Pietism and 1nys tic j_sm place 

the emphasis upon the spirit and heart, and soon human reason 

became confused with the spirit and developed into rationalism 

which emphasized the absoluteness of the Scripture. eta were 
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the. re.ault of the importance placed upon the spirit ts testimony 

and; tb.e· 

the way 

!tor ace 

center of truth wa.a·put into the objective 

i the mysticism of ll:rs. Hutchin-

George Fox and lliam Penn, prepared 

J"Qn...ttian Edwards a.nd, indirectly, for · 

of Hooker, Cotton arid Shepherd proclaim the 

............... _, of the impotence of man, by nature, in con

of tull submission to the will of· 

God.. lllam. fynchon perhaps was the first to break with this 

dO~nating Anselmic view of the atonement in his book, "Heritor-

• i()us Price of our Reden:rpti on," 1650. He rejected the idea. that 

Christ was und.er the wrath of God. in suffering the cross and held 
. ' 

that He voluntarily offered Himself. ( 270) In this, he may have 

been candle-bearer before :Bushnell, but he ante•da.ted his time, 

for the Vaasao~ttsetts legis~ture ordered his book burned. Like

wise, .we find 3'olm Taylor (1694~1761), (c:fo.his "Scripture Doctrine 

of the Atonementn:), hinting at Bushnell's view of freedom and 

theory of the A.tpnement • 

.Tonath,an Edwards' views of the all-embracing sovereignty 

of God, a.nd pr~ctioal denial of the freedom of the human will 

have been given in the body of the present study. His view close-
D 

ly resembles t~t of Hobb~ and Collins, and his distinction between 

moral and natural ability was advanced in less perfect form by 

tbe French theo1o'gian,, lJioaea A'nyraud and the philosopher, Lo eke. 

Denying the freedom of the wi 11 in its ordina.r.f acceptations, 

he preached aa if the will had the power of choosing between motives 

(270) a.America.n Church Histor.r 1 Series," Vol. 3, • \Ja.lker; p.215 
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of self' or Go4iL The iron chain of necessity controlling human 

cha;acter and conduct~ makes every event in !lature a human 

experience decreed by an Inflnite \'1111. In this view • every 

&Tent must ba.'v$.; somif; external cause, and man is made a. part Of 

~t'P'e, rather than a personal being. Furtb.er 1 if God is the 

11, why does a good God make man inclined to 

do evil? .In ~ing man identical with sin and yet holding that 

man has no existence outside o.t' God• Edwards seems inconsistent 

for God ie go.odne&ua. Again, in making God free, only in the 

sense that He ha.s the power to carry' out Divine Inclination and 

save and reject whom He :will, Edwar4.s makes sovereignty contra-

. diet necessity. · (2'11) The purpose of the present s tu.dy, however, 

is not to find f.allacies. ot; discrepancies bl,lt. me rely to 13 how. need 

:tor further s.tudy in this field. 

J"6seph Bell~'ll.Y (1719-1786) was the first succeeding 

stadent• A ·gla.noe at hi~ work will shovJ tha. t J:Le accept~d Edwards' 

theory of virtue, freedom of the will and original sin, (cf.,nTrue 

Religion") but differs in his speculations about the method of our 

c.onnection with Adam.- Divine sovereignty, however, is exalted in 

·his theory of election,· and he .held the Calvinistic theory of 

total depraVity • (272) 

.samuel Hopkins (172l-1S03) maintained the freedom of' 

the will. 1*here are many passages in which he eY..alts the agencies 

of God. While Edwards had be ld liberty to be in the external a.bil• 

ity to perform our volitions; Hopkins places it in the volition 

itself. (cf. Lee. Cit., pp.83-86) Hopkins insisted that the will 

could not be compelled to a given choice. He n::aintained that 

(271) 
(272) 

"Life and itinga of J. Edwards,» A.V.G.Allen, p.296 
"A Genetic History of ltew England Theolbgy,n F.I-I.Foster,p.l12 
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reaches. (?74) 

i'imotb.y Dwight {1752.-.1,817) · moderate a.nd conc;U-

tij~oiogy·· Re. <U>pos~d the ide~ on divine 
t ~ 

',' ' {d ' 

arid ·Hopkins a$ ~tl'le cause of sinfqi c).:10ices. 

. . . 

an(}.. sin,. and. regenera.ti'on consists ... tn '(27~) na. relish for iri t- ·· · · 

u.a.r·<:l'Qjects','oo:mmUJ:lica.ted to it by.the po~r of the Holy irit•" 
<A-/ 

In ot tiel:' wo~ds •· a ·turning· back to Ed:~ards is .ae en i~ Dwight • . ~ . . 

:gngiand. theo:to~ to restore the fre~dom of the vtill, which the 

· Ed.vva.rdea.n schoo:t·b.ad t.rietl todestl"oy. Asa. Burtonts ttEssays 
. . 

. on Sorlte of ton: Fi~st ~irlciples of "Jleta.pb.ysicks • Ethicks and 
8; ,- \·,, ,, ' 

Theologyet .(1~24)' agreed With prevailing necessi ta.ria.nism, yet 
. .. . . . ·.· ' . 

started. theology in the direction toward freedom of the will. 
. . 

Acc()rdirig too ·:aux-tont (276) "The will Hi only a.n executive faculty; . . . ' . . . ' 

its office .is to obey the commands of the heart •" Taste is the 

internal cause .of a.l:t volitions. God bas established a.n infa.l-. . . 

liblit. connection .between this cawe and volition. To elucidate, 

liberty of the will dwel·ls in man's liberty to wi 11 according 

to hi~ ple~ure. This C;onnection was regarded a.s moral necesai ty 

. and such necessity assures the liberty of the will. Thus, it 

is seen tba.t,wpi1e :Burten .differed with Hopkins and Emmons and, 

i;n a. sense, with Edwards, he yet adheres to Edwa.rde' idea of 

·necessity. 

Nathaniel Taylor, (1786-1858) was Burton's successor 

(274) urh.e American Church History Series, u :v1alker,p.501; (275). 
"Ibid, "p.302; (276) tt A Genetic Hi story of Nev.t England Theology, u 

F. H. Foster, p. 245 
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and stood for true freedqm. based upon consciousness. He definitely 

differed with,Edwa.rds in his. state1mnt that ma,nts acts were not 

necessitated in acco;d i'th ~ tmcondi tioned i~w of cause and 

effedt; (~77) yet choices and. a.Ilteoedent conditions are so con

nected .with Gqd.'s perceptiop' .tkat the end. ia assured even though 

So God's sovereignty 

and. man's dependency rt)ma.ina, but man. is not .coerced in his actions. 

lran has the natural ability to choose the right when there is 

the appeal to t'h.it sense. Self-love is the emotion to which the 

a.ppeai can be . made • Vfui ie man has thh:~ natural power, Taylor 

claims .that he is dependent upon the working of the. Divine Spirit 

to persuade his will to action. According to Taylor, ain is in 

willingly disobeying known· law. He denied the idea. advanced by 

Edwards that, sin was the required :medium of the greatest good and 

substituted the .. theory of a. system from which God cannot banish 

sin. In suggesting a system in wh.ich God cannot use force to 

prevent sin, he initiates the idea. of freedom en1a.r~ed upon by 

Bus.'hnell. ·· · 

Thomas c •. Upha.:m (1799-1872) a.sse.nted to Burton's conception 

of tb.e different faculties of the mind and helped to free liew 

· Englanci theology from the re i:::;n of Edvua.rds' thoughts. In his 

'*Philosophi<J.al and Practical Trea.tioe on the Will," {1834, :p.l33) 

he does suggest that the vvi ll is under law, but not compulsion • 

. Charles G. Finney (1792-1875 )made :3d wards' differentiation 

bet~veen. natural and :moral ability, one and the sa.me. Holiness 

was regarded as ma.n • s willingness to obey God; and sin is his 

unwillingness to do so. ·Man can live in a. continuous obedience 

when aided by the Holy Sltrit. This view is almost Arminia.n, and 

(277) "The Arnerican Church History ries, . Walker, p. 304 
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certainly, perfectionism, in theory •.. He averred that virtue is 

the choice of the greatest happiness for the whole universe. In 

fact, he raada ~ppiness the ultimate good which gave value to 

everything. In other words, the principle of love is tbe only 

v:trtue and finds its origin in the will. The Holy irit is 

needed in the work of regeneration to change ma.n's pur;)ose, a.nd 

man's ·responsibility is measured by the ability which he can 

receive thFOu~h faith. 

So the struggle for freedom continued and the way \NaS pre-

pared for the works of Horace .Bushnell (1802-1876) • In 1847, 

Rorace.Bushnell, as stated in the body of this study, refuted 

Edv1ards' c.onception of conversion in his first publication of 

nchristian Uurtu.re.tt Instead of agreeing with Edwards that en

tra!fCe into the kingdom of God depended upon consciously aubmi tting 

to God, he argues that a child s.hou1d grow up as a Christian, never 

knowing· himself. to be. otherwise. Life is to have the freedom o f 

g.rowth.. It is not a. machine which must be regula ted by certain 

causes and completely submitted. to a Supreme Being. Dr. Bushnell 

aq.mits ·the sovereignty of God and avers ti.nt man is not so free 

tb.a.t he can work out his ow.n salvation. In other words, the 

leaven .of the spirit of God in the be arts of men is essential. 

{278) In his tt:Nature and the Supernatural,,. he says, "Do we then 

affirm. the absolute inability of man to do and become what is 

right before God? That is the Christian doctrine, and there is 

none that ie more obviously t~:u.e." At a later time, {279) the 

writer asserts that there is nothing so tragic as a people who 

try to work out their own salvation by self-culture and self!~right-

eousness. 

{278)pp.71-76; (279 ) 11 nature and the ernatural, 11 p .162 
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By free.dom of the .will, Dr. Bushnell holds that freedom . 

m,arely ia. a .vQlitional function. Volitions, in themselves, how-

ever, cannot regenerate create a new character. True virtue 

1a not a series of acts in response to volitions, but a new state, 

or status of right~diaposedness., from which new action may come. 

No mere voluntary· act of the will can change the state of disposed-
',' .. 

ness of the soul,Without Sul?reme help and gr~ge. Redemption in 

man is dependent upon an action from God. 

Thtla it is evident that Bushnell did drop nmoti ves" affirmed 

by Edwards to be so important but found freedom in "indisputable 

report of .consciousnesa.u By doing this, he escapes that endless 

cbain of causation Which confused former thinkers on this subject. 

Dr'~ B~~tbbell 'a separation of things from po·w ers or the 

natural: ffom the supernatura1t with the latter as able to dominate 
. . ":; ' '' ... 

the for-me~ and u~e th.era for their own ends, really is his great 
. . 

contribution in the ''field pf freedom. .As Theodore T. ll!unger .. 

suggests (28-()), 'Busbnell .materially agrees with the later school 

of New Eng4nd theology in his idea of freedom of the will as a 

volitional function::· but differs from it, without contradiction, 

in his "'ti~w of sin $s due to "conditions preventa.ti ve that are 

involved as necessary incidents in the begun existence and trial 

of pow.ers.n Placing c.haracter in the Will v;a.s a needed thought. 

In this way, he refegated sin to the realm of the supernatural 

and t[lus made a. supernatural Christ necessary for redemption. 

(281) 

Dr. Charles Hodge (282) says that it is a. satisfaction to 

see that Dr. Buslmell repudiates the principles: First, that man 

(280) ttHorace Bushnell: Preacher and Theologian," p.217'; (281) 
11 Nature and the rnat'l, 11 p.143; (282) 111fhe Biblical Repertory ,c,nd 
Princeton Heview, "VoiL38, 1866 
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is :riot asked to do more than he has full power to perform;. -

secondly' tl:uil;t'a.ll sin ~is comprised. in sinning or that ~nore 

c.haracter is based upon volunt;a.ry action. The sinner, left to 

himself, hOwever·,· cannot repent or restore himself to holiness. 

E.ven in ~is s~g~stion .that a child should never know himself 

.otherwi;;:u) tlla.n as a Christian, Dr •. .Bushnell recognizes man's 

... dependence .upon God'•v~pirit. 

In •~lfizing~~his s.ection• it· should be said that Bush-. 
' ')::.; . ' ·. 

nell freed t~e·:tbe·ol.,ogy of his. d~- from its extreme indi'vidual

isin·, by suggesti• org~nic unity in his nchristian Nurture • u and 

mil.kes soeie ty a:n· o.r~a.nHi~m rather than a machine. oondlyl Dr. 

Bushilell undermined .the rabid rationalism of the then-known. 

'i { 
th a t1Jeology of e:x:.perience. .Intui-

tion and unity to of< th~ place of Q:oima and system in his view 

of lif.e. t;rhirdly, 

betvteen. nature and 

the dividing barrier 

.eupernatural b.y.ma.king the two parts of 

the 'e>ne S;y$tem of God ·.for .govern±:ng the universe. Lactly, his 

greates•t ocn~ributio~:~;to theology is found in his view of Cbxiot 

as the centr&.l power and li~ht of Christianity. 

it&nY 11:4-wardeans as well as others. opposed Dr. BUshnell's 

idea. that th.~ child mus:t. grow a Christian e.s he was born on the 

ground that, it. implied that man must become a Christian by edu

cation rather than t~ough change of his heart by supreme act of. 

God.. In a letter to D.;r. Buahnell in 1847, Dr. Tyler argued that 

a child must become a Christian before he can grow up as one. He 
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held· that Christians are not so by natural descent and that grace 

is not hereditary. Bushnell, however, does not claim that nature 

is wholly pure and good and that all that is necessary is the 

unfolding of itself. In the very book which sought to emphasize 

Christ.ian nurture because of orgru1ic unity, he cays, (283) n7he 

mind has ideals revealed within itself that are even Celestial, 

and it is the strongest of aJ.l proofs of its depravity that, when 

it would struggle Ul) towards its own ideals, it cannot reach thept, 

cannot, apart from God, even lift itcelf t them. 1
' He con-

· tinues.along this same line by suggestinG that evil, having once 

·entered the soul of :man, is ito ma.cter until deliverance rece.ived 

through a redemption which is undertaken by na power transcending 

nature." 

Likevdse, in his article, nTbe Spiritual J!cononzy of heviv-

als of Religion," {284) he seems to increase the part played by 

the Holy irit in the work of redemption. In none of his books 

does he hold that ma.n can work out his own ::::alvati on. 

·In answer to the criticism that he advanced a theory 

of naturalism, he speal~s thus: (285) nso far from holding the 

possibility of restoration for n1en vvi thin the ter-..n.s of mere 

nature, whether, as regards the individual acting for himself, 

or the parent acting for his child, the incarnation of the 

of God himEelf is not, as I believe, more truly supernatural tl'an 

any agent must be, ich regenerates a soul." At another time, 

he suggests, ( p .14) that the irit of God is in !'latter, as well 

as in man, but there is a supernatural grace w:Jich works through 

{283) 11 Christian l~urture,"p.26; (284) 11 The Q.uarterly Christian 
ctator,"Vol.lO, 1838 and "Vicarious Sacrifice,".P·424 and 11 Pulpit 

Talent,"p.l32 and 11 God in Christ,"p.171;(285)HGl:lristian Uurture,np.36 
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Christ upon xna.n. Sure~ly the view that presents the irit of God 

as being everywhere pr.e~1ent ando rative in nature and man, iEs.; 

as theistic as any view. c a.n be .. 

Inhis »lfa.ture.~dthe Superna.tura.l 1
11 Dr .. :Sushnell enlarges 

. . 
upon the theme of na.tut:.ai:ism and supernaturalism by definitely . ·. 

·ma.kir.ijfmql&. 'part ·of th' supernatural by virtue of his will. In 

·this again, l9.i£t view.s of freedom are questioned. Yet, it is 

. admitted that. if freed.om is to be made a reality, man must be 

taken out of the realm of cause and effect. His theory of freedom, 

in this book, is' not complete, but what is said finds .its basir;3 

in experience •• 

Some objection has been. made to his concepti on of character 

as determined or constituted by the actions of the will. 1Ie ma.lres 

these .actions to end i1l the realm of nature but, as brought out 

in foregoing quota.tions.f':romhis "Christian Nurture ,n man left 

unto himself' cannot become holy in character. In this book, he 

says, (286) "Volitions, taken by themselves, involve no capacity 

to regenerate, or 'constitute a. cha.racter.n As already suggested, 

holy virtue .is a s·tate obtained tll.rough the power of God. From 

this it is clear that voli tiona do not raake up the whole of char-

acter. There is a.n element in original nature .and a Divine Gpiri t 

necessary to characte~• That the wi 11 plays an im_;;Jortant part in 

actions of. praise and blame is generally admitted. 

When Dr. Bushnell puts limitations upon the acts of the vdll 

by making them nsingle; .transitive efforts 11 t1J.at go into the supple 

chain of nature, he seeras' to forget that there are certain activ

ities which remain. as ''springs of vi tal energy" to rna.n himself 

(286) · 11 Na.ture and the rna tural, ttl). 239 
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and. not becau.ae of their relationship to nature. There are states 

and conditions of the will itself, as we.ll as of the intellect, 

wb.ich influence decisions and affect character. This fact· is 

admitted by Plljr'Chology and experience. In answer to this cri t

icism, it might pe said that the will, as a supernatural power, 
' "J:' ' i' ,. ' 

is under tQ,e 1~1uence of the DiTine Spirit and that all things,. 
• ·."v,': '• • • 

both in the natural and su.perna turai, work together to accomplish 

God's will fof\he universe. He brings this tL.ought out in his 
" " . t 

book, "~ral Uses of Dark Things." 

In naking sin the posai ble or permissible thing in a system 

instituted by G~d, Dr. Bushnell asserts that it is possible ti~t 

powers may sin and, under certa.~n conditions, will sin. The first 

a.ss.ertion E~ollows. for ·nun's freedom; the second, puts him under 

the law of necessity. · l1evertheless,. man can avoid th~. condition 

and thus have ~he will-power to keep hi.111self from sin. This is 

the theme of his "Cltristian Nurture," that temotation to an inno-·. . . ., ', -
cent, untriedb;.ingis certain; fromtb.e fact that he is free. 

Considering llr~,:,Bushnell 's argument t'hat la.:w and liberating 

grace are essential to obtain virtue, it h~s been claimed that he 

is inconsistent with his view of :man as powers manageable only 

in a. mo ;ra.l In refuting, 1 t might be E! aid that moral in-

fluencea ma.y be used in the realm of law and often are used in 

liberating grace~ 

With reterence to the criticism of Dr. :Bushnell's conception 

of sin as man laving himself to nature, it should be remembered 

that he makes deliverance possible through rr1an's will and God's 

grace. This is broW6ht out in the eighth chapter of his 11 1Tature 
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and. the Supernatural," as well as in "Vicarious Sacrifice." It 

is held by some cri tios that, in his distinction of the na. tura.l 
. . 

as the :r:eaL-rn of force and the supernat~ra.l as the realm of free 

will, Dr. Bush.nell prepared the way for ~nodern. apologetics in 

which the natural science of evolution and law are bei ru_; adj uc ted 

to the Christian philosophy of personality and f.reedom. 

lluch ar~nt has .been expressed against Horace J.·mell 's 

view of the atonement set forth in his nGod in Chris t 11 and 11 Vicar-

ious Sa.crif ice." His otress upon the influence the cru.cif on 

by come to thio da~r. Nevertheless, the. 

opinion of reconciling man to God, rather the..n God to r:an, reveals 

a more unselfish God tr:ta.il the ;belief which holds that the cross 

vms necessary to satisfy an angry Diety. 
. . 

The suggestion that the denial to God of His authority over 

~n until sin dertBnds His intercession is a ,refuta.l of his primary 

rights as a person is answered in former quotations. It bas been 

stated by Dr. Bus hne.ll in this very section that m.an i c dependent 

upon God tC:l· rea.ch his own ideals • 

Professor Noah (287) asserts that Bushnell'n conception 

cff the nature'··or penalty is entirely wrong. Yet 1 experience . . 

verifies that lover endures with the .loved. Holiness, in the 

presence of that ich iS unholy, is not at home or at ease. Dis-

cord, in juxtaposition with harmony, pe.ins tbe lover of music. So, 

too~ the man who is·a Christian suffers in contact with the unor 

christian. In other vvord::q there is definite punishment for tt1e 

sinner in either temyoral or eternal precence befbre a righteous 

(287) 11 The New Engla.nder,tt Vol. 25, 1866 
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God. This punislll'l:1ent remains until man has been sanctified or 

m::i.de holy~ through Divine iri t. 

To thecontroversy that he confuses justification with 

sanctification· in his sul;jective doctrine of justification, Dr • 

. }3ashnell' maldis: 'nis own reply, when he states that justification 

is in the,, coilS:ciousness and sanctification is below it. In his 
. ~ . . . ~ . . 

own words, (2'aar *'Tb.e. consciousness of the subject, in justifi

cation, is, raised in its order, filled with the confidence of 

right, set free from the bondage of fears and scruples of legal

ity; but there. is a vast realm back· of consciousness, or belo¥1 it, 

which remains to be changed or sanctified; and never will be~ 

except a neV~z pabi t be generated by time, and a better conscious-

ness descending into the secret roots belovi, ta a healing into 

.the.n;1 more and more perfect~n If all voluntary exercises are found 

in consciousness, then it ia clear that there is a large realm 

· beloV\1 consciousness which receives ifj.cation t tu~ough a power 

outl:'?ide of tbe will. Cb.rist is a power and not a ground of jus• 

tifica.tion and., as such, {289) bas something to do even w:l.th just

ification. I;n tlie act of juctificD.tion, ~n y:teld.s himself to 

God,. and thus permits God to rforn1 the work of sa:nctifica ti on. 

Surely, there could be no confusion of the two in such a view .. 

That Bushnell may have· received some seed-thoughts for 

his book, "Nature and the SupernaturaJ.,n fro.m r:. T. Coleridge's 

"Aids to Reflections," is adm.itted. Come of • :3ushnell's 

defini tiona are similar to those of' Coleridge. :Both make will 

the supernatural in man and regard man as a respon~:: :i. ble agent. 

and. not ly a living t The supernatural and the iritual 

,....., 
) HVi ous r ice, p.440; I ) nvic··,yo ir1l1<' ce, 11 p. \t:: \ .;;;'~~,.... '-'""' ~-.>l 3 
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