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CHAPTER I.

INTRODUSTION.

A. THE THMPORTANCE OF THE PRESENT ST&QY.

The importance of the man, Eﬂrace Bushnell, in the
_religioue thought and life of America or the world has been
‘ tquched upon by some hastorlans and~wr1ters 1n the f167d af
'theoiegy‘ Much more, however, has’been g:ven to the ‘world by
_this man than has been recognized- thus far._;
Very llttle need be said’ in the nresent stuiy about his
_1i£e. Several good bzographles have been erttenaabout hlm,A
‘faﬁd reference for detailed‘lnfermation about,the man is made'tégi\
“*;%éry Bushnell Chene&'é ®Life and Létters of Horace Bushnallﬁ  (
Eand Theodore T. Mungerfs *Horace Buahnell' Preacher éﬁd'Thﬁefv]Qﬂ“
:lagiau. “The present study caneerns itself with the man's o
‘ great cohtributlsns ts religious thought. '
. It generally is auggested tnat ‘Horace Bushnell's great
f'contributlon is hzs‘"Christlan Nurture" and his books on the wérk
andvpersan oflChr;st.,.The present studyvzs‘not intended to‘be-
‘little the importance of his work in these fields. His "Christian
Nurt ure® shsuldjhé’é text-book«in’every”hOmef and hisfvieﬁa on )
. £hé'ﬁork and persoﬁ‘cf Christ rapidly are attaining high_eminenééﬂ3
\’in the religious fhéught of the world. George Albertkcagé'haa; 
said, (1) "If it Were necessary to give a date to mark thé traﬁé‘
gition to the modern conception of Christian training, we could

‘not do better than to name the year, 1847, which saw the first 1

(1) The Religion of the Mature ¥ind,” p. 305



issue of Horace Buahnell's "”hrivtiaﬁ Nurturé." Hﬁé'"T ne chlld ',f
is %o wrow up a Chrv tian and never know himuelf as belng éther-;
- wise" is an anpllcatlon to relzglous tralnlng of the notlcn
of return ng to nature out of which aprlng the kindergarten
'. an&, in fact, the whole mﬁdern movament. It is a &eclaratibn
 0£ freeéom from all those mechanical conceptlon" whlch looked
’ayen theiehild as’clay waiting to be molded rather than as a
: lifefdeﬁﬁnding fé groW."Bushnell‘rsélly‘giasped the idea that
ﬁhg éentral fact and aim of educatiaﬁ;is'dévelopment cf‘a;living ,
» drgania&;§ i; ‘“ i | |
| "In?”a;»‘a?lasa lecture in msfiel& t'colleée, 0xfo rd, Eﬁgland,
}W%bruary 6, 1931, ?rlnclpal Selbie suggested that Hbrace Bush- |
"nell’s'”Chrlstian Eurture" wae the best of its klnd and has as i
) much psychmlegy in 1t as seme af the mgst popular educational
: books of tcdsy. Er. uelbie contznued by saying that Hbrace
'BQShnall was ﬁhe greatest theologlan that Amerlca,has produced.
_éﬁanathan Edwaxds, he stated, was Just an echo of Locke and .

athsrs, (2) but BuSﬁnell was erlginal 1n hls thinking. 8 T.”"

’~'calerié@e's ”Alds to Reflectlons” may h&ve given Er. Bushnell

suggestlons for his llne of thought but, in detall and appll-
cation. he was a pioneer. It may be true tnat thaehl had
‘aimilar vlews, but he was just beginning to preach his view

" (3) when Bushnell was writing and Bushnell did not read Germaan
Also, Dr.wBushneil?é'views on the person of Christ are divergent
from the othéf’t@a writers.

‘(2)G. P. Fisher, "His tory of Christian Boctrzne, Perlod Flve,

Chapter 2, p. 397
(ST&merlcan Jourmal of Theolozy," Vol. 6, 1902, v. 35



Principal ¥ Theeler Rcblnaon;kPark Regent “ollegé; Lbndoﬁ,;f
?nvland, was heard ta @1?@ expresszon to- slmllar oolnzons about
Hbrace Bushnell. and it truthfully can be saa& tﬁat Bushnell
d;&ufay‘Amariga what olerldge did far ﬁngland and chlei&macner'

‘-di&~far Gérmany. (4) Golerldge tri&d,tsiﬁave the %ngllsh cﬂurchf"

f;frem the death of fermallsm' 3chl

‘¢erman aaurch from rationallsm, ané Bushnell acught to rescue

,thﬁ Hew England church from a fu81an,9f both.)

Theadare T. ﬁunger's stateﬁ

'aher deglred ts gavn the gL

;t‘ {5) "Hearly ew;rery under-, SR

taklng of Bushnell in thaclagy was an“effcrt to eseape some sort '”"5

of restriction,"‘wzves eapeclal 1m V'tance to the presant Stddj;w

 The 1ntellectu&l atmcuphere in Rew %naland was le’ed w1th dlf-

i;;jferent v1ews Oﬁ the theory af freedem, and something on th;s

* sub3ect is fcund in most of. Bushnell'ﬁ wrztzﬁpa.‘.és a boy, hﬁvj;gfufﬁﬂ

';>Wou1d hear hls fathar protast avalnst v1ews on mredeatzn@tlan

' nﬁ total dapravzty, (6) and it W&Q 1life in auch an atmosphere
“cWﬂlch lamd the foundatlon fo; his reactlcn to the bcunds of
fﬁfcrmal rellgion. wOGﬂ he took 1ssue Wlth k&&nath&ﬁ “&w&rd§§

fspeculat;ve theolegy on the subgect of aeterminlst Dr. Busn-f

| nell broke away from dead dogmas and dealt wlth,11V1n& realltwes”; "

in his rellgzous thlnxlnv - He emnaae1zed rellglon of th@ heart
rather than cf the m*n&. g3anathan Edwards, and his views gulded |

thﬁ thought af the day;auﬁ (7) held that the inward light in

(4) . Burggraff, “The Rise and Develomment of,leeral Taeology
o _n America," p;l32 : ;
§5§'“Ebrase Bushnell' Preacher and Theologian, ™" p. 101
6
o A Great Man," Yale Divinity News
(?) W Burﬁg%aff,‘“?he Rise and Develoument of leeral Theolemj
; g - “in America," p. 110 AN ;

"Ihidy 8 and ﬁh&rlas R. Brown's article, "Horace jashnell ?;




‘man was from God, a peculiar gift to the soul, waile Eushﬁell ;
‘ ‘aﬁ?gé§£ed'that the Gés@&l came not by way of logic nor reason
”Qut rather by "an @estaetic talent n&mﬁly, the talentof Love,ﬁ :
k'or a wenSIblllty exalted and purified." | |
o 'n'ﬁr; nu¢hnell wgaax@ of the uosael as. a sift oi tne 1ma%-f"
~ i§%ti6é._ (8} He h@lda fhat free&om is posw ble only 1n the

realm ef 1ove. 3%ﬂnathan Bdw rus; on the otherkhand,j@peakay?

‘*.,ai iiberty or freeécm as {9) "the Jmﬁer, c °rfunity;;gr ad?aﬁ¥

}»tage tha any one has to do 58 he Dle&ﬁ a, or con@uatzn in'any

ﬁﬁg;resyect, accerding to hls sleasa:e, mithauﬁ csnalderlnw how hia

JvPleaBure comev to be as 1t is . In th is respect, it is evzdenﬁ

U‘that Bbrace usanell ha$ made & deflnlte cantrisatlon to the

f,i‘subgect of freadom.‘ﬂ7'

. &fter v@eaklng about Rusnnell*s early 1118, Theodore T.‘
'”V§Mnger (10) Quot@s & aﬁatement in which Bushnell, referring |

“to . ﬁhe disczpllne 1n %1& home 11fe, revaals the theory f‘free~

7]7d0m baged unon disciplgne and respect far truth.\ In a 1éttﬂr 

| ?  ad&reased to Hise ﬁbllness, ?oae uregory the slfteenth, (11} Dr.;- 

Bushnell asked for a rellglaus l;berty %hlch renounced force
  and mlavery aa,a Uart cf rellglon.v He was trcaéiy oogo&ed to
'ﬁlavery 1n any form and wrote several arﬁlcles avalnut it. |
The recnding wave of French. 11beralzsm had ssmehaw
xigotten hold of Dr. Buqhnell.and tme ola tmﬁology and ﬂhllosoo%y -
:of hie day dld not S&*lufy hlm. anythlmg that nad a suggestion

{%) "ood in “‘hrlst“ ,:3“6

{9} "Freedonm of %1?3 yHop, 424 ‘ ' e
'€103T.;.kanwe*; ﬁﬂbra&e ﬁushneLI - Preascher and Theologian,"p.ll’
l?}“?mlpit Talont," p. 242 | Co




of reutrietion or fcrce in it was resented ; HE'?anted a llvzng
F:fawth and a vital bape and there;ore felt obligated to preach
1~the eld go le ’n ?T&ﬁﬁlﬁwl WaYE rw*%er ta&n 1n theoretzcal termu.
EHB &1&11Ked externsl 1z&t10ﬁ of rellgiea. Eel;glon had bc>be‘a
« natural; nmrmal exgerlence within man. It wae thiskfeeling,-
that ga#e rigé,to “thiétién ﬁurturé“ and to “ﬁatﬁre and ﬁgyer».
fUtﬁaﬁurél% as hell &8 te most of nis other worfs Hié”"@hfistian
urture“ deals mxth llfe as it is and must be 11ved in a &ccmal
%orlﬁ; and hisgﬁﬂaturé‘and Supernataral“ is an attempt to axpléﬁn 

God's T%l&tiﬁﬁ tc man and nature in practical terms . ’ﬁé todk

*Vm&n frcm the realm cf tne macnlne,i?rom the realm af the natural

’and from the 1&@3 of cause and effeet Py maklng him a gupernaturwl;

‘p@wer, vlﬁh free&om\ﬁf Wlll and creatlve energy. "This," says
 7‘Th@odore ﬁanwer, (1&} "was the anncunceﬂent that the age was
awaitzng fram §ha,l1pe;ef faith.® ’.Taerlang debate over the will"
A~héd come tc‘aipfactiaﬁl end, and consciousness’was left free
to aaaert its freedom, no longer entanﬂled in tnearlea of mo=-
Ttives and natural cauaatloﬁ. On the o%ner hand, literature,
.'pa7iTxc@l fraedom and evolutaan had zorced ﬁnou¢ht up. to a
p01nt“Where,é new deflnltlonOL man was resulred he must be
rele@ated to the @lay of natural laws, a th;ngvﬁlth tnzngs,~ér'
11fted into the ﬁivzne order with God. The incarnation had |
come itc the Fr&nt aﬁd etood ready to be accepted or denied. It
kcould be reallzed and . falf;lled only under a conceptl@nzbf man
that ghould ally him with God; that ic, he nmust be ae;ineé as

;supérn&tural. This is the work attempted hvaushnell. It w111

(12) "Horace Bushmell: Preacher and Theologian,"™ p. 396




x‘_not}be cléiﬁéd %ﬁat he compa8565 m$n’s ﬁatﬁiexand fixed his
‘oldee in thln stlll mys teriaaé wéria; nsr'évan that he defended
ghl@ ﬁreat th Sla on thlly defen51ble ﬂ*f'roumia but he enunci-
ated 8 canceptlon of man, and 1nferenﬁi&llv ef mlracle , imper-
‘::mtgzj needed t& ave faith from 1apsivg 1nta Qei m, and from
1on&er deferred realizatlon Qf ‘the . 1ncaraatian.¥
Othera agree vzﬁd %ﬂymer 1n thl*‘”r@&u COﬂt?lbUﬁLOn ,

‘ﬂe @ell stated*“ mh1$ 301r1+va1 view of man Wlta c*eatlve ulllmg"
_‘gcuer ean be accepted Yvoth byrfalth and reason. It &e11versv '
man fram th@ evaneacenca of the m&terzal wsxld %y glVlng him
. a plaee in the eternal order of God'a Wlll. Thls was a changé“"
needed, an& it 18 1mmortant to reme*ber thgt Horace Bushnell
“accampliahed it without even creatlng a ueﬁism in New Englahd
 'theQ10gy.§ It i» trua that he was oppmsea by some, for a tlme,

| nut gradmally the V&lu@ of nis cnntrlautlan was &)>reciate&.

'VIn fact, he brike,msrm th% ﬂetnod than‘w1th materlaL.

% Tae 1mua-t&nce of the mresent ﬁtudy ‘has thus been

‘agetched‘; Thiafzect*on can be t be ﬁoncluded with T. E ﬁunner’s

'Tg"'statemcat' (lﬁ)”It %ill be said of hlm (4. Bushnell) as Harna@k

haa said of ﬁuther' 'He 11berated the natural life and the

:natural erder of tnzngs.'"

~ B. ?URfO%E OF PRESENT STUDY.

The very fact that the present »tudy nolde that ¥ work |
~of HbracefBushpall_ln the field offfreedom is of such great
importance to progressive religlous tuought in America, should

suggest the primary purpose of this writing. The brganizatian'

(13) “Ebr@ 3 Muaanell' Preacher and Thﬁologian,“ pe 414




in syetematic ayﬁer éf‘Dr. Bushnell's material on‘theléubje¢t'

in hand is the firet purpose. It is true that nie book, ?Eétare

.an& Supernatural,“ contains a general view of freedom, but‘there
Cis s0 much{ﬁ@othhis subject in other of his writinge tha t it
should be co-related. All references to the aubject will be

; colleetedkandfédmﬁared and thus arg&nizedkinto a systematic

whole. .
A second purpose is to attempt to show wherein Dr. Bush-

e1l*s‘expfessibnslon the subject of freedom are definite con=

‘ tTiCUthﬂ" to progresslve rellmouo thought in America. To do ‘

thie, 1t Will be necessary 1o revzev the material on thls v1tal s

aubgect from the begxnn#ng cf Amerzcan hlstory, and, ina cﬂevnfvs:, \

‘ the history af the study ef freedom Comp&rlsons of vlews will““

be made and andurlng values estimated.
A thlrd pargcse mlght be stated in the form of a plea.
that usanell's views on freedom receive their due glace in

modern relfglous thﬁurht.; Jonathan Edwarda has toc long

’cccumzed first place in Amerlcan theologlcal oolnion. At

1ea“t, many boaks hawe been written concernlng his thecry of

freedom,_whxle 11ttle has been penned to credlt ﬁushnell'a

‘viewa;-]ﬁt‘the"time,of this writing, information is received

that ?alph G.~HEfp51e hae submitted in manu*criét form, for a
Fu.D. deg ree at Yale Unlvars&ty, a th881s on "The ﬁevelo?ment
of the Docirine of Atonemant in American Thaught from ;dhmatn&n
Zdwards to Hbrace Bushnell.” However, no atteapt to evaluate

his theory of freedom has heen mde. %hlle it may be true _-V‘



that Er; Bu;ﬁﬁéll'hasteén severely criticiSed for~ﬁié‘mo$t
"'im@artant wdﬁkﬁin thie field, namely, his "Nature and theyﬁupérQ S
, naﬁgral,” it mugt bé remembered that no less an authority -in
| ‘the‘fiéld of tﬁeoldgy than Dr. Charlee Hodge csays that it (14)

xi”ls qulte the ost sble aﬁd valuable of 3r. Bushnell's works.*

“lon uheology‘" Murely 1f Dr. Hbéwe is rlrht in his estiﬂatLOn
r;ivof the . book mentlaned, then the purpose of tha ﬁreﬂent utudy

” 18 justified. | |

| Frﬁnch llberallsm abroad and dogmatic Edwardsism at
iphome gave rl e to a need for a more practlval theorw of fr&edam.
| It'ic held by the present study that Dr. Bushnell met this need
k” and that hie contrlbutlons to this field of thought demand

b‘deeper coneideration.

1”*; @ %BEE OF PROCEDURE. FOR ﬁRMQQﬂT ﬁiUﬂY

Eav1ng already glven space to a discussion of the 1mportanee
w f§and purﬂose of the present utudy, thas section will deal brlefly
w1th the plan of procedure that will be uaed in the body and _
s»conclu51on | '
Hbraca Bushnnll'q keen conception: cf God and His relatlﬂn-
‘Shlp to man and thlngs, to the world as it is and to ohe warld

| as 1t Sh@uld be, viveﬂ place in the flrst .chapter for a study af

the taeory of freedom as rslated to God. Omnipotence. Fore-

knowledve, and Foreordznation will be treasted in connectlon Wlth

God's nature and method. In each case, it will be shown that.
'aocardzng to Dr. Bushnell, God is free to do onlf s uch thangs

- as Eﬁs nature and method allow.

{14)"Princeton Review,"1859, D. 153




: Dr. Bus hnell'@ book, "God in Christ " n&turally gives
 pldce for a second caanter of a treatﬂent on the theory of

\freedsm as related to Christ. In thisrchapter, it will be

T‘ shown that, as God wae. 11mlt°d by His nature and method, so,

‘ toe, Christ 1s limited by His nature aad method, as well as by

'Has mias‘on.‘A' o : ,
A third chapter will deal with the theory of freedom a5

{relaﬁed te man. Man Wlll be treated as a peraonal being a;

'{ﬁmoral belng and a social belng. Hﬁn will be cansidered as a

stupernatural power, in each cawe, who is free only when he livea
T71n the realm of love and makes his freedam Go&'s will. |

:;fThe last section of the precedlng chapter and the book on

:A"Ghrlstlan ﬂurture” exyre a~need~for;a chapter on theftheory.of,‘"ﬁ:

'iﬁafreedom‘as related to soclety.' This chapter Wili’view man'ts

x~ffjfreedom in relation to nurture, environment and government. aoci-*

S 7,conta1n'ao much valuable material on the relationship of God

iimits man,and man llmits society, and it w1ll e shown that

‘°fevan a supernatuwal social power is not free 1n all actions.
The books,‘”Fature and ¢ upernatnral, as Tovether Con°t1—

tuﬁlng tne One System of God," and “%b al Uses of Bark Things,"

© and man to mature that it is deemed wise to add a chapter te.the‘ 
,preSéﬁtfsﬁudy’bn’théffheory of freedom as related to nature.
&’This‘w;il be a shorﬁ]ghapter dealing With the 1aws, influénceé
 ’and works of nature and their effect upon the freedomof néture,;;
man and God. | :: |
The final chapter will be entltled, "Ccnclu81on, and

will attempt to show, under the headlngs, "ﬁuggestlons,“'ﬁrlﬁiczsms"%;?



o universe,and

dom only in or by doing -
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we shall readily
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petséﬁaié:é gonecious béing, an ageﬁﬁkéf intelligent self~acfivé"'
fcrce - exactly what our conoclousness conceives to be ;ncluded
in 1tself. But the moment we begin ta recite the 1nventory cf
cur conscleusness, we flnd that almoat every article 1n it is
in such a tjpe of measure and node that e cannot refer it h ‘
Ged at all. “Thus, a person or agent as we conceive the term,_
. drawing on our own consclousnese, wxlls, puttlng ferth success-\'
1vely new determlnatlons of will, wlthoat whleh~new_determ;n&-,fj' o
'tiona, personallty 1s null, and no -agency at all.V Buf God .

‘never does that ‘his determlnatlons are all passed even from o

 eternity. @o a person thinks, or has succeaﬁlone of tncught |
comlng 1n, as 1t were, in file, one after anotaer, God never
| ‘thznks in any such.sense, as all his acte are done, so all his
 thpughts are ?resent contem@oraneously from etarnity.
At anothﬁr time, Dr. Bushnell says that (16) "God is

"expressed bat not measured hy His WOTKE, leastef all, by the

‘ substances and laws. 1ncluded under the general term, 'Eature'v" :

' ~’Referrvng to the ape*tle’s words: "For in Him all'thlnpa con- L
‘slst,ﬁ he hQ}ds thatthﬁaword, ‘Gonsist,” (17) means “standlng ;
togdher“ and with such a meaning givea expre881on to the essen- -
tial and the hlﬁhest concentioncnf system- In these words

is expresseé the only true eystem of God, and they are the |
'oa31s of his v1ew of the "Nature and S pernatural as Together
Goastltuting the One System of God"(18). The supernatural
includes all beinge which are called powers that can origlnate

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

17) "Ibid,"p. 58

{16} “Eature‘and Supernatural®, p. 42 '




,“,;155;'

refer to such as can only propavate effects undernceftain 1aws.
At the head of the class called pdwers is God, as Kcrd of Hbsts,f.

and Creator of all‘Creatlon. God is the al‘-or1g1na$1ng pcwer ;

and first cause; "having tOundbﬁim innumerable orders of 1ntel~ﬁfk"

ligence which, though caused to exist by'Him,'aré as truly:firét"
causes in their action as He, - startlng all their trains cf o

consequences 1n the same manner."

'The preceding quotations give a suggestioh of what Dr.

. Bushnell*s iine of thought will be 1ikea God is not a peraon in _‘

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

;Vsense. The Wcrd supernatural is almost synonjmous With the wordf‘v>’c

'spiritual. Hav1ng other first causes 'roand Hlm* is a new ex-‘

‘pressicn and glves rise to a ‘s tudy of'

'A. GOD AND OMNIPOTENCE AS FELATED TO FREEDOM

| | The words, (19) "The sovereignty of God has always a
'relatlon to- mean&. and we are not authorized to tzlnk-of 1t, E
1n any case, &s separated from means, "are a very flttlng theme
,for thls sectlon. They immediately suggest that sovereignty

N , .
c/doea nct assure‘abwolute freedom. In his "Christ and His Sal-

. vation" (20), Dr. Bushnell puts a similar thought thus: "In

His moral power, God works, not by what He wills, but‘by what
He is o”” |

I. JFreedom as Related to God's Nature in Omnipotence

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

freedom, this analytical writer tries to bring out the fact

19 "Cnrlﬁtlan Eurture,“ D. 29
{20 ' p. 151



l14-

that God is llmited by what He is. (2&) Ta a certa1n e?tent,r
God's nature Will be a law to His acticn, even as ours is a
necessary law te us," He continues by suggesting that thez,
law moral is as campletely sovereign over God ag it is over
man. Bis ‘own words speak best for themselves here‘ (22) 1t
is the eternal, necesaary law of rlght or of 1eve° a law that
Bb aeknewledges mﬁth a ready and full assent fbrever, tbat

which determlnee the immutable order, and purity, and glory of .

Hls character. === Moral law then, by the free consent ‘of Govﬁf‘
ahapea the div:ne character, and so the eharacter and enda af A
";His gavernment. En view of the fact that God is a marally |
‘]perfeet belng, mgral perfection or holiness will have to be the i

',,ené af His bezng, areation, and government. As Dr. Bushnell

 ;'suggesta. to value perfectlon or hollness merely as a means

“   to eome end, sueh ‘a8 happlness, would only make perfectlon or holl—_'

i f\:Wﬁe88 Of 1335 value, ratlng it as a convenlence. Such a thlng

"cpuld hardly be 1magined in the character of a holy being. A

ijf‘f_:(":'fezz'e,,p a haly God 1s nct free to be unholy. A perfecf God must

‘";ibe per:ect 1n all His ways; therefore, ‘he canniot be imperfect.
€ "(23) "Hbre, then is what we mean by affirmlng that all God's
ﬂ:su@ernatural acts, providences, and Works, supernatural though
n'they be, Wlll yet be diapensed in all cases by immutable, uni~'
'jversal,and fixed laws.” o

| And 5o one mlght contlnue to quote from Dr. Bushnell's |
writlngs in an attempt to show that God's freedom is deflnltexy |
321} "Nature and Supernatural,” p. 203

22) "Rature andASupernataral " p. 203
"Ibld, P 203 : o o

“‘fﬂ@.ﬁrﬁly'h01y béing'muet be holy for the sake of holiness, and,\thereéy -



affected by His.h§1y and perfeCt‘pérson. 'Being'what He ié makes g
it necessary for Him to do what He dces. His end is always the
- same, and being perfect even obllg&tes sufferlng. (24) |
| God's moral sense of perfection makes Him feel paln or
. , {suffer~in the presence of everything that 1s not perfect.’ To
.“1f;look upon the imperfeet as merely a disgusting thzng is not |
possible af a perfect belng.' In accord with Blbllcal 1iteratare,9
; and verified by man's conceptioan Him, God 1s displeased with |
“1everything that is imperfect, and dlspleasure - according to
i modern psychology - suggests pain or- suffering. God loathes .
B impurlty, and to 1oathe is to know paln. God hates unrightéous~’
nees, and fer God to nate is te suffer. And so Dr. Buwhnell con=

“tlnues te refer te Ged's long-sufferlng patience, compa381en, plty

in a moral sense is the greateat and maet real agony in the
,‘warld. i : P ‘; (‘ | ,
e Tuming to tb.e text, "God is love," Dr. Buehnell speaks
ﬁlf‘as follows‘ (25) “As certainly as God is love, the burdens of
‘5, love ‘must bﬁ\upon Him. He must bear the lot of his enemies,
~fjand even the wrengs,ef his enemies. 1In pity, in patience,‘in
p{feacrlflce,'ln all kinds of holy concern, he must take them on
:‘hls heart, and be afflicted for thenzas m@ll as by them. In hlB  
i greatnes$, there is no bar to thls kind of sufferlng, he w:ll |
';‘suffer because he is great, and be great because he suffers."_
Kuch could be said with reference to God's freedom as
‘related to Hlmself as Love. The diV1ne in humanity seems to
verify*ihat Dr. Bushnell has just sald and tc make it seem

€24; Vicarious Saerzflce,“ p.224
25) "Vicarioue Qacrlflce," P. 226

and sympathy as necessary reasons fer Hla suffering. Suffering -~-‘:
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i‘unnecessary to attempt to show that love far any one does make
' 1t necessary for one to suffer when.that loved person abuses;
one's love or that whlch is loved. If that pr1n01p1e holds
true in the llfe of a real mother, how much more must it hold'
,true in the life of a,God who 1is sald to be love9 Love is
'kv.ica.‘rious in itself, and it is imposeible o think of the term
; Wiﬁhdut aésociating it with suffe:ipg in one foﬁn'o: anothér;  ~
? *God’is'lcva;" therefofe. He must sﬁffér. ‘D#%kﬁuéhnell's éon-f
tributlon on thie theme is not new in material, but rather in .
method. {26) | S
| In speakinb of thenecessary;péverlastihg; éhd ideal -
 not gpvernmental— law of Right as being before God's w;ll, as
‘a simple thought, Dr.kBushnell holds (27} tiat merely ta think‘ -
-such a. law of rzght is to be in everlasting, necessa:y cbllga-
tion to it. Xat ﬁhat}God is uder a ccmmand or penalty»to. ﬂ
‘. o’bey such a law. He Himé‘elf is the 'oﬁly ‘being then, axd ‘tb,‘.e '

source of- all the forces that are to. ve. But mérely‘fér'éod’-'

self-prompted allegiance. To the questlon. "Is there anythlng »

' 'that God Wlll certalnly undertake?“ Br. Bushnell makes answer's"'
(28 ‘"Hig infinite rlghteousness contalns the answer,*for by )
that he is everlastlngly fastened, 1n profoundest homage, to’f

'i‘the lcw, and about as certainly to the Well-belng of all moral

‘ natures related, with Himself, to the law." |
The law of Right, therefore, makes it necessary for God

‘ ,to'act along definite lines and to be‘what He« is. A rlghteous'

(27 Ivid,' p. 235

{26% "Vlcar10u° Sacrifice", p. 226
"Toid," . 243 i

- to thlnk rlghtly made His Whole nature answer to it in a subllme.,f E




God must be right, and righteousness must have a place in Eia
system of governmgnt. ‘Gad is rlght because He 1s righxeous,
and it is 1mp0381b1e for Him to be wrong or to s&n. (29) Thﬂ  ”a°'i

fact of sxn 1n ﬁhe werld has nethlng to do with God's Omn1PQ*

A tence. (30) “He is omniootent only with what He is and with

what He has inatituted.: Dr. Buahnell elearly states that Geﬁ

,g;dees net aesire sin. and,when it takes place, it is against

 every attribute of "His infinitely beneficent and pure char-
' ”Macter. (31) At another tlme, he says- (32) “ﬁbr, if we speak

_ﬁ‘of sin as permitted in. th;s view of God, will it be any other- 5i"';ﬁ

wxse permitted.tham(aa nat: beine grevented, either by the non- :,t

creation. or by the anereatlng of tha raee.

Thus far, it has been shown that &@d's holzness, goodne&s

and righteousness make it necessaxy for Him to be holy, &eo&

Jﬁ and right and to rule or govern in ancord wmth holiness, good--_

‘ness and righteousness.- That this vieW’ef God is not necessar-
ily a contrlbution to progreselve rellgious thought in America .
is admitted. Even at the time of Thomas Eboker (1586-1647),,
who said, (33) “The being of God ie a kind of law to His worklng,
men believed that God's nature did 11m1t His actlons._ It is-ﬂﬂf“'”: ﬁ'
‘held; hﬂwever, that Dr. Bushnell’s view of God aa the hlghast.
‘ J supernatural belng. in the division of His system of gevernmsntQ

| called pewera, is a very worthy contrxbuﬁion ta pregressiva :
rellgloua thought in Amerlca. Such men as L. W" Grensted (34},ffff
F. H. Foster (35}, and W. Burggraff (36) hnld that ﬁr. Bushnellﬁf‘rﬁbﬁ
‘teek another great step in religlous theught in his wark on the 

(29) "Eature and Su@ernatural” D. p-182. 21335 (307Ibid, PP* ?4 i
£ff, 121ff; (3R)Tbid,"p. 74; (szrxbld, p«-75; (33) "Reclesiastical
Polity,” Vol.1l, 9. ’72z (34}Short History of the Doctrine of the

Atonement,"p.339ff.; (35)A Genetic History of the New England The~iff
ologyh (36)“The Rice and Development of Ziberal Theology in Ameriaa‘




2 ; -18-

atonement. It is in his books on thie sﬁbJectkfhat'he deals
with,Gg&*a'fréedom as related to His natnré‘in a new way. The.

_ purpoaéﬁef his 5God in ehrist" wae to show that ng>i3‘5hriét
end that Christ is ch. The theme of his "Vicarious Saérificeﬁ
brlngs clearly to one's vision that (37) "such a God in love, | |
must be such a Savicur in sufferlng.u»ﬁb aauld not well be other

‘ 'er less. The word“nust“ is used analn and agaln w1th reference
to Ged's work as related to QES nature ani the purpcse of thls
section is te show that god is not free te do what He may be
able te do, as far'aa power is cencerned because of Hls nature‘

 _This is a 1imitatien on Gad’s freedcm whmch Hb has placed upen
 -_HmwM£. | : , | |
' f!i?i Freedem a8 Related ta Ged's nbthad in Omnigetenee

£ That Ged as an omnipstent God can éo anything that He
j‘car we may imagine is granted (38). It is held, however, that
V  G0d, as the First Gause, Greator and Governor of the. unlversa,
l’has limited Himpelf - if 1t be right to speak af God with limi-
 ff¢tations - by making men powers or beings that are able to orig-

inate new traln ofreffects; by placing nature, tnat is things,

under certaln fixed laws. "Omnipotence," says Dr., Bushnéll (39)‘
M"ig force. and nothing in the nature of force is applicable to

the immediate direction or determlnation of powers." The

writer admits that force may affect thg means, influences and
motivesponneeted with choice; but he maintains that thé‘will,

the man himself as a power, can only be managed in a ﬁoral way »
God made‘meh thus, and man is at liberty to obey or to refﬁse

to ebey God. 1In this way, God has limited Himself in ﬁislcantralk

v(gv) "Viecarious Sacrifice," p. 47; (38)‘Ferg1veness and Law” _.?9; _i,;
and “Kature and aupernatural," P. 121, (39 Ibi&”p. 55 , T
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over m#n.~ Dr. Bushnell does not set é;iimit é# emnipdtence.;77 
He marely holds that omnipetence as a force is not anpllcable'
to a pawer whxch is capable ef character and responelbillty.
and is- clear of all causation and acts by ita own 1m@etus qu

as anxamnipatent farce caa do everything, and tha v1ew presented

by Br. Bushnell sete no' 1imitatzcn on the power of God. It only i'k 

' ahows (40) “that the reasonof God'a ‘empire exeludas, at a certa1n5~ 
: palnt. the absolute dominlon of force. ok |

In answer to the questien as to why Ged lzmzted Himself

‘ by making men’ pewers ratner tnan tnxngs, the author suggests tbat~4 7

He preferred powers to thlngs, and that Hh loves aharacter.‘ In

other ‘words, (41) Ged has delibnrately chosen to govern man'my

:_ a system of truth, beauty, lcve. reasan, want, fear and the llke. '

‘1 ?hus Eb acts threugh man’s consent hav1ng made himeable to act

 miagalngt His wlll, and capable of breaking allewlance, in order -

‘"-3that alleglance may have a meaning and glary when men chcose it.

'ﬁuueh~a system ef moral government may influence God's 1mmediate

“Vaetxon but it daes not 1nfluence Hls eternal pun;oge.

H@yang made men moral beings or pawers God has made 1t
imﬂosaible for. Himself to preventusln. Havzng glven man.the

,power ef ch01ce, Hb gave hlm the power to choose the wrcng as

i well as the r1ght. and 1t was certain to God that man would not

always~choose the~riwht. In fact, on the subgect of 31n, Dr.

a.Busnnell goes so far as to glve utterance to thls statement'

(42) ”And 80, doubtleus, everywhere, and in all worlds, sin

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

(40)ﬁﬁature and aupernatural, De 67 also “Ghriut and His Salva-
- tiony »n. 7L L

' £4lg“§ature and Supernatural,”Dp. 68
42)"Nature and Supernatural, "m. 99



God and truth, and reign in & kingdom opposite to Gwi.”
- The theolegian does not seem to suggest that all evil or sin

finds a hea&iln a person known as Satan.‘ He merely states that

'[Gad*s system'dr m:thad permits the powers of ev1l te crganlze
and thua aat~in ogpostlon to Him. That God Wlll be v1ctor10us in,'
”C H3§,eterna1:plan for;the universe, even though He'dqes;not ‘seem |
fowﬁéfeﬁnipétent in Eié present method with man,\is.made clear
“in theff0116wing sentence' (43) "Nothing which He coald have

”done by omnipotence, no silent peace of comgulslon, ne uncon-

- ‘senting erder of thlngs made fast by His absolute will. coul&

g’have glven any such immresszon«vf Hls greatness and glory as

"thia looseningc; tha poasibxllty of evil, in the purpose flnally‘

B ?to turn it about by ﬂis ceunael and transform it by His goednesa ‘
,  and patience,v ‘ o |
;A “f Enough has been said to show that Dr. Bushnell has given
a deflnlte contrzbution to progresslve religious thought in
querlca in his view of man as a supernatural power, with a will
to choose %o abey or to disobey God, and %o orlglnate new tralns |
of effects,/ The doctrine of Calv1nlsm as hald down by Dr. J.
Edwards and Dr. Willlams (44) mede the will absolutely: passive,
‘lclay in the pctter‘s hands, and by s0 d01ng destroyed the wmll.
&urely Dr. Edwards' theory of cause and effect did not ouggest
'any yosslblllty Qf Ged's freedom being‘affected by man's actlon,
and Dr. Bdwards' theory dominated American thdught invthe'lsth
century (45}; That £he theory of cause and effect will hold true
in the realm of nature is granted. In different parts of his
-‘ 43
44
45

'Tbld, p. 101

8. T. Coleridge, "Aids to Reflectzon." p. 115 ‘

W, Burggraff "The Rise and Develoamant of ILiberal Theology
in Amerlca pp.llo 125 ,




Caple

."*Eatui"e w‘a.‘nd'_‘ﬁ‘tymetﬁatural,“ he suggests that God has g‘vvut na ture 'xmder“
cértainilaws, a@a thus‘has 1imited Himself in his pover over'naturé(
'Others, nrior to Dr. Bushnell, however, have made such sugﬁeotlans,
'and, 1n view of the fact that a later ehapter of the present gtudy
deala with hlsgv1ews on “Freedom,ae‘ﬁelated to0 Nature, " th;s sgcf'
tion,dffthé~§reSent chapter?écﬁés to a close. k Lo
| | : 111. Summxy |
Thlnxlng of God as tne nlghest supernatur&l newer 1n.exiat~'
ence,,the flrst ‘cause and eternal governor of the unlverse, it is
‘held that Hb is nct omniootent in the strictest sense of the ver&."” -
He ie 11mited by Hls own nature Wnich is holy, goad and rlghteous,L_,;q
and by the method He has inatituted fer the governlng of the uni~
verse, whlch makes men powers able to obey and dlsobey Him and
capable‘oﬁigrlg;natlng new traans of effects. Even in the realm '
of naﬁure;gédd hgé instituted certain laws which restrict Hiswqon;ﬁ
trol over her actions. God has thue limited Himseif”delibératély;A
and whiie‘Be 15 §éryable to use force, nd ,aas'be~cmnipotent,;ﬂé*
prefers pawers tb things, and character to material. Sin‘is_perfj
‘mitted beeause Ged's method permltn tne poss ibility and man chééséé’
to have it. j,f S "M~  *" o | !
. Prafassor Naah's criticiem (46) of Dr. Bushnell's view on
God and sin hac been answered in this aectlon, and will receive

further consideration in the final chapter of the present study .

B. GOD AND FOEEK&G“ EDGE AS RELATED TO éagsbom

In intwadaﬁing this seotion, let it be understood that

‘ fDr. Bushnell belzaves that there is no past, present or future

o 1(46)ﬁmhe New Englanﬁer'of 1866,"p. 250
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with God. God sees everything as & waole. And yet in thinking

of God's freedom as related to His ﬂareknoﬁledge, one is“forced.

. to epeak of God in humen terms. In this connection, therefore,_4”‘_ fi

reference is made to Dr. Bushnell's addre ss on language {47)
"A readlng of this address may help in an understandzng of tals

'sectien.

I.' Freedom as Related to7G¢dts ﬂatare in Fdreknoﬁlngg'ﬂ‘“”“

_ Continuing to think of God as the hipheat eternal-super; _
_natural power, it is ev1dent that what He forexnows He sees aa

the talng that Wlll or must happen. (48) "He is a being, not

who ‘computes but who, by the eternal n303951ty evenof his nature, ,,,,

‘intuits everythlng. His foreknowledge does not depend on hia

» will, or the adJustment of motives to make us w1ll thus or thus,:ff;{i

" but He foreknows everythlna first condlticnally, in the world Of‘;;g§ 

”’f_possibility, before he creates, or determines anything to be, in. fj5 ;9

. the warld of fact. Otherwise, all his purposes would be v*rounded_» -

‘Vfﬁ_in 1gnoranca, not in wisdom, and his knowledge would. consist in 'fff

~ following after his will, to learn what his Wlll has bllndly de—'ﬁa* “f

termined., Tpis is not the acrlpture doctrine which grounds all

the purgoses of God in his wisdom; that is, in what he percelves‘;ff:!

by his eternal intuit ive foreknongdge of what is contained in B
all possible systems and combinati§n§1before creation-~-'whon ne

Cdid forékﬁow,'them he also did prédeétinate‘-»'eleot;,according1  “
to the foreknowledge of God.' If, then, God fbreknows, cr in-
tuitively knows, all that is in the possible system and the
.ypoSSible man, without calculation, he can have little difficulty"-

2473"God in Chrlot”, Chap. I
(48) » Nature and Supernatdralf*p 31
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after that in forexnowing theekctual man, Who is nothlng but

the passible in the world of possibles, set on foot and becone
'aqtual in the'world of actuals. So far, therefore, as the doc-
trine of Edwardékwas contrived to support the certainty of God's,
4foreknowledve, and lay a ba81a for ‘the systematic government of
”the warld,‘and tae unlvnrsal soverelgnty of God's purposes,
it apyears to be Quite unnecessary. |

The Qreceding quotatlon has been given in full because it

7*31?33 expresolon ta Dr. Bushnell's view on foreknowledge ag re-

\~f“lateé to qufs natpxe in a mostvexact,way; In fact, the foreff)

“,v‘gciﬁgzﬁardly needs'any comment. A God who is eternal can s ee

"'thlngs only as a'whnle. A God who is wisdom can know things

f fonly a8 they are from eternlty to eternlty. A'God wﬁo is the
'.hlvhest nower in'a system of powers can foreknow tnlngs only
vas th&y are 1n the Werld cf p0951bles before tqey become actual
in the wcrld of actuals. Foreknowing the poss1bles, He also
1xforeknows the actuals, and foreknow1ng these HB must act in _
accard‘wlth what‘He foreknows. Knowing all things from eterni-
'tﬁ/td,eternity,fﬁe must act ih accord with things as He knaws' 
  £hem tsybe. 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 foreknowe
M}to be necessary;~;4 holy God has foreknowledge that holiness
is‘the end of His‘heing and government. Therefore, He must be
holy. Likewise a good and a righteous God has knéwledgelbefmre— 
hand that goodness’and righteousneés is the end’of4His being‘

and'government; Therefore, He must be good and :ighteous. Géd



ffknswxnw Eia nature to ba what it is, also foreknows what He
t,will da.‘ Hle nature glves Kim foreknowledﬁe about Hlmwelf,
{ &@& th1$ llmlts Hls free&om of. astzoa. All th1ngs cons;st in

lem.« Therefore,‘all 1sls'mited.

Th&t ﬁr. BuShne_‘?swv1ew on forekncwledge 13 dlfferent

 frem that wnlch )r.ig* rds aﬁvanced 15 evldent from the can«A
;clndxng remark in tha, bave quotatlan.{ Dre Edwards ‘and the

'atharéthealayzans of that tlma dld not speak about a world of

 §9$31b1es and a world af actuals in canneotion with God and

‘~9Foreknowledﬁe and it 1s held that Dr. Busanell has made a

in a;a vzew en this subaect.

”Ix. freedom as Rel&ted to_ God's ﬂbthod in For Feraknowledwe

It 1s almOQt 1mposslble tasseparate the natufe of an
ient God from His method in dealing with the theory of
'  >f0rekn9wledge. 318 mﬁthad or system of gevern&ent is the
  _necessary method because of His nature. The one is the result
” fez the otaer. An alloknowing God must foveknow that, if one
.k;plan or system of oovernment is 1nht1tuted the outcome or~end'
hégil he as ‘He foreknew. Tnhere may be poaslbllitles of one thlng
'; fer another happeninﬂ alonv the way, but the end is certain.
Accordlngato Dr, Bushnell, God has a (48) "complete intuition®
ofﬁall plans and é&aﬁems and their possibilities. As an ommis-
cieﬁﬁyébd, He knows allgthe possible plans or systams énd all
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 §en‘to do

(48) "Nature and Supernatural,” p. 76

:;j:minor contrlbution to pragressive rellgnous thought in America = - .
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things. eantrary to their Wllls in order that His systam will
‘fiwark as His fcreknowledge 1nd1cates it should. Aa~sag%eﬂt9df
”ffbefore, farce 1s nat applicable in éeal1n5 with powers.‘ Bﬁt‘
”““f  God knovs mgn 80 well that He even foreknows what they will

- do under certain condztlons.  By W11fully settlng on foot or

‘Eactuallz;ng the Qartlcubar system He hae notivated, He also -

:has madeseertaln all the evila which He knew or. foreknew to.

5be connected with‘that particular syst&m-v Not tnat the ev1ls
re fram Eim er introduced or aapoxnted by Hlﬂ. In fact, Er. B
G Bushnell sugee“ts (49) that it is hardly rivht tb say that they

‘5‘  are permitted by Hi&o God 1nst1tuted a nlan or system.whlch

”‘“wi'permltted the. poss §;lity‘°f evil. The plan did not demand the

 ;necéss1ty of evmi‘f}EviIS‘coms into the world only a8 they are
aﬁhecte& with the best QOSSlbie ylan..ffhe“evlls “env1ron“
ithe plan but are aet made neeessary by 1t. ¥an, as a power,
:fchsosea ev11 agalnst the will of God. God, as the highest of
;f :supernatura1 powers, had limited Himself by ﬂié method With’men.vik
5 ;He cauld not stop evil by force and still be true to His sy”tem
fof government.‘ Thza ig an old thought that was given its proper.
‘” ﬁ-giaGe 1n tne prowre$81ve reljwlou» thouﬂht of Amsrlca by Dr.

v Bu@huell. ‘ g
: e - III. Summari
o An‘omniscient‘Cod Who knew Himself to be noly, gobd and.
 §r1anteo4s, and, as a God in Vhom all tﬂ1n0° con31mt, al@o fore?‘
 knew thaﬁ the end of His Vveing and govmrnment must be h011n80§,

goodness and righteousness. An omniscient God whoAknows all the -

u,fpossibilities connected with the system of government He has

‘7-x{49)”ﬁéﬁure and_ﬁuﬁernaturalfjp. 77
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" set on foot, also foreknows, because of His;kﬁbﬁiedge of men,

' What the aétualipies will be in:the~end. Haﬁftﬁat Ee'forcés',

‘cerﬁain things uﬁon men to. maké‘hangn”what Hisff625khowlédwe

"fﬁlndlcates shauld happen. God rather knows mea 8o well that He
. can foreknow what they will do under certaxn conﬁztions. heref

‘e &' worlﬁ of pasalblee in God’s vwctem, and man'a actzang can
 3ﬂ influence Go&*s actzon, but they cannot 1nf1uence Fis eternal |
puryose. God's actions are, theref@re, condltloned by man's"‘

i‘-} actlanu, and God is not free in His immedl ate relatlons wzth

J-fﬂ'thus has Du* a llm1t upon %;s frﬂedome‘: ‘
Tg acme, BY‘.j ushﬂ&ll's v1ew of foreknowledge does not'
 ‘1even ﬁlve God the abllity to forexnow. His new thoaght of a world

‘ﬁfiof pessibles aﬁ well as a werld of actuals in the so- call%d mind

j£ i¥of God, does not seem to mak@ 1t posaible for God deflnltely to
‘ Sfffareknaw guat what man aetﬁally wzll do . Much men,as Dr. ﬁdw¢rds' 
jkf,f@uu1d ovly make 1t possible for God to foreknow the actuals. -
*;ﬁﬁnd yet Br Bushnell's world of @osaz@leﬁ is necessarj if Lzs
‘*ff_v1ew of man as a uupernatural power ie to hdve anw meanlng and

T "(56) if man is: to ‘have any will at all.

23,  GOD AND FO?&@?DI?ATIGN’ AS RELATED TO FREEDOM

o Foreordlnatlon and foreknowledge are two words that are
- very clogely asseciated. According to the popular view, to fore~
_know that a certain thing is to happen is to‘foreordain that
:thing to happen.  The apostle writes: "Whom He dld feruknow,y‘
tﬁ5ﬁ Eh a1so did predeﬁtinate.“ The one seems . to be the almost

f‘ﬁecessary resultVOf the other. And Jct from what has %een ealé

'(50) Coleridge, €. T., "Aids to Reflectibn,“’p; 1l5

iv,m&n. Gad*s foreknowledwe, as related te His nature and method,v w :'-
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vabdut'fcreknaﬁlédgé in the wreCeéing section and from what
'Wzll be sal& abaut foreord natlon in the grevent aectlon, it
'w1ll agnear that to foreknow that a certain thlnv will ha@gen

does not’ neceasarlly mean tnat it has heen foreordalned to

"haapen.' 

fI.; F;eedom as Related to od's Kature lﬁ Fov&crdznatwon

Th&t a holy, good and rzﬁbteoua God 1s fereerdalned by
zfﬁis very naﬁure to be holy; gaod and rightecus'is eV1dent from'
‘what§has already ‘been said. The stagéﬁéntv(Si); “&uch a God
x'iﬁ love must‘ﬁéiSﬁch a Saviour in sufferlng"_ﬁhOﬁﬁ in what way

‘_God is foreordalned by what He is to do certaln tninﬁs. "In

':gﬁswgr’ﬁo-tﬁf estion, (52) "Do wa then assume. that Gnrlst, in hl
_‘  vlcarioav 3aer1f1c9 was under obllfatlon to do and suffer guat
  €7?%&£ he did?“ Dr. “a»hnell say ¥ ”Exactly tmls.' Eot,that he  "
}7was under abligatxon to another, but to hlmself. ,Ebiwas'&éd;“
Aifulfllllﬁv the Obllﬁatlﬂﬂs of ﬁod; gust’th0$¢‘ooligatioﬁaiin‘the‘
7’@ternal fulflllment of which God's merfedtidng and beatitudas'
:Lﬁare eterﬁally fashioned.” God was under no superior force, ncr'

| d;d man-aave any claims upon Him. God enauréd what He did aa ;7
  f‘§hriétjf%éely and of His own accord because of His virtue.éﬁ§‘~
gatandafdéuéf good. The follewing statement may show the{réié;'
L t1onﬂh3n oP thlv‘ldea to foreordination more cle&rlv, (55) “§n '
'”;,tn@se burdens, ¢ad, as the #ternal Vataur, uaifered bﬂfo¢e him
.'{Cﬁrist), He ﬁad his times and eras appointed; hislconditi@n@

of grenaratzon, ﬁls moue“ of m*o&reas;,andfthe'incarnate work

was 1o Te done oﬁly in the lﬁC&Tﬂate era; but the deeign was

fﬁl “Vzcarlca acrifice,” p.. 47 (62) " Ibidj p. 58
33 “VlCar%ous ‘Bacrifice,"” p. 60 o g e




”nevertaaless one and the same tnrou»aout and wa éarried bn'in

t%e vame &eem feellnﬁ anu suffar1nq syﬂpatﬁy, from tne flr@t

 £5a1n, (54) “Tne whsle déity is in it (the cross), 1n 1t from
,eterﬂ1tj and will to eternltf oe. | | |

The Word ”Ehoae 0n11ﬁ°t¢oﬁa 1n the eternal fu‘flllmﬂnt

:of‘@hic Go&’s psrf‘;tzons and beatitudes are etern@lly 14sq1omed“‘

‘su;g ut thht cert@&n merfect1on, ﬂnd ﬁeatltudefki God havﬁ beeﬁ,

"and stlll may ba etern&llv fawhlened ln quﬁ a way tqmﬁﬁﬁod 19
’ eternally ohllﬂated to uhem. In other mozwa, Hia, rfectloz and
be&tltudes feracrdaln His aetlsn . God’s:virtue and zoodness

,‘foreerdaln the cro&g for Hrn' or as Dr. Bughnell puts it else~

—ggwaere, (oﬁ) “%bralflaw, we nave ”&ld Shayea t%e ch&r&etér~of

‘*.{G@@, and ‘that dat ¢1ae“ Hl@ end."

: *“hus, haldznv %h&t @ﬂé ig the saﬁe yeaterday, today, and

{z tae cenclu81on is reacmed th&t qlo na ture,nas foreor-
 k*;od'muat be and Sg&f@r whﬁt He is and does

the cross is a ccﬁtributibn to

in America is granted vy L. Y.

. Poster.

$readom 2e Related to God's Method in Foreordinaiion

Dr.

Bu ﬂﬂell is very emphatic upon the point that Godts

f,fglans,*murﬁgses and desires are eternal (56). An Eternal God

‘?geannot detaxmﬁne new plans because for Him all things are as of

one day. (57) ;rtﬁere e any truth which every Christian

“tou&ht to aswumﬁ, as ‘evident beyond all question, 1t is that God

‘has some eternal_plan that includes everything, and puts every=-

~thing in its placge. That He 'foreordains whatsoever comes to pass'!
; ! f &

‘(54)“I§id“ . 73 (5&)“ﬁature and Supernatural, ”a. 204 (56? nrithV_f

'p.489 (577x ture,‘nd »uyerﬂdum-dl,“y.7a &“Thefﬁaw Life,"paff

“in 7 eolen “n .134%Pulpit Talen®,p.101% The New ZEnglander of 1854,"




is only another versisﬁ_af'the same truvn.?
The author's whole argument is ba ed upon the thouzht
~'”, q»_ that, since God has inéiiiuted ahsysﬁaﬂ‘of gcvernment of which

vﬁb §érekﬁe% the pose hllluxﬁu, workings &ﬂd re ulta,kﬁe‘thua'
‘ a1so f@r&araa;mﬁd ﬁhe th 1ings that ha@?en.(sa) kE?en.ths crﬁgi;
fying of C Lr1”$ was seen &@Sa_certain zeault in the system that
had‘béen iastiﬁuﬁed by‘écd and, in that senge;'wgaAfcrecr&ain&d.j'

{59};  Once“ﬁaving set on foot the system of gavernment He did

{ L4 be the flqal OuuCOﬁ“ 1n

”‘ins%ituﬁe,’GOdl foreknowing what would

each anﬁ every taing,ffareordained the that EE Him@@lz
uauld have t@ endure Dbecause of the mygt@a.
;Iﬁ $peakiﬁw ahaut ﬁhe Latin etymology of the word, "Tatu¢v, S

Dr. B&SﬁnallxauggEOts {69) that the nature 'natura' of a

’%e'fuﬁuré 'rtielyla“of‘it$:being or hecoming. There is an
7:;“3tout~t®~he” er an “ahout o~con»~ﬁo.§aas“ in the nature of a

el "nature.n

{ 5
o
i.,.
(@]
jn
=
D

‘ytnzﬁgl&r;&vem in tn&t ma@la Qf things

o

e futurition," or ag he oute it, "a fixsd law

M-

. There is a Mefinit
“asffcm 1ing to nase, sueh that, given the thing, or whole of tulﬁwﬁ,.
”all the re*t wi follaw by an 1nhevent nececsity.’ ?auure, ln

kcther WO’w', isvunaer~certa1n lawe waich nay %a;;aougat of as

”rths ﬁzﬁxzed Wéwe(ﬁtlﬂ rent
inthe subocta
| At anotuer tiv 3 Dr. Busime ¢ peake ab@ut‘nﬁﬁur@
&s keing'a mplete eyeten of causation mder fixed laws. But,
sinée3lawS are ut the action of forces repfeﬁanting od'm‘mlll,

the system of natafe becomes & symbol of God's f'g
and go-called natural conseqguences are deterﬁlnablonﬁktan%@¢,,

58" Nature and Sxyern&tuyaiﬁg;?éff &*?ulyit”?&leﬂt HDAQQQ

59 j"Nature and Supernaturaly 102 &"Christian i;bOiO‘V ﬂy.méﬁ
V60 )" e tU.c and Superne bdf@l "p,.20; {(B1)Pulpit Tale 2,.114

' ' ZXQTQ . .
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From the preceding references, i1t 1z clear that th
theory ef fo*co diﬁa‘ion iz applied in the realm of ngture,

.t&aﬁ[is ﬁhiﬁgé, as well as in the realm of: ovéra. The wordg,

dtg

~Pand ao~called‘natural consequ ence are detevmlmat¢onv of God's
mind," need no- axglaﬂatlun‘ Iﬁ wa are to ﬁﬂlnﬁ of nature as "a

-

plete ajutemwtzc C&k“&tlﬁﬁ,' th@n it is é 'aenﬁ»that»

reélm of ¢o
God has limit§& ﬁiW g1f in Hie Qewey“oyer nature Ly making'it'
éuch‘a_realﬁa; This,vie% offnature}ﬁad nét.been preéenﬁe&,béfare
gﬁ&, thsiéf0$e, ie a contribution %o the religioas ﬁho@ght of
theléiﬁe;  (62} ‘Dr. Charles R. Brown even holde that higyviewr
»of/ﬁaﬁure ahﬁ‘the world orxder is today being enlargedv¢p0ﬁ Ey
..fsﬁch’m@h3a' ﬁm1]i1' and I dlnrtoi, and 1% is ;enﬁrwilv a” ' tted:
tﬁat t$aue men ere covtrlbat;nﬁ to the D“O“Teuul re religious

& . :

“ﬁhoughtﬁcf*ﬁhe present .
| i III. Summzry

thet God foreordaine because He fore-.

e}
[¢4]
)
3
C/.l

Again it is
‘ Rn0%§”@haﬁ.p0®éré will do under certain conditions anﬂ ho%rﬁﬁinga
ﬁjll~r@a5t'td certain fixed lews. He foreordains His own hﬁiﬁg
and an& by the natureuﬁé hae taxken unto Himaélf. Hol 'neas aﬁu““

e

fron a'holv being.s Goodnecs comes from a good being. xi@hteéus-
) - Ry X -

3

‘neses. comes fromua righteous being. Holinees, goodness and right-

eousness are tne three shest attributes that the human mind
‘can conceive and, if thecse are the highest, and a being, or, 28 -

.

Dr. Bushnell holds 8, a bower le the nighest rezlity known, then

o

Y

certainly such attrib uiew muwt come frﬁm, or have Th“lr couree
in, the highect power imagina%le. God is regarded as the high-

eet power in the supernatural world, RBeing such a power, He

{62) "H. Hushnell -~ A uruat Y Yale JlVlﬂlty E@as, ¥arch, 1930



iz

) "".J :’.)."'

must zovern. in accord with the system He has instituteds Man

ic in need of His worke of grace but has freedom of choice.

2s

-

TheﬂeJcre,'G@d can'fore0rdainJwan's duty'aﬁi destiny only.aS“

He foreknowskman. E&ture:can'be acted uoon by outside forées;_
but God has puf it under ceftain fixed laws. Therefore, it

acte in accord with law. In this, the truth of Calviriem lies.
(63) Iﬁfsﬁéh a viéw, Godte will and man's will are realities,.

ry

God is free and yet He is not free. In the law of love,

Q.l

no

»

He is free, and it ic only in the realm of love, soodnese,

hollnegu, rightecusness and the like that His freedom is com=-

nlete and His sovereignty is real.

D. SUMARY OF CHAPTER :z
| ' rGod's 'ﬂnluotenca, foreknowled e'a@dkferéordination

are ll ”Ondlthﬂed by His Wature and metﬁod. The term, "Om-
nipotence,” 14J1169 the 1dea of force, snd, as thé hizhest of
supe rnwturzxk“omeru, God éénnot uee ferce in dealing with such
POWers s This holés,true'by virtue of the definition given to
the term, fyowers;?f‘ﬁeing.holy, or holiness 1t”91f, God camnet
ve the oppéaiﬁe; namely, unholy. As sugges ted in the chapter,

/
A

God muet act in acgord'with wht He iz and under the plan He

has instituted and, tnerefore, in the strictest sense ol the
term, He ic not omnipotent. On the other hamd, He is omnipotent
to do ﬁhataoever‘ﬁb may desire %o do%becauhe Hig desires a?e:in
tune xl’c’q Pls being. o

Again, God's foreknowledgze is the result of Eis‘knowledga;

Knowing what powers will do under certain conditions, and vwha

hY

(62)"Pulpit Talent," p. 299




7th1nrs muﬁt do under fixed lawe, Eﬁ does foreknow thﬁ and.

Dr. Qu%ﬁnell'a view of a worl& of possibles, based upon his
view Of man ‘as a DOWET vita fruedom of ch01ce, does 10t oeem

,,tozglve'; @oé connTete foreynowledae of every step or f@Veain

' 313 “ja%qn. ~mhera mﬁsﬁ be tae QOSSlbl¢lty of ch0921ng one of
twa wayu ar tﬁ¢n it freedem.of ch01ce is to ﬂ&?b any maanlaw

Th at aaa, as. tae h aat sapern&tur&l DOWETD, 10 1 mltma uy at

v B

”fﬁe;fﬁre%ncxa about Hza own being and method has]%aen shown in.
”'geéti;ﬁkﬁiofﬁﬁne %reseﬁt cnapiérg “For an eternal ch,'%heré is,
'5ﬁc.éuéh~£hing“as uiﬂe, and God seea a world of ﬂO“&luleﬁ and
a. Worlé of ﬁctuaLa, &a & wnale, and thus re1”ﬁn.;_'

| ?QT&Orulﬁaﬁlﬁﬁ is baaed upon xhat God is and upon wa&ﬁ
":EE has 1nsﬁiﬁuted.,~“1ant a wraln of whealt and the crop muat‘.
'le aheat if a+l thzu aivo 1n &cusrd with what man {uﬁhu. In.
the sama @ay, a ‘Holy God is éetermlzed or foreordained tov;‘
f‘be'n01y47 As wheat under ordlnary conditions cannot mro&uce: 
caiégiso 114@%136 a holy God cannot produce unhcllne s and
still:%e irue ﬁo Hlmselx. As vwheat is foreord&1ned to prouuce
‘Whﬁaﬁ,* o a1a0~1s a Hbly uod:foreordalned to be moly‘ Eimllaxly;
God has sst on foot a Qertuln,$ystem that muist sct in accéxd |
with itsélf"if it is to be true to itself. If God is truﬁﬁ;
then it should be ?ermissible to expect God to be true to Himy
self an& the uy tempﬁe ha" motivated to be true to itcelf. That
God haa thus foreoraained His being and end as well as that of
aii supernatural pOWers and’of all thinge, and has thus effected

His freedom, has bveen shown in Section € of the present chapter.
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Cﬂﬁﬂ ER III

.;4§Eg;gggagy or ggggDOEqA3~R$LAT§B T0_CHRIST

Iﬂ v:ew oF the faeﬁ that Br. Ralgh 0& ﬁaraale haS gust 

‘»finlshed his‘the51a cn “Ths Bevmloument o; the ﬁoctrlne of

,,fﬁtanement in ﬁmerxcaa hought from;senathan hd‘&rdo to. Hbr@ca"

 ;Bamhne1l,ﬁ:the prewent chagter will no* treat in detall Dr.

n‘>1‘Buenne11*s ccntributlQn 1n thzs fleld.w Hls view of the atone-5'

t1‘~'z}:t.ear1‘\: will be treaﬁed only as 1t is connected w1tn nls v1ew of
‘frﬁedem.j,” L sk ’“ : . ;
| In p&salng, 1t should be gtated here tmat une mcr&l vzew

‘4of the atonuwent W&a really hlﬂted at in American the°l°”y :

, fore Ebrace Bushﬂﬁll.’ Ig finds ite flret e&pression 1n‘tnef

| works Of %4 E ﬁhannzng (64) (1780 1842): h&t 1t wa.s not fQiiy.’
- develebeé until Ebrace Bushnell's boox an "vicarzouhfwacrifiééé'
‘”QW&S erﬁteﬁ»7‘“*°ﬁ 'Ghannlnﬁ had refused to accept the'Calv&ﬁ;ﬁ

,i¢tlc doctrznecf tae atonemant because it placed all theempna-i7*5

i'slS upon the‘ f

»titutlenary idea of Curist's suffering, bol&-k:,f' ‘

ing that man had peace Wltﬂ God tn*ouph the "hlood of His cross.?f‘f'

Wl B, Channin@, hswever, a1d not say with Dr. Bushnell that the

crose was a Way of reconcllzng man to Sod;‘ On this poznﬁ, he
“fseemed te atan& mére wzth Gxatlus. In his works, however, he.
kdoeg go so far aakto say (65) that the blea ings of the crose‘
are ”the sulrlt and the character and the 1ove of Jésuu, vuich
his death<ﬁwde manlfe~t. and wiich are preamlnently fitted to i
. Tind me to hlm, and to make me partaker of his v1rtnes LI

iea The Works of %" E. cnaﬁnlng;ﬂpp.‘245, 332 and TXLVII - vzx: |
65) "The Works of W. X. Ch&nnlng,WLf“‘XI - VIII |
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'Bf; §§éEne11§skvive6f the atonement was, more‘of less,
’avreactloﬁ agaznﬁt Jonathaniﬁdwards' chernmenta“ Theory of
::,tna Atanement,k nd thl“ latter was “the theory of the atonement
‘f‘ expremﬁed by s0- called New- ﬁnglaﬂ& ‘Theology (66} This theory
'1 held that Ghrlst suzfered the death of the cansu merely to

1k.$at1sfy generdl Juatlce (6?) Dr. Bushnell'“ vlew of God ag

 :€}lovégag “&sfthe ﬁlghest in a realm of 3upernaturdl powers, could

-r«‘Anot inclmae euch an 1dea.

J] “The purmose of the present chapter, therefore, is to
,"shaw th&t, accordlng to Dr. Buunnell'a view af the mtonement,»

Tfthe croas is an experlence whlch 1s gbove tae T‘ea.’l.m of legal

4; juat1ee and in the realm of 1ove. Hlu teyt for thise chapter

VM? is th&t sften reweated eantenee, ”Such a Ged in 1ove, must be

Jusucufa/ﬁaV1our in B&fferlng._

i'A FHEEEQE AS RuLﬁ?BD TG CdKIST’S KﬁLHRE

‘ If, accardlnw to Dr. Busnmell, {68) uOd is Gnrlat und .

‘ _fCﬁr1st is God 1t Wom¢d seen that the present chapter is almost

ﬂ 7g;unnece gary. The‘arguments\that,were presented in the precediny

’1.joha§§er will mave to be repeated in this. To a certain extent,

. such is the case. If Christ were God, then He was holy and, if

He were holy as God, then He could not be unholy. This is set

‘“ !fax¢h‘in’the argumﬂﬂt presented about~the nature of God in ﬁhe

~  preceding cnaouer. An examlnatzonof Dr. Bushnell's discussions
 on thla subject, however, does show that there is a dlffereﬁce
k‘,betmeen ch'° freedom and Chricst's freedom as relaued to the
 i~croes and the world. |
(66) W. Burggraff'd Rise and Bevelopment of Liberal heology v
in Amerlca,‘m. 1231 & B. A. Park's "Atonement] pp.31-37;

~ (67) W. Burggraff, D. 148 {68)”Eiearious Eacrifice,p.é?\&"ﬁod |
: in Lhrlvt” ' . o e
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Taklng for granted then that a holy, gocd and rig shiteous
wﬁﬁhrlat must bn 11kew1se in His actlons eraase of Hla natuxe,
f. it follows that a Snrloﬁ whio 1s love must suffﬁr. In tnls vnav;
nDr. Bushnell seems to have in'mind the hrlsﬁ o; the cross' but
k‘he also deea suggest th&t, belnv Whmt he is o Chrzst found it |
necessary (69) to uzfer, dle, and feel tne pangs of man's

fallen state and 1ts ev1le in order tha* He might brlng.man out

.of hls alns and thus cut of thelr penalties«_ LQV&'le a "v1car~

75‘10us prznciple“ (79), and Chriet who lovee, or 1s love, had to

"1suffer for, er wath,»thoae wnom He loved, ,“Nothlng is wantlng

Ef;to resolve the v1car1@us aacrlflce of JEGus, but th@ commcnly

»”known, a1Ways famlllar nr1n01ple of 1ove,'acceuted as the fun~

<g damenta1 1&W‘Of duty, even by manklnd 0 Ih us 1t appears ‘that

7“Tabrist is free Only in the realmczf love, that la: He ie free

te dgganﬁ to go ' gand?where love maKes it necesaary for Him

Kto do ‘and to ggiy In & sense then, chrlst is a slave to the
k,gr1n01ele of love. Dr. Bushnell 1s very clear on tnla 301nt.
‘The crass w@s not something optlonal for Chrlat, but an Obllﬁ&“

:'tlon. (71) (72)”The law of love made it obllwatory for hlm to

Hvbe sueh 8 Savzaur‘ﬁ o

BQV1ng thus shown that Chrlst is bound bj the law of love,'

' Br. Busnnell attempts to show that He is 11m1ted by the common
‘standards 01 eternal virtue. (73) "Here then is our“flret

pomnt‘ %hen We attemgt the cross and sacrzflce of Chrlst, we
nuat brlng everythlng back under the common standarde;of eternal

virtue,wand we must;flnd Christ d01ng and sufferlng just what he

/*,(69)”Vicarlous Sacrifice," pp. 41, 59; (70) Ibld, D 48 (71)’Tbidf“k‘

P 305; (72y*1b1d;*p. 309; (73}*Ibia 58
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ought; or felt that he ought; neither mdre;nor less," In.pthér
worde, Christ is obligated to suffer just what he does beca&se*

of what hﬂkis‘f Dr. Busimell emphasizes the theory that Ghrlst

.atones for man*s sins- (74) not by his offn:a, namely as a priest. 1 75

but by his character' tﬁat is, by hie ﬂilllngness to be what he L

is.‘ Ag&in there was nothlng optlonal in thls because Chrlst had“
to be What he Was and therefore. do what he dld. (75) -
could renaunee it only as he could renounce the honora of nls"
’own perfect character. | ) ;

“hrlst suffers as he does because cf the prlncinle of
:love by Whlﬁh/hﬁ is bound and because he haa a heart that woald
‘not permlt nlm to turn away from man and hls suffermng.' The e
power of 1ove and the perfection of character made the croes
necessary fer ehrist.~ The follow1ng. however, must be under-v
rstood 1f Dr. Bushnell*a view of the cross is to be apprec1ate&
fully. (76) "The beauty and power of hls sacrifice is that ;E' 
‘he suffers morally and becauce of his simple excellence, and -
not to flll a, contrlved place in & scheme of legal 3ust1f1@&-3 i
tion." Ghrlst was willing to suffer any amount and in any -
way, but he was net suffering to bte over-good, or more than
perfect in order that there might be an extra amount of suf=- -
' ferlng borne mhlch mlght be applied to Ean’s account. Christ
did not try to furnlsh a superlative merzt, but was only aa )
good as he ought to be and suffered Just What he should suffer.
There is no acheme of artificial compenaatlons in Christ's |
suffering‘ Ghristﬂeuffers'because love and character‘make it

(74)’Vicarious Macrlflce,“g. 106 (75)"Tbid ,"p. 311; (76)“Ib1a,lﬁf:
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j;ﬁ_nééésséry‘ for hiﬁ’to7&d*sas§fAt’anoth5r ﬁime, Br;fBushﬁell'
, syeaks on this poznt in. these words: {77) "Thie is no new .

;ffthougng, namely;'sufferzng what love requlreS‘- no optlonal,

,ffauperlative goodnesa  iken up by ﬁhrlst in thﬂ year One, of
o tha Ghristzan era, butfthe ‘whole delty ia 1n it, 1n it from

o eternlty. and the short ‘account of all is - 'For‘;od g0 loved

;, the World . ‘ o ,

’ | & "Fcr Ged go 1aved the world” is really a fittlng sum=
ﬁ‘;mary for thxe aectlen.. Perfect love hae a Getheemane and a

‘  f 6a1vary in’ 1&, and Ghriat being perfect lovey therefore, auf-
 fered. ahrist as God had to enter into all that belongs to
 10¥3'”ﬁ ely.‘ atlence, long suf fering, and oaerlfice. The

' cr0ss 18 a& eternal thlng fur Chrlst, and he 1s forever bound

?~by his natureVQiEis 

. Veaom 1138 in obeylng the laws of love,
‘}33,‘and, 1f daing what cne desires is freedom, then Chrlst 1s free..
At the cenclusion of this section, it should be stated |
: f that thls essenti&lly vicarious actionof the love-prlnclple
’.fana its worklngs, as expressed hy Dr. Bushnell, was ccnceiveﬁ
ﬁ iiin part by Jonathan Bdwards in his Eﬁgcellaneous Observations, ‘:‘
ufpage five. ﬂpparently, nowever, from other statemenﬁs in his
fworks, Jonathan'@dwards did not grasp the full meanlng of what

:;fﬂg had $a1d.‘ At,least,,he dld not enlarge upon that thﬁme,

' 5f'ﬁ6r §p§ak in détailzabéut it when,onythe subject of the,atonement;g'

K- :$infieid”Burggraff ie right when he suggests (78) that Horace

Buahnell voes back tc the elder.ﬁdwards for & basis for hisAmoral '
: kv1ew of the atonement, and follows nim in denying the truth of
the distlncticn bvetween the actlve and the nasslve view of

'(?7)"V1car10u» Sacrifice,"p. 70; (78)“Rlse an& Development ef
Lfberal Theology in America.“p. 158
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obedlence en the part of Garlst. The great dlfference between
' the view cf the atonement presented by Horace Euahnell and that Prﬁ“gf
mulg ated by Jcnathan EdWards 1s found in their view of eatlﬁfj-
‘ing general Justlce. -The follow1ng~sectlon will show Hbraee ”
yushnell's eontributian to progr3391ve religiocus thought in

Amerlca a8 seen 1n thls conuaction.

B. gammneﬁ.as EEI&TMB TO CHRI»T’% ﬁISSIQE

‘ The statement, {79) "There was,‘1n short, no neceﬂsary
condltian of phyalcal aufferlng 1mplled in Hle %bsslahship,f
is a fitting 1ntraductian to this section. Dr. Bushnell glvea?;t:‘
expresaion tc the same thought thus (80) nChrist not here tofi'M
dle,‘but dies because he 13 here.. In other words, Dr. Bush~ ‘
nell hnlds ﬁhat Ghrlst dxﬁ not die on the crose because 1t waa
part of an original plana As suggested in the section on God
and foreordlnatlen, God knew man 8o well that EB foreknew that~;
man Weuld choose tc cruc1fy Christ. Ghrlst however, vas not
obllgate& to a plan 1n sufferlng the death on the cross. He waé;‘;ﬁi“
not fulfllllng an office which requlred the cross. XNo, Ghrisﬁ ;
wasfob;igated to thﬁ«eternal principle of love in suffering fhe”“
deatﬁ ﬁﬁ‘the‘créss. Being what he was made the cross necessary.;
His life and His death are (81) Hls ebedience not to the Father s
but to eternal love and righteousness which He Himself is. S

In speaklng of the freedom of Christ, Dr. Bushnell goes ,
one step furthgrkand says: (82) wwe may even say that He (Ghrzst)
kis reléased from the law wherein He was held, but we only mean
that the rightécusﬁess of the law is fulfilled'in Him, by the

(79)rCurist and His ualvatlon," p. 224; (80) "Vicarious uacriflce,
p. 130; (81) ”Vlcariou Sacrifice,® p. 309; (82) "bid,” p.. 299



ﬁi ffree assent of Eis 1iberty, outrunning all enforeement. ‘"Such

. is free. Ke;;

a viem of ﬁhrlstia freedom seems to be in agreemﬁnt w1th that

“-,expressed*by the apoatles and oospel Writers, as well as wmth

~ that exgr&séed\by Chrisﬁ Hﬁneeiﬁ on this subjeet. In this con~' 
~ ‘nect10n, reference 18 made t0 the Gosyel accordlng te %t. Jahn,
to the epistle to the Eomans, and to the enlwtle to the Galatian~

In John ten, ver&ee geventeen and eighteen, Christ very clearxy

;ftells us th&t He' is at llberty to save Q1a llfe or to. 1ay it down.ﬂ. 

&s far as HisAobllgation to man, or to God, 1s concerned, Chrxat

ablxgated to Hlmself, and vuch an obllgatlen may

) be freedom¢, $o &o that for whlch our nature calls 1s freadom |

| 1n the a1ghe“t sense.

- There»is ?secend contrlbutzon that Dr. Bushnell makes
 'in hls thought 9n7Chrlst's freedom as reldxed to Hls misslon.v‘
' Hbldlng that ﬁhrist, by his llfe. death, and resurrectlon pre-ki
“.engages man's feelxng, awakens his conscience, and stands before
,‘him as a type of the new feeling and life that is to be thus ) '_
estore&, Dr. Bushnell goes on to say (83), "the sufferlng,‘llfé;
"and death of Jesua are the appropriate and even neceusary equlp—‘

 ment of hlw domng force, in what he undertake& for character‘

: Later. Dr. Bushnell devotes two whole chapters ta the theme that

ChIISt's Eacrlf‘aeést absolutely necessary to make Eim theV7 '

maral power Hb ls, and that His whole mlaeion of saV1ng is (84)
‘ dependent upon His huv1np become such a power. '

In exylanat;on, 1t should be sald that thls moral power

in Chrlst is not td be found in His: power as an example, not in

83" Ibid," p. 155
84 "Vlcarlouﬂ Sacrlflce,” p. 169



-40-

His pcwer as the revelation of God’s love, but rather (85) in

His own greatnesa as God. The incarnation, as Well as the cross,;,
was necessary (86) for His greatness to obtain thzs deszred moral.
power¢ (87) “Hls (Qhrlat's) reallty is what He expreaaea, under
1aws ef ex@ressz@n"the pa&er, the great nanme, he thus obtalna
'under ferms of hnman canduct that make their address to reason,_ f}J
convict1on, feellng, pa3310n, sympathy, imagination. faith, and'k
‘;the recepﬁ1v1t1es generally*of moral nature. “fﬁhrlst's agony

'on the. cross 1s th@ clxmax or summary of thls moral yower. -

'Tbe viaion of "hriat on thB cross has the greatest power over 
ﬂen., [ |

Dr. Bushnell 1s qulte emynatic 1n statlng that there was

nothlng @enal in thP crcss, and he clalma (88) that all the‘“

: meriptural symbols generally help to nrove that Chrlst 1s here
‘te be a pew@r @n charaeter. By be1ng Just»such~a power, Chrlst'
purlfies, revenerates,‘re-creates and makes free the seuls of
men. Kothlng more 1s needed and, therefore, noﬁhlng more can
 bs found* . ’ |

13 A slmllar view, but precented in mﬂre detall, is expre séd
in Dr. Bushnell's book, "Christ in Theology" and since his great7’ 
contribution in this fleld is to be found on this very polnt, o
it might be well to review thle book brlefly for thoabnts on the
theme of this sectlon and for answere to crltlclsms th&t were
made af the view pregented.»« | : } ‘

  ‘Br. Bushnell does not hes1tate to regect (89) the idea
that Christ suffgxs,evil as a subatltut¢~fqr man, and he is

willing‘ta bé'called“a heretic by those who hold that Christ

~ (86)"Thid," D 172; (86) Tbid," p. 188; (8?)’Tbia,”p. 214; (88)’§bld,
‘ p. 481; (69)“Chrxst in Theelogy 28 217 &"God in Chri»t,”_
p. 194 , V ‘
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ffwaa literally punlshed for man s sins, and that Hb auffored |
penally because of them,v %ithout doubt. hﬁ would not feel dla-.'
4’,fturbed over %infleld Burggraff's crltlclem (90) cf him on thls

Tg"pelnt. In fa

';him«in5hia?0wniday, %ecauae of nis view of Chrlst's aufferlng} o

é.ge sim@ly éaggested that aost af ‘the Ke& England teachers agree
4@ith him in his bellef thdt God merely expresse in the uffer-

 1nga oﬁ ”hriat what He Would express by our punishment,_ nd that_’:
the one expression is a substitute for the ather as a ground of
? jnstificaticn¢u The only difference between Dr. Bushnell an&

:the other: ﬁGW'England teachers is that they do not agree on the i

‘ f‘mode 1n which, :‘Expr6851on is made .

ﬁga&n. accordlng to Dr. Bushnell, there is agreement on

 !? the thought tha ;hrist’s ﬁeath is not penal but demcnstratxve._;? 

2{ ‘chriﬁt’8 suffering does not oatisfy God's resentment, but 1t |

| ‘f"does ahow Eis righteousness in the remission of sins. . To anawer“'

"7j; tha question. ”why muet Christ $uffer9“ Dr. Bushnell takeﬁ the fol=
: 1cw1ng statement from Baxter's “Famlly‘ ‘Catechism": “TO be an ﬁ  ”

fvexmiatary saerifice for. sxn, God thought it not meet, as he was

serve as Well to the ends of his government, as if the sinners "

g”had suffereé thsmselves.

The one e sential point of difference in the v1ew pre-,
sented by Dr. Bushnell then, ies that he malntalns ‘that the
“thing that makes the cross what it is, is the fact that 1t was .

: incidental, (9&) and,not the ostentatlonof sufferin g, or as the

. {QOg“The Rise and Develooment of Liberal Theology in Amerlca,p 155,kk
491 )"Christ in Theolo&y,"n. 218 I

,in answer “to the censuxe that was showered uyen_‘f o
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| direct ocaect of his mission. Chriect's mismion was‘fﬁétfof‘rGQ;f:
“establi hing the world and regeneratlng the souls of men, and

the crosa Was inflxcted unon him by men . while HB was fulfllllng
lkHlS miss¢on. Everythlnp tnat Chrlst doe '1n pregarln% the way - of
;ustificatioﬁ for‘slnners,;s done merely as a subordlnate part of -
3ie'greét weikgof rénewing aﬁd‘qﬁickehing the aouls_d£ sinneré.'
o All this waéLsubofdimate‘5ut not less necessary. Thérenwaa, how~  ‘
ever, (92) nothing of an outward fbrm of sacrifice in the death |
"f Ghrlst. There was a very real spzritual sacrlflce in 1t,“ ]b
‘and this eorresyonds ta the outward sacrifice of the altar, waich> 

wag a type or flgure of tals.' The sacrifice on the crose. a8 on e

the altar. 18 made for the benefit of the onlookers rather than  . ‘ T

- for tns one sacrlflced. In the crass men see God's pure love

and perfect character, and such a’ ulaht has a deflnlte influence

upon them.: Thls conception of the cross is called ‘the “Subgec- f)  L_

tlvehobjective v1ew, and it holdw the cross as operative (93)

nwholly on. Mman ,- but, in order to do tnls with greater efflclency,  f‘7

as repre entatlvelJ operatlve on Gad n Thus the ground of

Juatlflcatlon really is subjectively prepared in man'(gé),byn?v

producinawin him a consciousness of the sacredness of laws which' .

‘sense is: awakened in him by the life and death of Carlst. v
Fln&lly, (95) if Cuarist is God, then there would be nothlnb°'.
of virtue or power in the c¢ross if Chrlst died on it teo satiufy
Hls owWn resentment or sense of Jjustice. In fact, there would be'
‘selfisnness in the cross then and not self-sacrifice. ‘?éréonélly,_
"~ if it be right to speak of God in such terms, God had nothing
;toAgain for,Himself in the cross. His love for mankind,ﬁade“itltf 

'(92) Mbid," p.223; (93)"Ib1d ".225; (94)" Ibid," p.228, also'"eod
' in Christ" , z 254; (95 "Christ in Theology," p. 229 o
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necéssary fdf‘ﬁim to'live and die.as He did in«Chrigt in order
that men mlgm e vwon back to His divine life. o

| The puroese of thie sectlon is to show that “hrx»t*
m1881on dld not requlre the cross. ‘“hrlst was not. bound to
‘that mode of sufferlng by Hls mxsslon. «Belng_yriest, according
'to Old Testament su¢gestions, dldﬂnot oblig&te Himfté the cross.
Prlesthcod éld not requlre cruclflxlon of its subjéctc ﬁd mnore
;did belng the Hbssiah, as Jésua of Razareth, obllgate Christ tc
‘Vthe cross.v Bezng Chrlst as God dld make ‘the cross neceasary
_‘fram eternity; not to ‘satisfy Hmself but to be Himself.
 ~Ha11ness, gcodness and righteousness 1n a World of unhaliness,
g badness and unrighﬁeau ness nmust suffer.‘ »l
| ﬁaxlng the crass an 1n01dental or aubordlnate part in
 'the work of Ghrist is Br. Bushnell's contrlbutlon ta progres31ve‘

,Qrellvlous thought in Amerlca.

C. FREEDOM AS RETATED T0 CHRIST'S YETHOD

| WromAwhat baa been said in the precedln& sections of tais
study, 1t w111 be imagined just 1y that Christts. method is based
- uﬁon thﬁ law of lave. Cnrzst is uald to nave fulfllled the law‘
by puttlng love in ;hé heart and to have fulfllled the prophets
by éstablishing‘a ¢émmunity‘based upon love. He Himself was

guided at all times by love. It is not strange, theréfore,~that

" He should give“utterance to the Laws of love in the goéoal of

St. ﬁa*k, chanter twelve and verses twenty-nine to thirty one.
k:amd opeak to the agostle Peter as He did in that last chapter cf f'
pne}geupglnaccordlng to St. Johm. Christ lived in the realm of



-44-

igve always and;iﬁ ﬁié’deélings with man, His metiod must be
the method of love. He is limited, as God ﬁas, in His method
by\wﬁatfﬂbkia,'and_ﬂis own life and death on'earthvfga) make
this method possible for Him. |
In‘spéaking of Christ's method, let it be made clear

that His rélationship»to men, or His dealings with man, is
pPrimarily in#olved. Thinking cf‘Him,as God, there &ould be no
need of a discussionof His relatibnéhip to Him. | |

| ‘ Christ'" me thod 1s vest oumnarizad in the 1nv1tat10n,
‘Qfoilow me . " Thls may be a command (97), but it, neverthele
leaves man‘free to follow or to refuse to obey. We mus t llke
Christ, the Friend, (98) before we will love Christ the,Saviour,-
| andbﬁheh we‘love,christ thejaavioﬁr we will follow and be.ffee;*u
(99)“Thev3pifit goes withitﬁe word and commandment as it does
not with ihe_law, Wéftihg 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 llberty." "In otaer wordse, Christ does not force man to
:do anytaln _Hias method is that of pleadlng and (100) 1n81n-
uating’everyth;ngvgood. He does not work by a fiat of absolute
 will (101) as He did in commanding the 1light to come. Being God;"
he respects Mants moral nature and éoes not use force in His‘
aealiﬁgé with him. "He moves on your consent, by movzng on
your Qdﬁvictibns,~wantu, gensibilities and sympathleu.” Later,,‘
Dr. Bushnell does suggest (102) that the call, "come uhto me," -
_ doés-imply the renouncing of man's own will, Wofld and sin, Wt
: 96)vicarious \acrlfice YD 2263 *Wﬁr#iveﬁéés aﬁd Ia%fpn 104,114;
§98}V1carlou" Sacrificeyp.154; E ;’ﬁﬁan iveness and Law“n.llé‘

(100) Christ and Hls Salvation) '0.26; (lOl)“Ibid"D;?z’ (102)'“hr1 t
and His walvatlen, 0.146 ‘ o
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man always is free to heed the call, and, aftér man has acted
ezncerely, he fln&& himsalf~ﬂore frem», Hh‘is freér in tﬁat'
nie desires are in accord with what the call demands of him.

The power of the call ig in the person of the one who
éxﬁands it,f In the leﬂ and deathuof Ghriat, the command comea
in hhe form of a person (103) who offers His beauty and great-f_
ness ta man s choiee. Aa already B&gge“ted, man likee Him f1%at,~
 aad then lﬁv&s Him, and in loving Him, flnds freedom. At flrmt,
man etpwrlencea a feéllnv of repulaxon in the Drcsencé of the
, beauty aﬁd wreatness of Cnrist bec@uae of hls own =in. Chr;at‘

mﬂrely‘standa before man and, in his work of regeneratlon, &de@

not act upon him. There is something in Christ of goodness and 8

"gléry which.(loéﬁ;whﬁn firmly beheld, "shall go ‘tarough all
2 1nm0at dl@temaer and @ubtllty of gin, as a nower of 1mmo”tal
,,heaxln#." Thls ia Dr. Buuhnell‘“ 1nterpret&tlenc1f the text,
‘"ﬁna Is 1f Ibve llfted up, %ill draw all men unto me.kr'

This4 OW@r over men in the me thod Df Chrlat re%ches 1tsh
strongest point whﬁn “hrm%t ie on the cro&s.' The rlgnteouse;, 
ness of God (105) is here seen and felt with a new pdﬁer,:and"
the sinner in hi& sin is convicted and held by the sight. Aﬁyf
all tlm&&, nowever, Christ ia not using %ny force on man. Aé‘

: a power 1n the realm of powers and the aystem that has been
instituted, He cannot use force ugon man. Christ is limited by"
Himself, and the syetem.of which He is a part, In His relation»f
ship to man. | - |

Dr. Bushnell suggests (106) that thé Statements,~”bﬁt
ye are sanctlfied, but ye are Juatifled in the name of the Earﬁ~
gzo&} "Nature and Supernatural,® p.87; (104)“Ib1d,”g 178;

103) *Vicarious Sacrifice,"D. 1?2 {105) ﬂxbia," Vol. Ix,‘.zmg
106) "Christ -in Theology," p. 292 S



Jesus" are natural and nammal quiatlan experlences because man

iz justified and sanctlfled by faith; and, in both ca“e&, ialth
takes the new atate of freedom and llfe. "hriat, however, is
always seen in His work, (107) ”actlng as & renovating and qulcx—r 
anlng Qower, JH“t ac he 1a Oonﬁtantlf répre*ented in the scrlptures.“‘;ﬁ“"
And thue we come tc the concluwlon of the aection on Chrivt'$ 
}freedom as relatad to His method, hy holdlng that Chrlst.ﬁlmselfv“
is bound by what He is and by the méthad_éf‘whiCEjHE*is_a part;: |
His metaod does not destroy man's freedon. ‘He worke in thé‘?eal§f [;;:;'j

of love, and is free only when he does what love demands.

~In‘criticism of this,view, Winfield Burggraff (108) suggegﬁé‘“f;if"
thét Dr. Buﬁhﬁeli does two‘thinga with thé Biblical judiéial con- B
ceptlon of Juwtiflcaulon. In the flrat place, ne shows that be-.-
cause men forgive Wlthout demandlnu any expiatlon, or any lepal
’aatlafactwon, that, therafore, God does likew1we. In the zecond |
pldca, he tries to tshow that tne worda,yﬁguﬁt " ”JucﬁlfICuﬁlgn”
and "Justlfiea,” do not have a judicial or lepal meaning but ourely E
a moral agpellatlon._  |
In ansmerlnv these augwestlons of kr. »ur”graff, I would
refer to the atatements (109) of Dr. Bushnell which make love a
_;" law unto ifself; that law demanding expiation or being means of
| atonement. Eﬁrthermbr@, the law of love receives justice and
justifies. It wo¢1d seem that this view is farther from heatnen~ '
domlsm, as stated ov kr. Burggraff, than the view that repre- |
sents God as a force that extracts an eye for an eye and a tooth
for a tooth. Imstead of demoraéllzlng, 1t brings men to a higher
level. Surexy, Saint Matthew reveals suchpldeaa in the fifth ;

(107) ®Ibid," p. 208; (108) "Rise and Devalapment of Liberal Theology L
in Amerlca,“p.155 (109) “Vicarious & acrlflce,ﬂ Vol. 2, pp. 10 & 53»93; >




chapter of his gospel.

%r. Buﬁgraff centlnueo to crlticlse by trylng to ahow

*:,athat Dr. Bushnell fa __athe queutlonaf mllt and mmwnment Ll

fiim Ponnectien Wlth siﬁ. “he imaortant thlnm, according to the

o former,‘seems to be  fcrm th@ man«and to desﬁroy all 1nwara'
resentment. Th& ccst fthls experlence to hzm 1& prapbatlon 2

7'for man._ mince God haa always 10ved, the same thzng 13 txne :

'a‘for nlm. The cruczf&xien of Chrzst made no dlfference here.

s‘y

5‘315 suffering because of sin, a8 tnus descrzbed, is prapﬁatlon
H for man & sln. ahrlat's 11fe and death are the ground ef Justl-i"

;‘flcatlan Only in that tbﬁy uubgectlvely prepare in man a vtate

'» cr imgre slcn, a aense ef the s&credn&ss of 1aw.~,

In answer to ﬁhe&e sugvestlonu, I would refer to Br.

 fBushne1l's ”Go& 1n Ghrist " page two hundred and fourteen, and

b quota :ar. I.% {}renated'a words: (110) "It would not be true

5ato aay that Buaan@ll whﬂlly ignores the Goéw&rd, jaridicalf
f a5@ects of atoneaent but he quite exgllcltly aua1$ns to them
  & aecondary posltlon.', In 8 summary centence, Qr. Greneted
5aays (111), "And thus Bushnell comes to the rem&rkable reeult
\hat the death.of Chrlst hae nothing directly to dﬂ Wltﬂ.the

 xatonement¢f It was due 81malj to the fact that ”hrlgt would

k ;ido notnmng to 1nterfare with ;od's inetituted ﬁovarnment and

17”} the system.of *retrlbutlve causes? uph&ld thereby." : i . -

. D. SUMMARY OF CHAPTER III

o In givzng a ganer&l sumaary of this chapter, the present

’ study cannot do better than to refer to a reVIGW made by Prefesser

' 110§ “A Short Bistory of the 3octr1ne of the ﬁtoneient," P. 341 : ,“
111 ‘”Ibld,"ﬂo 342 , 8
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Noah ?orter @f @r. Bushnell's. theony, “Vlcarleua Sacrifice,"" as
found in the New Znglander of 1866, Vol. 15, page 160.
Aacordlng te this review, the theolowlcal ”formula“ ex~
 pressed in ﬁr. Bu»nnell's book,'“VicariouS macrlflce,“ hcldﬁ

' that Cnrlst is. ai'acrzflce for e § bggamaagin His llfe and death,_'

% Hb revealed a aymp?thy for man wﬁlch made Hlm the power of Zod
7Thls gacrlflce is- ”v;carious“ in so much that
it was un&ertaken for the geod of 31nnera¢ Thls has its founda-

"tion in ﬁhe Qrinczples of unlversal obllgation in-which the law~

o pracept is duly sanctlfled, legal enforcements are’ not 1mpa1red

‘ and "God's recteral honor is effectlvaly malntalned." The ”}
result upon man 1s that thl@ revelation of Ged'a sympatuy and

| wml’zngne&s to sacrlflee Wlll make rlghteoua the man who bellcves
k’&lt, and thls 1s Juatiflcatlon by faith. Thus We see that Christ's

'ﬁﬁrk‘trlquhﬁs'QOt'ln releaalng penaltlesfhy‘Qompénsation but
Eﬁftransférﬁﬁng character and‘reSCuingyguilty men f&om the retrib-
utive: cauvatzons nrovoked by sin. ?hriét daew'not‘provi&e'a'ré-;
"mlssion 0P sins 1n the sense of merely letting go, but He exe-
cutes. remis 1on by removing the ulnu and dlS?Bn”an the Ju“tlfl-;
.cation.of 11fe.:[,

| In_conclusian, 7. H. Poster (112) esaye, "We need the
: divine Chrisiito}béar our sins and uphold us by His almiWhtyf
‘power"but we ﬁeed *ullj as much the condescension, Dltylng
‘sympathy and fratern&l love of ov“ nlder Brother, the human
Gﬂrlst4 We ove our ‘present reallzatlen of this side nf Ghrlﬁt

very 1arﬂelj to Hbr&ce Bushnell.”

(li%}ﬂA'Genétic;ﬁiétory of New England'Theélogy,gﬁggg 419; 
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CHAPTER IV

THEORY OF FRELDOM AS EELATED TO AN

e qus cﬂapter on Tne Theory of E&eedom as Related to Han,
7', 31§htly fxnds 1tu_nla$e in the center of the- present “tudv, otner |
’iﬂehaptara;all veing dir»ctly connected wzth the thou“ht 1n thlw.
“;It is 1m@0381ble to spe&k of a theory of freadem as relatﬂd to
‘ God Chrlut, society or even natuxe wzthout thlnklnv of man.,
‘anathan MQW&ru 1n fact, enti‘led %is tre&tlse on the taeory
of freedom, "A Sarele and Strict Inqulry ;nto the ﬁrevazllng,
:'hotlons of the Freedom of the ¥il1." “Freedom of the wiil“'ﬁaa “'
the theme uppermo t 1n ‘the minds of ﬁéwbmnﬂlénd theolbcian;; 
”the L&tter part of the elghteenth and the first part of the n1ne-j°;
éAteengh}centurlew.i Hblape Busnnell_entitled‘the trv&tlge Whlch‘~‘y  f
f;i%gc§£befﬁéd’¢hieflyf@itﬁ the theéfy‘of freedom, "Eatufevaﬁ&ﬁﬁa}; 
7 ‘%upe§natura1 aéﬁfggethar'Constitutinv~*he One ESystem oi‘Go& ﬁ‘}
:  In this book, we flnd hie reaction against the prevalllnn vzeﬁs

.cn thlu subgect as well as his wwet important contzlbutlonc tc

_ pro%resslve velzgxou" thourht in Amerzca on the subgect of freedom  ;'3

:as related to man .

Presldynt Dwight of Yale Unlveﬂ ity (113) hed asserted
| the fact of freedomc>f the will, deflnlnv sin as gelfluhnevs,
';reaectlnv 1mputatzon and advocating the use of means wh;ch had
‘been-held to be wicked. All the theologians of the time aeemed o
both ﬁo'agree &n&_di@agree with Bdwards and wiﬁh each,qthér,'

‘and all seemed to be inclined to Calvinism. Every step that had

Cw b

(113) T. 7. Munger, "H, Bushnell: Preacher and Theologian,” p.39
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been. made, hawever, had beeﬁ r@trcgre ive; and it‘ﬁés n¢t uﬁti1‘
Br.vﬂ. %‘ ?aylcr mmde nis’ unquallflad aasertloncyf the'self— |
determznzng mc@ar of tnﬁ will that it became aoparent that the
Armenlan pﬁstulate ba& found its way intc the citadel of ”alv1n-:g*

fiSm. It @&M 1nto tﬂls world of ﬁnouumt th&t Hbr&ce_%uoanell pre-

ented hzs tnmorg o? man as a ougmrnataral pover by virtue of h13 ‘*'

' ;  ‘Wlll .

f;;a; m AS A %%sﬁmf Bmm

"*he very ldea of our Dur@onality uays Sr;,ﬁushﬁél;éli

(11&)“1& that of a be*ng not under the ldw of cause and effectg‘
‘a bning supernatura1.~ ”hi@ one noint. clearly app*ehended,all
: tne difficultle» of our uubgﬁc% ﬁre at ence relieved, 1f nct

wbsolutely an& comsletely ramoved. Thﬁse W rds of ﬁr.'Euahhel

8 ate nlgAmro;031t*ou on ﬁhe subj et in h&nd. In anticiﬁatiani

‘tmat he alrht se mluunderutood, h@ @eeka to prepare his rea&er

'» byvsu geatlng (115) ﬁhmt there aleo is a nature in free be;nﬁs

~;swhaah lu regarded “as a motive, cause, 0r~vr0und,of-certainty'*

yln resp&ct ef tneir actlﬂns. kHﬁ refers to¢ this n@ture 1n man
as the lavs of thonvht, mewory, a39001at10n and feelln@ 1n ﬁae
humaﬁ woul, aﬂd considers these as being ac fixed as the lawak
qovnrning the heavemly bodies. He maintains, however, that
 the w111 18 mot under the law of cauge and effect, aﬁﬁ thgt’ v 
thsse functlon are, by their laws, in a degree subordinate

t0 ﬁhe Wlll;~ Yét, the wili, he asseris, thih&ihg @f thesefoﬁhers ~
fln the re&lm of natare and the m;ll in the rbalm of tne muﬁer~~

natural, is, in turnx affected by them but 1nknaw1$e do ghgy@;et ; 37

{ll@}ﬂﬁatgre and Supernatural, "p. 25
115)"Ibid  p. 23 —




 ~51-

"fylas a caauatzvaggwency.f ﬁa the wrlter states (116),‘“They are -

'the wzll's~"asans that 1n v1ew of Wﬁlch 1t actw,‘ao that,

’:“ fnwith a\vxv3ﬁ naﬁure, lt may be exmected, wzth 2 certaln gual~

R ;fied &evrea af confldence, to act thuﬂ or thuS' but th@f

never caaseg an the Will, and the choices of the will are never

{”a aaa@ansien af the lawa of nature. It\la only hﬁl& thau men
‘ ”as pawara, and noﬁ bezng undev the law of cause and effect, are

gfabla to “”et tna causea ln nature at work, in new comblnatlona

f’eth rwls nevar occurrzng, and produce, by our action on. nature,‘
Vr&aulta~ﬁa1&h she, a@ naturﬁ, could never produce by her owmn.

At anather time,. the thﬂOlO”l&n ~umge&ts

 ‘interna1 aeﬁlna‘

+.Th thlng that Dr. Bushnell endeavors to make clear,

'i7na ove everytnlnm elge, ia tm¢t maen is not an item of nature;
"f tha£ 1&, ‘ne is not under the law of cause and effect in his |
‘Q’chsicea. {119) Man staads out clearly as a acverelgn and
'*:gupern&tural bezng, &nd hie definition is, "that he is aﬁ crlv—'
 r  inal power, actlnv, not in the 11ne of causallty, but from hime
\‘”ﬁelf‘u Hﬁ is not entlrely independent of nature 1n g0 much that
‘Qhﬁ s separatad from it in his actions, for he 13 in it, eurraunded
  ,by 7t,_acta throhvh 1t, and is partlally sov&rﬁlmn over it Wlth r@f—
‘15er9nce to executlwv all that he wills in it, but entlr»ly sov~
k%réigﬁ'regarding self-determination. (120) 1In this’conﬂection;

"‘116; "Ibid," p.23; {(117) "Nature and the uugerndturﬁl,“p.kﬁ ‘
118)"Ibid, ﬁﬂ.NV (119) “Ibld,”p.bz (120) "God in Chrl&t* p.98;




v *523:"'

Dr. Buaanell poea on to mention thax, in certaxn denartments of
. the soul 1tself, @uch ae mamory, appetlte, @a alon. attention, '

- im&giﬁatig % &ﬁ%GClatlﬂn,‘ nd disnoaition, the will of man ia

ylimited %y hﬁ very conditions and &ua&mtlea Whlch are partially

Myunder the laws of cause and effect, and partly subgecteﬁ to hls ‘

“‘;Will by' h tr own laws, so thaﬁ when man weuld have any’ control '

'j&over them,~or:m&ke them serve aig puryoge, he. can do s0 in a qwal-»
°iflea aense and degree, by'werklnﬂ thvouﬂh their lawg. As far

. as thay are coneerned, he is pure nature, and 1% superior to the‘

E  1aw*oF Gauwe and4effect in his power of volitlen at'wmleh point

- his llborty culminates and his adminlstrationaver his whcle
‘nature centers,‘j;*» o 4 @

| @1tﬁ.raférence to the gueatlon about wan being reatrlcted
in 413 pewer of °elf-determin&tien and, thsrefore, limited 1n
‘h1$ axecutzve abllity tm perfcrm.wa&t he mills, more will be said
yanthe follpwing;sectlon. ﬁt preﬂent, referance anly is made
to Gemé_of his'thbughtg on this tneme as related,to the subject
in h&ﬂd; ”An&jaa;n says ﬁr.‘Buahnel;, (131) “it Wi1l be fcund |
univérséliy tha?;}ﬁéwever atrongly‘drawﬁ:thékgdpQOQed‘diaad?&n—u  
tages aﬁﬁ:ﬁin&f&ﬁéeé to virtue may te, thefé is, in every mind,k a
large and DO%ltiV& consciousnese of belna ‘master oftits cwn‘chciceaﬁ‘
Vanﬁ r“%p@ﬁ%lbl@ far them." Jelfndetmrmzna ion (1 a) a8 related |

to txa Wlll, or @Qu@” of volit;on, prim&rlly is 1ndewtruct1ble.k

easence of-geracn&llty and dlﬁtlﬁguiﬁh@% the perﬁen&lLin character
Trom that Whichfia“ﬂatgral. wrea lntelll¢ nces (123) are pawera, |
"not thinge, aﬂd a @ower ie an agzent or force whiah aata fram 1twelf,

(121) "Nature and the auperna‘tural,f*g;,\:’;ﬁ;, ,‘,(;12;3). ,f?’zz,ﬁid’_,f*p.m; | {123‘;}»&#" ‘



“53;

Wi%hout cause to produce a train of eff&ctu. " Powers, acting
S in 11bﬂrty, awe cawmble of a dcuble action, to do, or not to da*
‘*{uod, fe* ex&mml& in creating man, man in sinning) things can

‘only acﬁ 1n one wav, viz., as thﬁir law d@tarmza I Dr. Bushe

u!nell av&n geea;va far &g ta su&¢ st (l@é}, that God made m@n a8

kyaw@rai‘ wthﬁreby limite& His centrol aver %hem.
o In hl» sermmn, "@very %an's Llfe a. ?l&n mf qod,“ Dr.
: Bummeu sugggewta (125), that God as & gim life-plan for

‘_everyilndlvidual; and that He: Wirds ham, coﬁéci@uslv, or an-~
,eonacacusly, t@ do certﬁln ﬁnlnwa, hutznan aluayw is able; asif 
a free'being, ﬁe refuse the ‘thing or pldce God eleobs. Such
a'ﬁﬁ&teﬁént 1agigally brings ag to the second section of this ..
ch&sterﬁ | St |

The aursoge of tnxa flrgt cection was to show that man

 ‘is'amsuperna$gr  aower by virtue of his will, and, as %uch, has‘
k4the pa@ei of
:Inkhia "Work and Pl¢y,‘ the writer gives these flttzng summar;z&f
tionﬁ: (126)}'“1% is one of the grand distinctions ofrﬁ#ﬁ,’aaya"
free belnp, tﬁat‘ha acts from himﬁelf, and not as a belnﬁ cauaad ‘
to~act. On thla account, or in v1rtue of thie prerogative, he
is réayonalble: - (127) "It has been the great misery of the01~ 
cgy,~iﬁ fact, iﬁat it has always been trying tu solve the rela~
tlons of God and mn as rel&txanm af cause and effect, not
‘perceiving that, while thie might be a very good way of account-
ing for the changes of a dead body,‘it never is for the G&éﬁgas

- of a‘living bo&y, least of all fof_the actiang‘of'& liviﬁgg,'
(124) “101d 0; 66 @nd "The Wew Life,” pp. 508, 21& {13&)”Tﬂe,

New Life," pp. 2, 5 {1?6)“W0fk and @1&y,"9,226 (12?) “”na New -
lee,” De 355 > , . T

,f-deuermlnatlon and is responalble for his act;ons.'
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c&gé 13@ m&n‘ (128) "In his conscience, man Teels the touch
of immut&bla rlaat by hlw reason he is made akin to geometry,
7namberg;t1mﬂ,,space, cauge and all necescary ideass; his will

is an a&tb&?atic force, superior to all conditions.®

ﬁ{’ N as E‘ﬁﬁﬁ&L Bgiﬁa
ﬂf; Buahnell really begins 1hi§ treatise on the’thecryvqf

freedom, ag'related to man as a moral being, (129) by makingvthen
sentence of coneciouencss final.y He derldas the idea of.man
aaﬁing un&er motives and,determined by the strongest mmtlve by
_&u@geutlnm that cons ¢iously man istnot‘a fluctu@ﬁing or inert

thlng,* but o self-terminating agent.” (130) ZEven if m&n’
| he Stifi_l

6]
-

looks forfﬁhefmost powerful motive, the writer ascert
’ié acting asfarbitrariiy,as thcugh’hé'Wer@ looking for ﬁ*é’W&ékegﬁ,I‘
* thus differing from Dr. Zdwards in hic famous treatise on this
,jgubéect; In faet,‘the pravailiﬂg motive is nct nec ea%arily th@‘
,strongeﬁtgrk%miﬁe li?ely%m&n never thinke of the suyéf ior ﬁt?&ﬁfth
6f;thefﬁ6tiv& when ﬁakinﬁ his choica,‘bu€ merely 1nfaxw, or apecn
"ﬁiétéé1&%out its streﬁgfh;

‘  | ﬁr.’Busknelilalaerates hig argument th&t Dr. ﬂ&wardé Carrieé
the analmgy“of the “écﬂlﬁmbeams,” which only can 5@ us ed inkthé:¢
World of matter into the sphere of mind, and that he ic ngtaz@m"
in his'vi ew that humen action is determined uniformly by the “trsn@~ |
est motive. Dr. Bushnell clearly statec (131)'*th&t in all wrong, |
or blamable actions, we conscioucly take the weakest motive and
the moet worthless.” ‘Herein liee the real sin of choice, because

every reasonable being always should follow the strongest motive,

N .S}v‘

{128)"Work and Play," p. 2437 29) "ature and the Supernatural,®
De 28; (130) "Ibid," p. 29; {(121) "Ibid,"Dp. 30; ; R



and t@&ﬁ m@tive is eﬁern&l roaﬁ dﬁ@ riﬂﬁteoumzaas. Thﬁ?% may be

~‘tﬁase @h@ wali agy th“t tae nmuiae uu&u they fallcwed waa th&

ut &uah.aﬁﬁeal *h&lr lus ﬁﬁ @nﬂ @aaglana, and’ not
"te ﬁﬁﬁir eonmczoa&n& S as re@aanaale heing% should., .Eurtherm@re,,'

beliav@d that it wes the wisest, best

b3

no: thlnk n yef&on ever ha,

aﬁé mm~t a&v&aﬁaﬁeaua t ikg to try to get the benefits of the

;ﬁaice ;irﬁt ana then the right choice laters Dr. Bushe
keel& s0 atrenwl oﬁ‘this point thet he dares to claim (132)

~- tﬁa,:ﬁaer$ never %ﬁﬁ Jcase QF ﬁmohg"é?vsiﬁfuchhcice, in which the.

*.{yarﬁon ce&aerne& ?e&lly b@ll&ved ﬁzat he was choos ing the strongest,
”5weiWhtzaat, or m& % v&luable motives '
?he forewaxnw view leaves man free in his chsiée; It do@a

‘mot put him unde 1the l&W‘Gf cause and e? ect, but uader the 1&%

”kof the acn&cmouane“a of a reaVOﬂable being. Tt does not iﬁu&?*

\ fe§a-§lﬁh,§&a>t' 'ry of uoé's fcre&n&wled“e, b&ﬁauwe qad &ees

‘%ﬁ@t”ﬂammuﬁe, huijihtuiﬁa everything;' inyhis‘cwn”Woyis:w»(155)‘m

”mi fareknoma 8VQTV*ﬁlﬁ” first ccnii lonally, in the world of

DG&olblllﬁy, ﬁ@fﬁf@ He createa; 03»&@ ermines anything to be, in

the wcrlé of f&a

ﬁhzle tﬂe wz“l ver ie restricted in its @lf»de*mrmiﬂx~7'

tion,fit a?%@ﬁ ia rez*ricﬁéd in :tw_efecu ive force o cap 61ty to
: narfsrm %hat 1t wille. ‘The wriﬁ@ru@ﬁlargég ugon thi s thsug§tkby
ugze Mﬁzmg (1ﬂ4§ tha, t we aze ard er @hyséologie&l, ceyebrai‘limie;
tatlgnﬁ;kkimitaﬁloﬁae>f aaaqai&%iwﬁ, w&ﬁ£§ c0n§itiéﬁ; 1imitatiﬁn$
of misadaé&te@ ﬁzﬂuﬁht,‘UeTv*T ad a&ngibiliiyg ?xejuﬂiée, éa@@r;'

- a

ﬁltlan, a se cmnﬁ ﬂaturc of gvxl abit and paaﬁiCn,;hv wnich,

@laiﬁly eﬁauwa, ou* cam&czty of doing or becoming ia;greaﬁ 7 r@@Wﬂedfff

133} ““Wt@re &mi,bﬁa‘ﬁay@rmaturﬁl,ﬁ D El;J{153} “I%;&;”?p;.5l; g
134} "Ibid," pe 32 S (ER T
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After all, is this wot the conception we receive from the Christia

ne
zospel? Does not the zgospel teach that man, in and of himgelf, is

not 2ble to do thet which is right @md perfect excent as he recelves

Iet it ke known, however T, that limiting man's executive

“ability does not limit his self-determining liberty. Ikn re-

maine abezolutely free as far aa'aia'wilzspowerkim :onoewmed.
Zven St. Paul recognized a @iatiﬁctie%]b@%weenlvelitzOLwl cel
determination and executive capacity in %13 ‘Epietle to the Romans

and it is because of this fact that man can be held as a just

subject for blame. This is gartly‘tfuevwecauwu ﬁhébﬁa@wﬁiti@ﬁ,
or %o$aibilities sf.dcigg, Q&_b@@@&ing, have been n@rr owed. by
?Grmbr sin. aa&, inj@&rt,-éer the re SaE0N %i&u he does mot:will
the right ccnﬁclauwly or struégle uftcr'ﬁo& as he ghgnldf?‘ﬁhaj
Leaomma Oﬁli“&@@d L@cau of his iﬁiehtmdne & ﬁ@ God @ﬂﬁ‘hi H
help from'Ged.‘,(155)

The great truth ﬁﬁa%ﬁﬁ?a‘ﬁushﬂﬁll'iﬁ_J?O%hl”muLW” is the

fact that because man is ﬁ&stef of his ouwn chaices and is,ren'
sponsible for them, {lﬁs}jthﬁre are both virtuoue and blame-
wortny acte.. I man. were under the law of cause and effect, he =

could. not be copaiiﬂ“ ad ac b;ing vzrtunw or blamg-worthy. These

‘»iliﬁﬂ to the law, or to the things

attributes tgem would be
which caused his actions. It is held (137) that man iz a creature
of falith, and that he as a power, is managezble only in a moral

£

way; that is, {7 8} "by authority, trutm, justic ?, beauty, that -

walch supposeés obligaﬁian or commaﬁd*; And t*v", agein supposes

355),%wauuie and the Supernatural,” D.33; (136} "Ibid,"p.35FE;
2,3;‘?)'“1»1- e 48; (138}” Bid," D mﬁ LS




& cone e&t;&g_ t;:w die ”{EQ;@; mu’f £1

‘;n1ca the canueﬁi mere lﬁ“l

truﬁa,xeawa@, ane, fmm‘,,féar,.ﬁt cetera; acting upon man's

free will; and it is right to ovey,

'§y~aiaahé§‘ that m&&@lﬂﬁywﬁﬁ glory are »ut 1?@0 allegiance when .
ran ch@cm&s ta Q@ey k
. j, Dre ﬁuwﬁn&li speals of "condition privative" in referring
‘ ,te ain, (‘é@} not aw_&‘ﬂeﬁxt¢V@ ground, Or cause, oT noessity |
Cof eing ror, &*“§% staﬁes,'%£f there vore any naturel meceseily
};cr %1&; 1% %ou“ﬁ 70 ﬁ §8 ﬁiﬁf“ In other words, g%ﬁ/ié ;?t thé 
cecuary fact “ﬁééauésﬁ Gf mar;. ’$ .

choice of his will. {141}

T&e term* "ﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁlaﬁ erthlve, is used in referring to - SO

some= "

nece smry to the pro ahle ”ﬂegﬁc~
1V&tivpﬁ iﬁVGlV%* une‘cewtain L
layse*iﬁt§@éviisxb&t‘iﬁ does not “”radaae, 1&&&3 or make it

- ¥

'“necnwaay"“; mr aet%ﬁgj' “?h%»caﬁdiﬁl@n yriv b1 a*’ nve¢v,m a aéra,

.;taiﬁ coavzaﬁzun<nr emaecg tionof the @ventkstataé.

In &7 plaznln& aow thig ”con¢1ﬁlen privative" works in.a-

F“»
x-i»

free‘aﬁentg~ﬁr.;3uaﬁnall refors firet to the law of right (1&53,

xma
w
e
%.
(4]
)
bty
e
[l
(&3]
e
o
&
ol
fnd
S
?""
(o]
o
o
e

1ch, if man m@“&ly %mizga, he Teel
by it; and many in choosing wrong, is tempted (143) "no £ by
‘something positive placed in ﬁiguway, ut by mere acnditian.

privative, a @@rgléziag defect of knowledze 'vci&ent to the Tact

1:0f hz» merely. ﬂ@”uﬁ e tence.” Thus Lg;writer‘places max in -

'{139}'*1%1@,” De 68' {1@0) "z 1,"0.77; (141) ﬁﬁ@@
‘ﬁuperpaﬁur&l,““,?a"(lé ) *Iuma,”QQSQ & "Vicarious
{143) "Uatuwre and the Supernmatural;%p. 82




t
5 the_aonﬁinwent or empirical side. Moun iz gullty 1L he. choozes

the 1wttev, evmn though that decire seems to be the stronges

moﬁive; bec&use‘(léé} he is able to choose
and he cgm&ci0§§l$ caows that he oughb. Thus it ccems tuab Dr.
E'mnaell'aéﬁiés”éne*value of the theory of the ctrongect meiiﬁ@’”
ccuglegeT” ymn*,éaaés.all man’s actiﬁmé upon ths lavis of
highe est good, right and love. {145)

Khowiﬁg‘the evil effgc*” T a certain ein will nct’kééﬁ“
eﬂﬁ‘frcm comnitting thm* are zin a second times. In ¢=Qt, Dr.
Bmﬁhﬁﬁll atr' {l&ﬁ}, ”we ere are perfected, or ectabl
their law Dniyf%y a schooling of thelr consent " St'amﬁthéf"ﬁimé;:QV
he Sayg;:(l%7} #Thﬁir safety is tlet, having been @réa@fulmy 
secorct cd &lrﬂﬁdv by it, thﬁj'haV@ thorougiily proved what is‘in“
it, aﬁﬁ ex tlfwuu@& all the faccinetiono £ its mys%erv.“

It is not clear vhether thae write
Lis 1&3% wtatement,'that after a wrong has been done rayeaﬁédly;
it no 1onmar appeals, or is & wrong. The former woulid be the
logical conclusicn (148), but the quection may be raised, is ﬁhiﬁlv 
guggeﬁtiéﬂ true to Life? Does not am old wrong become mcré ﬁaé1r+f
&ble’ﬁhévoftén@r it is erperienced?  4Ac o matter of faa%'(149;, ,
do not abme pepple become slaves o ﬁﬁnir appetiter and 1uafs
after yielding to their appeal the first few .
do not come persons destroy the lew of right by continually scting
agéinat:iﬁ?, Hpoﬂ this 3oiﬁt, Qe Euﬁhﬁell’s‘meaning gseams to e |
(1&&} "yicari

rrmbural, "D L4
*?&1 ,"0.84 5 (149) "Ibid

LRe g

(1f&) “I“*d *9.63
Wuﬂweamaﬁw

and the o L
g) n}-ﬁ? ' o



sorevh@t obx mre.

Heieecﬁﬁdly ééws, in~réferenc@‘to'the workiﬁg'éf ﬁha~
“coaditienrérivativé,“’{153) 5I€_is another camditiﬁ' invatﬁ:e,
as fégard$- hé moral peffecﬁiOn of powers, tﬁat ﬁhey-regﬂire em@i?Qy
ile trainlng, or. eaurge of wcvvrﬁmezu,‘to.gwﬁ ﬁbe@ ectablicshed
1n tme ab”olute 1aw ¢ duty; and that fil @mglrlcwl training ﬁu&ﬁﬁg
grcsably h&ve a cer u&lﬁ adverse efpec% for a time
.maﬁure,ltﬁ heﬁ&er~f@$u1tsj - ; ALl ‘the &tandard ié&as‘fa%alme a.
procem0 or drill, in the field of ex perience, in Grder to u»camﬁ ffn
 m&uured inte ch&rmcﬁa“ sy, or to fazshion character in the maulgs‘vr
 tﬁéy suppl y¢ 'Wiﬁh imilar wordes he strives o show thatilaw |

 §recedes llbertj. Certain duties must @é verformed and certain

thinge must be done before liberty becomes reality. Thic is but R
:th37§6w Testament idea of the spirit and the letter of the law,

w;th 1tf wGlQ@lOﬂ, in lovinzg Christe ”hl” brings Br. ﬁuahn 1l

;:3 .
o

Lo tho third “condlt;an @rlvative“ (151} ag related to
gécurity'against ain in hie sccial relatione of powerse. ‘Acccfiingx
,to' the wrlﬁer, all pove at first are aubjected to evil in?lﬁaﬁceé"
”wnlch can k@ pvrevented flﬂ&;lj by tbc 1%3$~”na“1 foriific&timﬁé v »,
:af character. Thus 1t would seem:the;idea of forgivémegs (152}

has ﬁo}ma&nlﬂﬁ,unlecu there 1s some one to Dblame who needs Lor» vewv

nesg.. To6. far?lveka thing nas no meaning and when Ir. Parker (153}

speaks of micdirecctions in connection with sinful actions, he must
zo one step further and recognize man as a zelf-determining power

“and, as such, capahle of midédirecting himeelf aud, therefore, guiliy. -

CD
-

o
©

(154) "The transgrescor, therefo a fra@ poae% acting agaihnst

God morally, and phyeically against tae cast of every world and

161) nature and the Supernatural,"p;90; {(152) ‘_:

150)7Ibid, "2.85; (1
"Thid," £.118; (153)7Tbid,"p.121; (164) "Ibid,"y.127 and "ok and
}? r:-.yr’?? &}.226 . . ’ ) R . B 5
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sub& ée 01 uéé‘” aégzn% in. o%kamanw th& wcrldo and aabwtance“
as hé vag’ nat maae te act.” gin %1vay  ‘13ithbv the narﬁalAuﬁ&ﬁé‘ ,;j
angd ﬂmu lt@ e&rtﬁln effestw'uwoﬁ the souls, It does not destrsj

the l&W‘af tae eal, nar dae 1t ruin mmn's @blllﬁy; ag some
taeoio@i&ns (laﬁ) seem.ta thlnk‘ &ll £ e functions of wzn& and
“8n3lblllﬁy rmmaln} %&ﬁ ar e sbue eﬁ, ané Iawa of operati onare
prevok&d " ta & yemml snd *eﬁﬂibutxve mctlon ”'~The sad fact Gx.k
aln }s tﬁau the W¢11 xhlch has comal*ted it cannat of itself r&paif'
\tﬁéJdém&ge; ?hus, Dr. Baﬁnﬁell tries to show that the Eody &md
' saui aré ﬁ‘s ridt‘tnvty. and that the narm, W%th‘aLfQCTQ one
affecta tae otqar. &ﬁ »ug@ewtu {156) tu t egin pvoauces & condif
ﬁiog Gf “&neral intemmerance. It aaletas the power of melf?f«f
'igovernmenﬁ and sericu 1y diutur%ﬂ hoﬁzlg by producing an unﬁat al ;
a%ate. &ll this 1$'brougbt a%aut by ﬁha aupernetaral forae, @mlleéf
the humean will‘ (187) |

The auman Will, as e be@n Drevi@usly ﬂt@ted, cannot

;icerrect, er remawr the d&maue dona an& it is cleax, (158) that
fthe su@ernaturdl &@ency qf God in the redgm@ti@n of the world is 1 l
neééeé.‘ Ehere-iajﬁg_remﬁ&y in &evﬁlc@m&ﬁé, or self-reformation. ;
In $hof€;f{159f ﬁan never can attain ﬁrq§ liverty until somé i
’§§Wef‘from‘above takes hold of him and makes him o son of God.
So Chriu» 1svre?3alad within the seeker, and the ﬁrace 6” Gé&‘
givgs\him }ifeuéﬁdiliberty. ﬁan is unahle in himself to secome mhat
ia“fight Eefofé é%&;f qod, however, always is ready to Lelﬁ man, |
and man is gullﬁy When he is not Willln? ta acceyt the help effereﬁ*
The narmal state of a soul is to Dbe fllled,W1th God (166), actea :
(lﬁﬁ)ﬁzbﬂi,“p 129; (156)“ﬁatwre and the S aoarﬁaﬁuralg s 131 and

"Vicarious Sacrifice," p. 326; (lﬁ?)“ﬁﬁture and the Supernatural,®
p.166; (158) "Ibid,"p.167; {(159) ”Ibli,“p l&l‘ {160) *I%lﬁ.“p 182



fgc%er he doe&;,e*

et L

.61

. f%y &&i, and %ﬁlﬂ by ng‘wzll. God, aé t*ue virtua, is,necegaarv 7
{%fe” all virt&e. HB is naeded bec@u»e 0; maﬁ’w ccﬁwtztut¢on arﬁ,

J‘f71n the ca e sf aln, the necessity becomas nenal.

?ﬁe %ueat19n<nf man*s @lu&blllty‘lﬁ out of yl&ce.' It is
not & %uaatxeﬁ, “Is he &Lle to frae hmmself fram,the power. of sznv"

but "Is hﬁ %zlllnw te lﬁt ch into’ his llfQQ“ (161} W*th,uad

‘m&n can dﬁ all thlnga, and havzng tne pawer of acd in hl“ life;

‘er at leaﬁt %1th1n hl& re&ch, ne is rewnanalble accordlnp ts the*\

caﬁ, h&va* ﬁanf@ ab13ity degep&a eﬂtliely ugoa

"~hia Willlﬁ aasa té‘cpeﬁ aimselx to ﬁhe rule of Supreme ?OW??‘QQQ‘C  :
"fj thus to 11ve' Hia freeéam of the Will is simply freedom as a o
‘{velltiemal functlﬂn, &nd, volitions in- themeelveg cannot r@@ener&ze,
 or;aonatiﬁu@a~ch&r&cter., (162} Holy vzrtue ie a new state and
> *ﬁ§£3éd~&£t; It 1$ a st&tuﬁ from,which &ction may emerge  and no -
‘:exerczue of- thﬁ %ill can ch&nﬁe thla sgtate, or determination of,:_
~  thﬂ aoul, without autslée help. It is the will that can effer
" fitae1f to tﬂlm outslde heln from Cod, and it is only when 1t ag‘
 f functi0ns thaﬁ ch ng instill “& new dlvzne state or arindipie

s of astlﬁn " ian has neltner na tural or moral ablllty te re*en»

,er&te hig ‘own state, but he ie able to obey God's great noral lawe,

(163} Wnichiact 2.8 &utao ity rather than as force. ﬁe'returh to

Law anﬂ are de11v¢reé,fram vondage by accepting the person of

Chrict snd giving ourselves coﬁoletely to Him. {164) In acéept~

ingVHis gerson, we k@&ﬁ'ﬁlm commendmentes, thuc finding the libe

erty of love which fulfille all law, It is tae law of the spirit
and 11fe af Jewus Ghrlut which makeﬂ us free from the law of sin o

and’ de&tﬂ,

‘{lﬁl}"Ibla,“v,lss* (163) nVicarious wacrlflce,ﬁ §,4£4, Vol 1 w%ﬁ

ural," p.202; (164 "Ihkid," . 2,282

"Hature aad the Supernatural,’n.l84; {léé} ”Eﬁﬁure &nd ﬁﬁa %zfﬁrﬂa+

PR n"';,
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In vxew of tae fact ﬁhat t1is uectlon.im the vo“t 1m)ovtmnt7  i
 1n tne thewls, refe rence is mmae to come of the oututand1n% at&*a-
:meﬁta made on th;s algeet by the same mrlterzhn his other bocku.

In biﬁ{"Victﬁrlcus uacrlflce,‘ﬂ Vol. 1, puae 157 1., gv.,pushnelz

statea t?at God does ﬁet aecomnllﬁn ments aalv&tloﬂ.lm hlm by @imﬁ~;

fkfovce cf omnlpotence, becau»e Aa recp ectsfman'@~@1ll. In Hl& Work e

yaf regeneration, &cd may use thﬁ “force-wrlnczjle,“ (163) ﬁ f r
as 1t caﬁ b& ased wzthout deeﬁrcylng the Dermonalltj of man, hut
Lo brinﬁ about the deﬁlred change a )om@r - *atner than a force- v
is necew& y &nd Christ, in His life, de&th and re uvrection isfvf
such a nowar¢ ~“hrlut is the ruﬁeneratcr of souls (*66) not by e
dlrec* actzon upon them but by what He 1u,to gight. He draws'and A
wins manLind te uomethlng better by His’ very person.
. "Horal Powera,? says Dr. Bushnell (167) “supposes the
eonsent of falthyworks’only by inducement; that ia, by impres- 
’ glona, or attractlana tnat may be reszstedQ f In&ucement in |
itself iees not Win faith.or consent untll it becamea insplra-
tion. (168) Iﬂspiratlon bears the soul um 1nto 2 new world and
by maming it a So& of God gives 1t its freedam.v ‘The power of
Justlficaﬁisn 13 felt or experlenced w&eﬁ the 31nner becoﬂes o
willing to turﬁ himself over to Christ, thus Wl?lﬂg Christ" uhe,A o
opportunlty to revcreatefalm* {169) Tga result of trustlug_éf |
,;sihner to‘SaﬁiautVdemaﬁdsfabsclute?conﬁidéﬁca‘and produces Qerfeh§f5"
'11berty. (170) i
, Tarninw next to Dr. Bushne;l'a book, "Christ and Hls u&l*
A;vétlon,“ page twentf~f1ve, we find tuis tnoumﬁu enlarged.f Feel 1ng
chara cter and macrlflce take the place of 1aw. ﬁan.cannot be o
‘k, E165§”V1car1ou Sacrifice,” Vol.l,».168 &nd“@ulvzt Talenﬁ "o, 146*‘ 1:7
-’,rigfce "Y0l.1,p.403; (168)"Ibid,"p.404 and "New Life,"p.219; (169}

?(169}“V1c&r10uo QacrzfAce,“Vol 1,00.483 & 434; (l?G)"lbi&.“paéﬁﬁ ;‘}ﬁ
- and 445 - "Vicarioue Sacrifice,"Vol.2,p.217 =

8"Vicarious uacrlflce,"Vbl.l,p 158 andl74; {l&?)“Vlaarxou Sac-



| 3,ng 111 trurs"'

'drlven cut ef ”1n by ﬁome supreme Iorae,vbuu must be lea to. ;o%aade

 *h1u sin xrealy ab ﬁhﬁ call of Chrlaﬁ, and this is done by emsrac- o

~“$5f11fu1neaa ané 1gnorance ‘ne had reaected§

a~dia atlafied Wlﬁh hlmfelf as hﬁ is more,."

 In ke nay, ma oo

‘.,fandomore won~ta aodd‘ Taufiman turnﬂ dellberately from the *"%13- ‘1‘

.factmn h,e once had. in hlmself to the eall of .‘fesm: and fmdw tmt

:"”fffthat wnleh he thsugat to be a cross is llberty 1tse1f. (171) Zven

- caﬁversian or %awvation (1?2) are:made yosaible by a hlgher power -

wo king 1n man. Iﬁ Bbly %Tlt we read, “ﬁb man can come to me,‘ ' 5

‘?[jexeep% ﬁnﬁ Fat%er Whleh haﬁ:&ent E@ draw him. Tae work of *al- :

'gvataon; hawever, respects the Ireedom of the soul by @ctlnv in,

3 en,and through its coﬂsent,~ (173) The will cannot manlmulate

"“‘?man 1nto holy ch&raut&r, but is needed in the work of aalvat10n¢

“(174) The writer tells a ”tory about a Joung man who w&nt to a :
“ 1ibr&ry and found a boak entztled, “The Truth of “hvlvtianlty B
‘ ;Dam0natrate&.”‘*“&hln@ tha book down, he sald, " If this is the -
,itruth I ought to &elleve it aﬁa live it and I m;ll.“ (175)"":
’laﬁusﬁnell c&lls such an acﬁ of the wxll in re"ponse to God's power g
”’ox 1nf1uence'”$onveraion. -

”Libertj and dlscim?lne, movenent from xod's centre and

{3 movement Prom our own, sanctified 1n011nat10n and aelf~commelllng

. _@111’ are thei;wo wreaﬁ factors thus of uquﬁtlan Tlfe an& ax@er~“~”
’ 1ence,“ 1@ a strlklng way of exglalnlng life ln ‘the word»’of the‘

author. 6176) Sometimea, everything seens to ge by impulse and

in&plraﬁlon and all 11fe is free,"éﬁi'then at othar'timesvﬁéelfé

eom@elllné dloClJlln@ af Q&GVlflﬁe and palnataging“ (17?}

(171) "Christ and Hic Salvation,” .28; (172)"Ibid," .ssi (17;’;) ]

. "Ibid," p.71l; (174) ”Ibid,“p.lb4, (1?5§“Ibld,“p.l74,‘ 176)"Christ
~and His ﬁalvatlon.“p.l?e (177} “Ihld,"p.183 el S



| ‘(ﬂ@@dﬁﬁ ta reﬂﬁln the gra&e that W&u Qractﬁcally 1cst hecau&e of

moada of iﬁcanstaﬁcj”i 'm;yﬁures af v11. In order to al&ce -

*f“himsalf bad& 1nﬁe the, aclousArelationShip with God that'he

¥  [has thua brokﬁn, maﬁ “ t ?urooae or Wlll to. order tﬂe soul 80
"i‘tnat Qed may ‘occupy 1taand n&ve power ove¢'1t by 1nspiratlon.‘

‘ ﬁa(l?B) Eyg@erforﬂlnw thl% act of diaclollne, men regains his -
posltlon of liberﬁyg (179) God has made man a;resgonalble belng,
: and h& is deszrous taau man should aal& this posltlon cf strenhth

[ Wid llbex‘ty“ 3

In his Yook, ”sermona on Livzng uubgecta,“ Dr. Buahnell .
{‘brxnga out the same thouwat on thla vital subaect. (180) Tru»tlng,f~“

"‘fcr belleV1n@ in Goi Ls neceswaly &eca&%e man*s co&olete freedon is

'~foan& in the freedmm and aoverelgnty of God. %ellgloum character
' 1& ‘ag differ@nt fram naﬁaral character aa man's constltution Js,"
’dlfferent from;what ﬁe daes and beccmﬁp‘ %an is responslnla for
'hls rellﬁlouﬁ charactar because it 1s Whaﬁ the saul's 11b@rtg
goes after &nd makeu.:‘“nraly God is always wcrklnw 1n th;@'aoal,
but onlj aa man'wills ﬁe hged his presence bV‘W1111n91y serV1ng '
hzm.f (181) g

A Acccralng to ﬁr. Bu&hnell. no one can becoms a Chrlatian

: w1ﬁheut reatlng hlmself in God and thus giving hlmself over to Hlm.

completely forgets almself to be con*rolled by God Wlll be hapny,
;free and triumphaﬁt. ‘To reach this state, we must forget the 1dea_:
oﬁ malalna eureelvea/and be wholly pll&nt to the will and power
_of Goa 1n faithe

(178} "Ibid,"p.185; (179) ’*Ibld,"mlag (180) "Sermons on Lmng
x»;aub;ects, 9.60 66 136,13‘7 (181) "God. in f'hrietﬁ*p.%z SN

In Pact, tuvfwrxter gnea 580 Tar as to say that the person who thus ,‘“



In hls &ermen !”Eaty not measured by our ability,“‘the

'-[T#&uthor st'tesi(lazé ”thex men are often; and Fronerly, yut

'7fnnde: pbl ot té do taat for wnlch they’nave, 1n themselves,j{:f

 ”Qattam§t.t0§anawer Jon&than Edwards* theory on nwtural and moralgi

4%ab11;tyf Dr. Bumhnelk g fsfi; far ax.to say that the whol&

*aé_iquestion about natural ability as’ cpposed to moral abillty, ,-faf

; :qua11fie& by 1t of gracious abillty as a aubatltute for natur-\3f

 °  ;a1 ability. or the equzvalent a; its restoration - 1a a fal&e.}fM ~;g

A‘There is no’ such tnln&, and never Was, 51 &bllity tof°‘””

"“jfihgliness, r'moral perfection. that ia 1nherent,ﬁ N@ one hau‘@

’ ffnatural abiiity,to ma;nﬁazn a st%te Qf perfect noodnema.] Sucn a

f9 €gsta$e is mal talned only by dependence uncn Gad.; Salnt Paul ‘;355_

.°.fjr9alized'"nis fact 1n hls Epl tle to the Romana. He knew tha hg,:i

h f§ﬁcould Wlll;’b had t° dapenﬁ upon Cnriat to be aﬁd do, In

';{other worda, ablzgatlon 1a meawured by the nower that God w111 1:‘

”l]ifgive thrcugh falth, and not by inherent ab111ty

N The following coneiﬂe aummary statament for thi section b
"ftla found in Dr. Bushnell*& boak, ““ork and Play, (185) t}
‘f“And yet how eyident 1s 1t that rellaion is’ tha chly elemant
j ;fof pe rfected freed&m and areatne S8 ta a scal for here alone
'f?“fdoeuilt flnally escane from self, and come 1nto the perfect |
11ie of Glay “; Tniﬂ'thema is enlarged unon 1n an thlCle entltled,f ; 
‘“Splrltual Economy of Rev1valﬂ‘of Relivxcn.“v (184)
"(182)”&ermona on the New LlIe,”ps25ﬁ, (183) Pe B (184) "The

EQ!%uarterly Christian Spectator,™ Vbl.ilo, 1858 Q' 41 and “Vlcer-'
- ious aacriflce," Vbl 1, p@. 42, 48 “‘g s ; : :




T

kr}»»fj' Iiﬂthia article, the&zrlter seemg f&ﬁﬁdié'thét £hé Chr1 tian_1s

n";fﬁbaund‘byfwod's Lau at all tlmas. Goi aIWdJ*'iB faithful ana the

'f~;ﬁhriatlan eing ander thﬁ wreat 9r1ncxule of love,‘;@ under oglz“a-j_ 

;fion and bouha&f‘ us ane aees that the only true tweory of freedom,!‘

i ifé#ﬂ”ﬁiﬁfﬁé ;faGCIAL BEIEG

L A———

VWThlﬁfaection fln&ﬂ 1ts place at the ccnclusien af the chapter f

_so that 1t may-serve not only 1ts own puruese, but also doikf7

"~‘x§ an. ntroduction tc the cnapter w%;oh follows.r Tne theme far ﬁnnaf;ljj
:‘fgm?section ia fOund in these wcrds.u (186) ”Tow d fferent the condl-;igr”
on ,allzed where men are propagated as a race or races‘ Then ;Vf;f

T nacesaary constituent. antlc“?&tlvef
j&ﬁfgelfishnesa of their 31n.,  A aln W@ flnd 1ove as a prlnclyle,

ﬂ*fhe*&uffaring qf the loved. (187) The prlnciule of vicarious

| jf aacrlfica ia aanerval (188) and somehow haa 1ts effect ugon al_
75'{ { jaocia1 belngs. Ean alwaya 13 a gelf determlnlng being, but What
1”Qiffge determlnea i& effec*ed by his BQCIal ocntact, and partiouﬁa
:ﬂ’by his feellnp for and vlth hls fellcwman.k:f_ | | :

) In hls artlcle,_”The klngdom o; Eba&en as. a - Grazn of %&atarﬁéiﬁ
 f Seed, (189) Dr. Bushhell suggests another way by whlch Eﬁn*ﬁ |
J 'g freedom is effected. Eis own atatement is, "Oharacter is a power _1u_
fif(las) U.B Chﬁney,‘“Llfe and Letters of H. Bushnell, P 193, \86},
‘"Nature and Supernatural,"p. 136; (187) "Vicarious Sacrifice,"pp;42,

687~ Vol. 1; (188) “Ibld,"pp.lOE 116 225, (189) "The Kéw Englan‘&
‘,VO}.nIG - 1844’ paﬁls o \’_ . o

RS T




fluence th31r feellng and command th elr homabe.

Thlﬁ prlncinla :

‘\hnm he asso ciates.:.

: hero-worshlpe’ Even thase who claimg;j 

j Thls influence may enter

Too 0ften .

iously; but is certain of its effect.

, hat the*character, feeling, spiri and princlole of the one enters

flnta the lzfe:oﬂithe other,kwhether or not they so w111 it, ‘,,,. .
‘Thux this section brlngs unto the chapter on "Tae Theory P;;

:'ﬂﬂo Freedom as Related to Society. The prznclwle of lOVe, the power

. harao(er and the 1nf1uence af feIIOWthp allaffect man's free-_'

,ifreient study holdlng that Bushnall's treamxent of ﬂaese -

aluable contrlbution to progressive rellgious th°u$ht T

’agoF CHAPTEE 1v i
‘fatsupernatural pawer ia not unaer the law of~cause

“}fand effe tAbut acts from himself.‘ &an 13 a self»determining bezng ff 

“f_,w(lng} “C;x&;tzan ﬂurture," Do 53 ‘\ .




by vl"tu@ of ﬁm mill,' m’i. as such is rsspons ibl@ fc&r his relautlon

-'to Joci and mﬁ, I:ii‘ man merely doés what a ee_rtam ause 1 skes him

a,d@, Ehen %:he e %@salﬁ. ba not hin g ,'irtu'ouu m" mlme-—vo;thzr in nig

}acm,g *’&"%:m‘ vxr‘hue ig :,n the fcwi: tz:.a,t he choe en te do hzws whi c:h

-

ti’mu mz fi'w;;v:z*éhg; ‘?peai 1 relaumn lig

jj;_[;d.e 3.Ixf};ue*mejhm Prwme. “ }w anl%f ~~mm 1n whi "fzm&n can fmd

‘fe' freedam is ﬁi‘ze wtate 111 ‘%ulGI’l di Giyll"i@ nes made his

desires the will of
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. CHAPTER V

. THEORY OF FRESDOK AS RELATED TO SOCIETY

»“x sn @eﬁt@a 1n ﬁ%& orace&img lﬁctian, there ar@»m&ﬁy"

-faﬂtara zn aia& lzfe Qalc Ve ‘a ver y @@finlie effect upon

e

man*& fr@e&am. ﬁﬁrﬁure &mﬁ ar anla relationships, gocial con-

waveraﬁ'dt& and ccveﬂant@, lawe and ideals.

"ﬁWSU“ ﬁﬂﬁ 1ﬁflu§ﬁﬁ
; t%e iheerj of freedom. Iﬁdngéualism,'in'thev

“&n& solu %uiy separzted from others,

:,fari%ﬁiéfaﬁapter, The rel&u¢“ns%ip of parett .

.thgkf&ﬁa tﬁat;tﬁﬁ r%llglanox the parent v auﬁxlviia the reTI*lsn

of tﬁgfgﬁiié. {l@l) In a'senae, the charactef Ofithﬁ-ene &otaa;lf
is iﬂciuded zniths~caaraete$iof the others The small chi

"&lzﬁ”% aa pletely under the influence of his varent. Hia wi11'i$

different agem61@s, to the state of ind dence aﬂ* gelprca ession.
T%ié sé§@r&ﬁiénﬁ§3 rr¢ dual and never is perfectly complete, for
the §%réﬁ€ aiwayé bas an organic power over the child.
In'apéakiﬁg_ef virtue, the writer suggests (192) that it
“rather is &'ﬁtate of being than anect, 0r°aérie$ of @cﬁa; anﬁ a-
%érséﬁ may be D rap&red for such a ctate by G&uﬁeﬁfﬁ?iQ” to’@iéxﬁwn

'{130)~”* rictian ?urtara, 0.16; (191) "Ibid," p.1 (?gm}”zbld DT




BT

will. h@’strag#la zai'sueh a perscn, then, is to maintain the

*

irtue is dependent upon will-power,

-

‘{ét@taﬁby‘his]cwﬂ.will; 

'7fwhatevay %he state of man may be.

b

mli saazety 13 orﬂaﬁlc aﬂd tae church, the state, the
~; wChGGl &nd ﬁae fwazlg are organisms possessing a spirit pecule

'“1&r %0 tﬁemﬁelveﬁ., ?hﬁ7ngirit mﬂ?e or less is hostile or favor-

‘>Vﬁ' %iig1e&a character s nﬁ,°tq ﬂoma extent

@veryiﬁé individual. Huch pewefiin the szo~called revival of
 ?@11?26& vﬁkgfga;f but no lCﬁb divine. The &ﬁiid;°ef course,
‘is msfa'uﬂdar the s sway of or ﬁiﬁ lavs; bvﬁ all men are in its

71?@ wae‘ly ithin and froo himﬁelf, Individ-

been Gve*amyaawxzed @ng the @Xl*tGﬂCu 0F organ-

{_3
v.i
}.-J
s
)
@D
b}

va@ tﬁé %ﬁt 1»1@n5$ deserves. That cl
their parents is &&miﬁt@d

> subject of freedom bring
tmi  4‘?:1!30*&“3:’ 1nt0 pr@a tic &laliiﬁ ae Dr. Euéhnéll hae done . Iﬁvis
ﬁyﬁé'ﬁ§$  ﬁcmﬂ &paafeﬁtiy good Christian parents have un“hriatiah'

lﬁreﬁ, haﬁ iu is gaggégtad that auah,ﬁarents are not re& Ly

aﬁwgoaé %hﬁiétians as they sppear to be (193}, Then, too, such
‘ehildren mﬁy have been affected more by social contacte than Ty

‘t&ﬁ or“&nAc 1 Wis of family. The life of sureau», friepnds and.

asaaci&te are g0 closely interwoven in the child that it is dif~
ficult to state where the influence of one begins or ends. The

~fact canrot be denied that saciety has some sovereignty.

. Granting o“fh01ding that God will help both parent and
child, (194) with due recpect for ihe freedcm of btoth, to the -



U

-

;highcﬁﬁ “t&te Gi hﬁly'v1rtue, it ﬂurt be yeﬂem ered that the

, ﬂri@ﬁurea auvﬂeat (195} that, in a very x@&l gence, the char-

taa "hald is ﬁerivative‘fram the yareatwkﬁln other words,

‘t*has'fﬁ”ﬁis éhar&dﬁer‘afgéfm wi€h § ower,

Qﬁuaa itself in 1 the ali a;f Qutalde ﬁ1nar§ﬁée‘
axe tnzﬁ vneertaln, uawever | |
reman@r tion in 1ﬂzaﬁt baa ism (196) Jr.
 1kat@tew\bhat At s not cﬁu&l but en?y pres ulgtlve ani

f{th&t ita ?&allty &H aﬂdﬂkuan'tLe org senic lave of famlly and. hu“ch;

'«xnamely, kely 1 1ny‘~ﬁutj’an@?wr weious eX&mnle;; Tze ch i?d d0¢3 1ot

',cheaﬁe tne rlfe iﬁ im&elf, aut tne parent “havihg hirmy &w.it were,

~awn*11f@, “anteé'theNCaniﬁencﬁ'that hic faith and char-

g‘aater %ill b@ reﬁr éaead in the ah1ld.‘ Nothing need be sald_te

e ‘~$maw ‘how: such7v1é %ﬂuld affect the freeaom of parent and child.

<,

”5 ;;”iﬁcere parentﬁ ‘ha hlgh'iéeals for their children and oftenfre~
viraln fram‘doznw c&rﬁa&n tmszS, not becouce of ﬁaem»elvem, but

 because sf‘th31r ex&mgle. Certainly the individuel, ss a free

i ‘imbralfa@enﬁ{is're&éﬁﬁsibie Tor hié~ownantg; but‘?Elaﬁianship to
otacrs 1nvslve» nlm 1n the acte of éthers. In a éenae, power of
n&renﬁ OV”K ehzld miﬁnt e claesed uﬂder'thé law of simgle COQ@“”lOR;
(13?) Uﬁaer this l&W mlght be considered acts of will, under parental

7;direction, whzch involve results of character. The atmosphere of
thé home beaom@skan_integral nart of the life of fﬁaSe who d@ell

' ,therein, even ﬁhoughﬁﬁhe varente may not be agreed. Invérgely,
'it‘ié'ﬁrue that Qgtside influences ‘come into the'hone and cnange
tha §haracta$de t&e chi1d from that of the parenﬁa So we never

are completely individual enough to be free from arg&ﬁlq c0nneet1an3

(195}*Ibi§,w§pﬁgg &24; {196)ﬂ1bid;#§;za; (197) °Ibid," pp.56 & 58




nldﬁ &ffecﬁ our char&cter. 'In one cense, we are individuals
'aeting frem‘aur own Wlllu; ‘13 &n0ther sense, we are parts of a

‘{thole, or memberw oL a 1ady.

;ﬂmhe same prin ‘i ie i ‘carried out in the life of nations.

A few leaﬁ@rﬂ maﬁe tae ataara QO‘”&&@ they will. One generation

ki% whe aataxml Q?fﬂurfn@.of &nother, @ﬁd often not only n&baral

'S

- hut aven &acuzre@ @ual ea are passed on by tranemission. hi

:3

: 1& true of a r&ce a vell as a family. Men always. is affacted

k‘ by t&ase'w

1@& uuom hﬁ 11veu and from whom he receives life. Theee
~e ”anlc conhwctianu ma j ma cailed the "organic workings® of the.
fammly, or rac@. {1@8) Bushnell even goes so far as to say,

's(lQQ} ﬁ%uallﬁzes of @&uC&t&ﬁﬂ, habit, feelingz, and character have

vecome thoroughly

a tandancgjto grow 1n, by long continuance, and

1n%re& &ﬁ tﬁe Swﬁcm.‘

Y

: &ﬂﬁ nurtura of the soul and character is synchronous with

 ‘that;Q;A§he;, dJ %nd tﬂerefor prenatal.  (200) Admitting that

the chil&fhé Wlll (201), Dr. ﬁuahnell nolds that it camot
kbeéame ajfeéﬁéﬁsible'will until it has become QQ“HaLﬁwﬁd with the
 1&%$, llmlte and conditions of choice.

| In hig ?&ture and the Supernatural,™ the %rit@? definitely
‘7‘asaﬁrta,thatksince the world is a {202) "moral ecohamy, and is so
arrangeé; under ite lawe, that retribution follo%s‘aﬁ the heels

of &11'éi§»amt&e aspects of humanm society and the world are, to
a'ééﬁai&erablé degres, determired.”™ Man, of course, nas a will
with waich he can place himself in the power of God and tius

keep himéalf from sinning and even from sufferineratributiﬁn¢
(198)"Ibid "pe67; "Wature and ¢ uwernwtrual,3.126 (l%g)ﬁﬁhristign

¥urture,"».130; ( JO)“Carluﬁlun Murture,"p.148; {201)“1&1& 21D %ffr
(202} ﬁIb}d ”y.lzé,(“ﬁature and Supernatural,p. T




L

o . (203) : :
"?evmrtheleww, it is ruafta@t, under kqv pﬁV“lOEO“lCal terms

‘cf gvo ag&tzen, woclety falls as a unit and evil becomes in a-

3

'f”fsemae or@anic. wOClet ‘is not a mechine, but a supernstural

"srﬂanlam~wlt ORSAQOWQE‘&Cﬁiﬁg upon anéfher.-(%@é}
?hlﬁiﬁwiﬁﬁs thefpieaent cection to its 1a&t~ygint;lﬁa$eiy:
I}hﬁr!w crr&nzc gonnecuion w1th.God. Gdd 1s more thanjfhe’totalit§f»
'e? the ﬁeruenalltzms of ”OCISEV. Man, 25 & supérﬁ%ﬁuﬁa 'being
'nas a aelrltu$? union with God. ﬁmch‘h&subéen,zaid about'maﬁ'$ 
 $61at1on to Jou in the Drucedlnb chaptér;‘ suffice i¢ ﬁc,add'th&t
. 6xmer1ence Verzfies that the sudrume5uun rnzt&ral mow" “1ves tn
»strength that i“ nece«v&rv for man to overcome the pouer oflama

:ferganic connectl no in the social»world._‘ln a sence, Cod is the

11 kt in‘the‘minda that know Him, the 1ifs in the hearts that 16ve_ﬂj,f

'Him; and the strength in the wills that serve Him. 'Eeina thns,

‘Ee'WGrks_”tH?Ouwh individuals, upon cueiety at large, or uuon

'Hgocleﬁy oerxwe t%rough some natural or supernatural metnods. :Tﬂﬂsi,,vV

“*itﬁlsvev1dent thaﬁ_tae‘lzfe of society is more or less controlled
by the organic connectione within' iteelf and its union to ﬁﬂe

‘supernatural power, called "God."

' B. FREEDOM AND B m:vmo NMENT

| The text for thl* secticn is found in Dr. Eughﬁeil;a 5ﬁdr31 
Uses o; S@rk mhinr it (aOb) “Nobody,,in:fact,,belie%aé,'spéculaté
ae;he;may, tnat c1rcumetancea or society does everything in us andu
‘ﬁe nOthingf“ Hevertheless, the environment in ﬁhich Wevliﬁe hag

'a very definite effect upon our freedom. In thiskcoﬁnéctinn,
patrwotlsm anﬁ the s01rlt of IBEIJlouo revivals in & nation &nd

2033 "Ibi&," p. 138 ‘ ‘ _
L2204 ‘"Ibld, ©.320; "Pulpit Talent,"ps 115
205) ™ U 187 ' '




.-74-

cemmunlty, influence neonle to do certaln tnzngs m;;ch %%ey would
 ¢not do under abwolutely 1ndeaendent clrcumﬂtan es.,
{206) all orﬁanﬁc bodxes, such as utwﬁe ‘ehurches, secte

fané armies have a qurithf their own,; which omewhat regulates

:"‘their llve» ava diotlngal hes them from others. %e use tnzs
Twor& «glrit,“ aays Dr. Eusﬂnell, (407} "in such cases, te denote
a @ower interfused, aVQOﬂﬂrehensxve will actuating the memhers,
eﬂardlag alae ‘the eemﬂon body itself, as a l&*ver and mmre 1nc1u».
wlve 1ndividua1 " Mvery member of a gang places nlmwelf under
‘jlimitaﬁions a8 far as &a81re is concerned. Ivery m@mber»of an.
::organizatxon is dominated by the leading epirit. 1In eachfbaas,»
s?e man rema;na & free agent and may choose what he wishes but
hla asenciatzcna ch&nﬁe his deslre~ Instead of choosing self-
fiahly, he. electo to aet for the good of the whole. In other vordp,
"th&,organlzatian; or organism, make him act differently than he
would 1f n& were not part of a’body. In a like manner, a parentv
.illmlta hl» &thﬁn by becominv a narent. In this COnnectiob, ﬁr.
'-fbuahnell has tmls to say, (208) "Now, there is a ner@etu&l %orklng
in the faml?y by which the wxlls both of the parente and the
f&hxldren are held in axercise, and wnich, without any decign ﬁo
 ) &ffect charaeber on one cide, or aonaczaus consent on the other,
bis yvet fasn1@n1nu resul of moral quality, as it were, Dby thek
301nt industry of the hcuse, v 
The precedlnﬁ statement is found to‘ﬁe true in mdéern ii?e;;
- As the father acts, & s young con actes, and everv cons C1entlonc
’faﬁher‘will those to do the t&ings:that are best for all‘conoerned,

rather than those that he personslly may most desire. Often, he

:(“Oﬁ}”ﬁﬂrlﬁttan gurtaée,“p.38; {207) nIbid," p.65; (208)"Tvid,!
{}o 67 ‘ : . ) s . ! g



o

- may de this unﬁcnuc1oua1y.v.g chiid's behavior is affected by‘the

“attltude 0  fxa @arents.k qu 11fe of the famlly ig so clesely

' 1nter%cven tﬂaﬁ 1t isclmpoaulble to overeﬂtlmate the power of the
one over the athcr. Tae ax1gm,'"Act10ns speak 1ouder than words,"

e a trulsm ﬁregnant‘w1th meanlmg. The author,ls 50 gos1t1ve on

thls Uaint that he ﬂakea tals‘statemént~ (209) »?ény people thaéz“_

ig phyalolowlcallj'advaﬁced 1n culﬁure, t‘oagh it e only in a
degree beyonéfanother~walcn is ﬂlnvle& with it on wtrlctly equal
terms, is sure to lrve down and finally live out 1ts inferlor. :
ﬁothlng_can save tHE‘;nferlor race but a ready-and.gliant auglﬁilé;
Ctdonw |
‘  ; In a ‘1m11ar de, Dr. Bushnell continues to speak of £ so-

called arganlaed and unervanlzed Wroaus (2101 as being mwde up of

soulé born of the spzriﬁ, tnuw making a augernaturﬁl order in
humanlty, a mplrltual natlon. He definitely asserts that good
and riﬁhteousness will be victorlous‘ The,greatfyrablem of exist~
| ence for man is to attain the state of perfection of liberty by
training hie éhoice or consent as powers 80 that they are in com-
- blete harmony with God's will and character. (211) In this s*ate;'
  man's %111 is ch‘v wxll and Goa & glory, man'e lory. ;“?ércons o
or powers<are*creaturea, we’nave seen, Wwho act, npt by cauﬁality, o

by consent they must, therefore, be set in conditi ons thét
1nv1te conaent. and - treated also in a manner th&t permlts the
caprices of liberty "

Thls traznln? of con»ent and uerfectlnr of llb»rty in the

iééﬁes-of character is a preparation for society and (212) "A
 dri11~?ractice‘in thé princigle&;ofksaciety; that isl‘in truth

(203}”“hr1“t1an ﬁurture, "Pel33; (210)“Ib1d 1541403 (211)“ tuze &nd
uupernatural,“p 70 {(212) "Yature and the »upernuturml “p.?l
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Cvin purlty, zn Jumtlce s in patlence, forglveneas, 1ove. all the

‘ self-renouaelng and beneflcent v1rtue Accordzngly, tne cource.f

5 of tralnlng wzll itaelf be soczal - trlal under, in and by

3socxety. Th'  aWers will be tnrawn tavetaer in terms oF duty

'fﬁ,as belng tenm@ ‘f »aciety, and 1n terms of soclety as oezng term&

‘ﬁl?of auty.:gd_N

1and ths law of rellglon resuect society and a
candltlﬁn of vccial’wa 1-be1ng, WLlch Js ﬁbe urand fellclty of
powers Thlngs have no soczety or capaclty ef ﬁOOlalITGldtlﬁnSn—~-

'Love, beneflt, gymbathy, 1n3ury. hatred, thanks , blanme, character,

’ _ warshlp, f&lth, all that constitutes the reallty of 80018t¥, whetaer,:'

of men Wltﬁ God or of men Wlth.each other, belonw“ to the f@ct'tmat

we are;coﬁi _y.pawers.

%an'a Wlll aIWays is respectad by «od 1n Hia ysteﬁ for B

E !gociety, but man;s_freedcm 1ikew1ae is affected by his relatlon

to- &cd and h;?!fxlgcqmen‘ God acts u@on every memper of eociety

‘;and saciety i 1y influences its 1nd1v1dual parts. A race or
’@roup may bre» ‘&y from God’a control and 91n. a8 WGLl au an
1nd1vidua1. 'ﬁs Ge&>deala wzth.”mn, g0 He deals Wlth soclety; ‘ﬁaﬁu
’18 a pover and eoczety ic an order of po ers, (213} and God does
{not use force ‘in deallnw w1ta elther.

| Reference 1» made to virtue and blame only aa tey are
foﬁﬂd~1n one persan as he is related in’ hls‘actlona to others,‘
(214} Man reachea ‘the state of virtue by living with others. ~He
is not born perfect. He is made perfect by dwelllng with othere
in the yawer of Ged‘ (215) A supernatural, or superior influence,

‘1°a1d, or power is necea sary to keep society from deteriorating "under

1(215}‘@61&,“,@. 74;  (214) "Ibid,” p. 110;  (215) "Tbid," p. 178




tha penal mischief@ af szn‘“

In conclusxon, Br Busnnell emphaﬁlzes thﬁ fact that man
‘ 1$ a soclal belng and,as such, caanet thlak of hia semarate entity.

‘That he‘“"i*esp0n91ble to God for hls life as an 1nd1v1dual is

a&miﬁt&é;'but\all  ﬂciety 1& oraanlc and Ehere 1s a ﬁglrlt in

 ich ic peculzar to 1tself &nd a kznd of gower"
: “The 1dea of feder&l headsalm and crxglﬂal and
Jimmate&kﬁln;_ ,madéiunﬁerstandable by thlnklng of man as a super;
'natu.r&}. gc‘mermaaﬂcml organwm. He is rewpanalble to God as a
’,fpawer and relateﬁ ﬁo man in.th@ cuntlnuity of llfe. @very'churéh,x
 nat1an and sec;ety h&ﬁ 2 common llfe beside 1nd1v1du 1 ex1ﬁﬁence .‘”
,That ﬁhl@h ha@pens £6 a part w;ll affect the wqole and +h&t wq1dﬁ
' mars the whsle Wlll influence the parts. Tkls 1esadm1tted,ta be

~ ‘trﬁe 'by such m au:thority as Dr. {‘}ha,rles Hocig,e. (216)

Tﬁua 1t évident thaﬁ surroundlngs in which men llve

"j_tparti&lly contral their actions. The 1nfluence<3f heredlty an&

: envirenment are a bgects of frequent debate,and no attemﬂt is made -

.to ahow wnlch isft-l“superlor etrength. Becauue of the orwanlc

fconnectlons in &1, ocial llie, the COHQlu”lOH is re&cmed that

'f'the gpirit of thﬁ whole 1° reflected in the barts and that the

k‘attltudeucf'tnezﬁartg ise ev1dent in the life of the whole. .

- Cs ?REEDDH &Eﬁ GOV“R&MENT

Mvery society has some form of government,and each form
6f aovernment affecta the freedom of those under its SWAY » ﬁVEﬁ
:the fam11y hau a - sywéem of mavernment which rule0 by binding and
'loaing power (217) cver the moral nature of 1ta sub;ects.
Leg1»l¢ti0n is tne enacmﬁent of lawe which morally bind the

EzlﬁgﬂThe Blbllcal Reﬁertory and Princeton Rev1ew "Tol. 19 1847 P 502
217 )"Chrietian Nurture,” p. 205 :
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"authoriﬁj“offthe.subjects; (218) Thé,freedom of thévminéfity
'is curtaiiéd hy'the vcte'of the majority. There is ho.léw
enacted whzch does not- seem to 1nﬁerfere with some one*s sense
of liberty. There are those who measure their sense of llbertj
only in terms of acpetlte and, etuera,‘ln terms of lusts. In
every state there is a great con0111um, or zanumllc of wills,
each<>f whzch acts for himself but’ can be trained, governsed.
and'sc turned about that finally it is ‘5219) " rought into the
'harmony of the consenting ch01ce and a common love and character.:"
The‘wyutem will be one that systematlzes the caprices and dis=-
cordsv0s 1nnamerable w1119 and works results of order through
eﬂdléés,cbmplicatioﬁs df_disordér;'hzving, in this fact, 1ts

real wisdom and magnificence."

Tﬁa‘tﬁing“that Dr. Bushnelliempha sizes, (220) mlth referance"‘7~

.ta freed&m an& ?overnment, is the fact that some systen of govern~?'f

nant,’ some sysﬁem of law oouervance, must precede every from of |
liberty. In an army, ‘the common soldier must heed the command of

ﬁ kis captazn untxl he beccmﬁs g0 full of tae sepirit of hls leader
_that commands become de ires and thus 11berty. Attend%ﬁée at~'

‘_scheol is obedzenoe to law and order untll the child learn“ to
 love his Work at scuool, end then it becomes liberty. So, we

m1wht continue to refer to incidents of law becoming llberty.

| aovernment is necessary because wrong is certain (=21}, and

every mmral reglmen eet up in souls (222) 'must begin wzth 1aw;k

- or imposéd obligation; no matter whether it be only pronounced

viﬁkthe conscience, or outwardly also in a revelatidn.“v

(218) "Nature and Supernatural," p. 12; (219) "Nature and Super-

natural,” p. 69;  (220) "Ibid," p. 87; (321) "Ibid," p. 116;
(222) "Ibid," p. 290 |
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In his “V;carzcus Sacrlflce;“ the autﬁor uggeated (223)

 that holy virtu& is made possible by free abedlence to law. In

7cthar_wor@‘ ‘aw must come before v1rtue. Drilla and obserVancea'

ifléﬁgﬂeﬁou§~_ nforaeégmay produce 1deas and inspiratlons %ul@h

: ze 1n lib»rty that which it bowed dovn to in

E ,«B&&hnell m&keu~oonw31ence the 1aw before govermment

"76224) aﬂd tae thrgna of wgvernment for all, in so nuch as God

f‘has alven maﬁ a maral nature. Obedience tc thiu law of ccnaclencé‘:

 farm$ a complete $oc

?ogsibla disabedlence, (025) and man's immerfectlons, (226)

“j;maka Gad’a syetem ufilnstituted government and man's adh@rence

fte 1aw absnlutﬁly‘necegsary t@ heln man to perfection and to wermlt
;aocial 11fe« “I&l;aral life," (227) says the autnor, "there 13'
f{na gavernment but self-government'<no conservation but aelf“
'iconservatlon. Thlngs are. gavarned and conserved by tnelr lavws; |
 but~men,~ oral aﬁenta, are conservable not by moral 1aw ’ buﬁ |
 on1y by their ewn free choice under such laws, in a way of obed-

l ience‘ ; |
| Thus it~ 1& avident that government or lawe in themselves,
"do not make men perfect. ;Only ag man chooses to obey law will
e flnd perfect liﬁerty. (228) The moral laws mentioned do |

;ackﬂawledre God'~ nawev over and in man by making his omedlence

‘;f¥§csslole. Gbedience to law only is pos ivle as God vlvew man

strenﬂth 1n answer to his asking. The experience of llberty is

(225)“Vlcarloa acrlflce,“Vol 1,p 64 (224)“V10arlous Saerifice, ™
Vol.1,0.238; (225} “Ibid,"p.261;. 2263 gld, P.70; (22?)Mbral

Uses of Dark Things,"p. 142 ”(22 "Wature and the Sugern’l,ﬂy.agﬂ -
(“&5} also: "Nature and the Supernatural,”p.290 ‘ ‘
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obtalnable only tarou&h obedlnnce of lam.‘ Tals ie a theme that

the writ&r ampha¢1zes.

,ﬁﬁer wrltznga, Dr. Bushnell sugges ts (229) that pre-

is only a Way ef ﬂteerlnﬂ the soul UT”CI ely and

. faitafullj into &od's 1na@1rat1onﬁ is but the necessary cond1~‘
tlon of liberty. “No~ man,eyer keepp tne way of liberty in a heedless;
hap»hazardVlifed Iﬁ’a*senée, law is neéessaxj until peffection is
attained.:;fru  ‘ | o | | |
| In‘é sxmllar‘ﬁay, law. and commandment are shown to be the
‘enly way ta llberty &nﬁ holy character 1n hls “Fur ivenegs and Law.“'
“(230) Ths agantaneoua aomave a child Days to ‘his motaer is pure
‘libarty anﬁ has no legal element in 1t save the law whlch has
made hlm,free., The hlgheut state of liberty exis ts where the
1aw‘1 obejed by &evlre, or h@blt, and not by enforcement. "The -
'*grand analovy of lett r and anlrit, law and L;berty, or law and
free commandment, runa through all the organific d1a01ol¢ne of
‘1ife and society.“ {231)

In any paaue of llfe, fixed routlne of dutles and rules :
'muut be heeded to aﬁtain, or maintaln llberty. Zven in the »acred
experience Qf prayer, one muut establish routine before he prays
Ain 11bsrty. In suceeaszve endurlnv of hardshig , one finds sur~
cea 2. Pr&eﬁlce under force or obllgatlon is a slmllar yathway :~

tp fr eedem.b (232} Thza pathway may be consldered hablt-formatlan,

: but, neverthele ss, is one way to freedom,

In a:?ellﬁlOus sense, society may be under deflnlte com=
'man&ments, but 13 nat forced to obey. ﬁlthough free to obey,kar
'{2293‘“Chr1$t and Hie Salvation,"p.150; (zso)cf.n.lls, 123FF .3

231) "Forgiveness and Law,"p. 129; (232) "Sermons on Living
Subjects," D.320
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e e_everythzng our own way,_;If zt were, the wild

Sﬁﬁeazﬁs wé '::msre’&dvanced 1n it taan all mtates and aeomles.4

7’%@3 thera iaknc pro' ;filberty but under rule ana in the sense

~%ﬁ1rit‘<l llberty is belnﬁ in such drlll under Ch?lwtis

‘{"ﬁcamman&msnts, that 1t has no 1onger any thoughﬁ of coat or con=- -

?h&t 13 :cf Splrltu&l llberty, can be u&id of clvil,

k.'ar uceial, 11b@rty@j mhe closer 3001ety is to God ths greater ﬁlll
Q be its freedom.f In f&ct, Dr. Bushnell goes so far as to say,

shall grow

Sy 0 ‘nturies Qass "1l Oﬁrﬂan, even government o
ey litaelf may 1&@53 i_"the ;reedom of a rlghteousneas OOnadmmaﬁed

:,1n God¢ : %If eivll laws are the resu}t of conescience and con-

'f“sclence i ih&*@ummzt of our nature where it touches od" (235),
"fthen the author,éw §t0m15ﬁ should becomm a reality as man progres es'

V itaward ch‘ Buch a state mlmht be re@ched if every Garlstlan famlLy

> ywera & 11tt1e church, consecrated to Christ, as Dr. Bushnell “uggesta,

ﬁ”f(zsa) and Wh@lly iﬁfluenced and governed by le rules.
| Tﬁus the cenclu31on is reached that 1aw, or government, Wlll

‘gabe necesaary until society has reached a state in which serving

chd is 11fe. Trﬁ - respect for man is based upon pure revers

rence for aad.~%2 yther words, the,exlstenae of society de-

fﬁ@@nds apon its vaiﬁétibncif lifé,aﬁd”this is détermine&' in
‘3(235) “Imid "D, 408, 410; (054) "Pulpit Talent," i' 239 and "Work

~ rand Play," p. 129; (235) *?ulnlt Talent,” p. 211; (236) "Curistian
 §urﬁure, Pe 120 ‘f S S
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pronortion toethe recognitlon soeiety glves to the subreme law -

the law of God, the law of lov*@ ;md mutual helpfulne.as. Only

when' tbla  ’ ﬁ a’mosa3351enof tne hearts and: mind» of people

fwill there*% rue freedom.:  , '

”s,an organic unlty and, as such, llfe of one

zeneration i ependent upon another.' Social nurture;has its

« effeot$iu§on s life of inélviduals. What affects soclety as
a Whole influencea 1t$ parts. The oplrlt of the homn flnds

 .express10n in the 1ife of thﬂ chlld. ﬁnvircnment is a Uowerful '

   force in the fermatiancxf character., Paremta are 11m1ted in thelr

e wact;ong becau e of their influence and chlldren are vulded in

ﬂt'their thinkinw by athers. Law is the one road tc liberty and

B ,rulea are neceaaary to malntain 1ibertv. aovernment bacomes :

L “unnecezsary when llving in &cd is reallzed*



, ; QW -

- THEORY OF FRAEDOM AS RELATED TO NATURE

>:5 :$9 ﬁhese ﬁat familiar with the Warks of Hbrace Bushnell,

’fithis chagter may seem uﬁneeaasary, but to ﬁho se who kno% the
’ fam§hasis which hﬁ pl&ces umon tae diatznctxon hetWﬂen the super—
v;knatural ani the nataral. between xod and maR 28 DOWers and the
'; W0rl& ef naﬁure as tﬂlng ; thls chapter is essential.’  | -

' Nature, as related to the theory of’ freedmm, will be

ftreated as its freeﬁsm is affeoted by hlgher powers and 1ta own~

'*fjlawa, as %ell am it affects the freedom of the hlgher powers.

ﬂﬁature and tne aupernataral Wora in and umon each otner. @hllef
jnature may be reg&rﬁad as a aystem Witnln ite elf and the super-_w7
1‘“natural a realm under 1ta own ‘rules, the laws of the one react

?   um0n the realitles of the other.

A | L4¥S IN NATURE

| ﬁr. Buahnell classifles all ﬁhlnmﬁ in the realm of naturé’

 and>al1 ?0%6?8'1n the realm of the supernatuxal. Things are. -

.unéer the laws of ‘cause and effect while powers are self~deter~
m;nlnv agenta.' As suggested hefore, the ﬁord nature, is a

|  future parﬁlclple and, as such, implies the thouﬂht of belng

or becaming. A @art of nature is in the process of mecomlngg

Mk':In fact, the whole ox things, called naiure, has (237) " a

‘,'ﬂ:éeflnite futarztlon, a fixed law of coming to pass, such thato(

iﬁglven the taln ,;or ‘whole of tauings, all the rest will follaw~

f{237)'?ﬁa€ure and théfSupernataral,ﬂ 2. 20
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by 1nhe”ent neeecalty¢ In Gther words, tbe‘gywtem of ndxure is a :;:5

,realm sf belng, or subata&ce, vhlch;la obllﬁated by ita own 1aws.

‘ &ense, thﬁ‘laws;ef nature m&y be tne w111 o; God inas -~

~mach has 1n&tztut&d ﬁhe 1&%9, (258) aod, qav1ng motlvated f?

,the system,

d givem the first cau&e, is reageﬂglble nzrtzally for

the whiter T;klfk tates, (239) “If we say, with
? ?tfet§er neme for the immediate actuat-"

ing gcwer oﬁ; bd, 5till 1% maxeo ﬂe dlffarence, in any other re-

~s@ect, Wlth eur cancentlcncaf the system»' It 1& yet as 1f laws,

he mowers, tn@ &étl ‘;“were 1nherent in the subet&nces, and weve
v by them determvnad.; It is still to cur scientlflc.separated from
four rellgious,contemplation, a chaln of causes and effect¢, or a

“‘scheme af orderly suc33931on,jeterm¢ne& from wzthln the acheme

| Thus the realm cf nature ‘wae made the WOIld oF subotance'
unéer lawa of cause and ef;ect. 1n a sense,~thdt world is deterg\
‘;mlned hy What it iz Supernatural DOWGTS, however, can act upon
"nature, althauﬁh, perbmps, they nevmr susﬂend the,kaws of nazure. “
Er. Buahnell goes so far as to 1nt1ma£e that,'whlle meohanzc&l |
“;laws make diaoraer 1m§osslble, ”the mallwn actlon of bowers" may
cause~&isorder. (240) It is not held that sin 18 able to desﬁroy
- the lawa of nature. Tnese 1awa renaln;even in and under sin. ‘
Weverthelegs, (2&1) sin can proﬂuce a- new ccmblnatlon," whlch is

to the ideally gerfact ‘state of nature, what dlsorder 1is - to order,
‘vdefarmzty to heauty, pain to peace. ‘ Te Qroduce thls combination,
force 15 exarted ugon the material World and!rue natural laws., |
_Xn nia “Vicarloua acrlflce," {242) the writer exnre»see g sinmilar
‘ﬁhougnt in speaklnﬂ of disease as ﬂOlnu wzth.sln.‘ ﬁ cut wmll

(238)"The Yew Englander,1854,p.497; (239)"Nat. snd Super.'o. 38; (240)
"Ibld ”p.ﬁg (241)“101d “9 123,(242)cf.,v07 1, p.134
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~cause naln and blocduned. A body leftftofiféelf czuinot change

 tha3e con&i@iens. uQ*Qall“d natural canwequenceu are held to be

‘jdeterminatif{s,of od?s mznd 1n the same sense that the laws of -
“ “nature are a§4iona of forcea representing Hls w1ll. (243)
| I4 /féa* held than Dr. Busnnell's view of tbe chain of
rcauoe and effect is somethlna newv. Flu applicdtion of 1t as,
applylng only to the realm of nature, ncwevar, differs from Jan—‘
tlan 3d%arda'kv1ew.' ern tae per formance of mlrdcles is not é
‘[process of ausyendxnm law, but rather, actznv upon i t. (244)
1The ﬁhwlstlan scheme of redenwtlon as a remedy for 1nkis‘in
;;tself~anmiracle}, (2&5) “%holly comaatlole wmth natur e; involve-
ﬁiﬁ‘ no bmeaﬁh af her laws, or die turbance o; taelr ajgtematlc

:actlﬁn.-~~Eature is aahsected by her laws, bota te qod’s act1v1ty

k'and te ours, to be ﬁhua acted on an& varied in her epexatlen by

.the new combi ons]or congunctlons of cau they are ahle to

‘produce.

Thﬂg‘thﬁ conclummon is r@@cnsd that nature is bouné by
her 1&ws.~ Thare 13 no freedom 1n,the Werld of nature e: cegt‘

the freedom in obedlence to law. Eaﬁural laws are‘neld to be
fcrcew reprementzn@ actlon of God's w111. This vie@ makés tod |
' initiallygaupreme aver;na&ure. ?owere cannot suspend,'or~deffaﬁd 

thﬁ‘laWs‘of‘nature, but they can act u?on and through them.

B;lfiﬁﬁznagags ox ﬁﬂ?ﬁég'

| Th&t sa@evnatural powers and even sin influence the wcrhinr
'o$ nature alrbady haw been suﬁwauted. The purpoue of this aectlon,k
howavar,_as ﬁc nate gqre carefully justjhowﬁthege outsidé Dowers

(243) “Sh@ New @nwlander “1854, .&97' (244)"Hature and tne @upern'l "
p.193; (245) “Ibld,”@.lgz (246) ”Iald up,4zs*f R SE IS
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act upon nature* fj?;

In a;v“ vd deflnlte geﬂae, man 1@ 1n nature, is really a mrt

“kof 1t {246) &nﬁ 18 saverngn only §art1ally over. 1t. As a DOWET

”ct tﬁrouﬁh and apon n&ture and thus becones

“an 1nfluance.; mﬁe eriar refers ta the nlstcl and. gunoowder a8

'bqﬁ belo% ing ta mature, but brougat tawether into & new combina-

Vﬁién,by*man ;e5that,€hey are made to do thangs thau tgmy could ne never

n, or of, themaelveu, For the guumowdérfté éiplode when put

in,Jnxtaaegztxon‘wzta fire is nataral but for it to be ﬂut nemt

,tftﬁﬂe comwuaﬁion that is cau@ea bv a mlstol, is unnatural. Agaan;,

'x:of f eedom._ In ha very aoﬁ of tﬂrowin& a ball, or stone 1nto

f=fpaa a “ealm of cauﬁe ﬂn& effﬂct, is mede to se acted on>fr0ﬁ‘witn~

ﬁ‘but by us ané all moral belngs, thuu to be tﬁe envzronment of ‘our

'1ife, the 1nutrumemt of our act1v1ty, txe medzum of our~rlvhtvor

'fwraanclng toward each oth&r, ‘and so the schaol of our tﬁial."

| That ugd, as’ the highest of all powars, cen a ¢t upon nature
 ﬁy,force is taken for granted. It is held (949} that sc "nce
'has ﬁroven w&thout the shadow of doubt, that fesh creatlons have
been produced upon the successive races of 11VLng forms by a
‘p@war outsiée of nauure and above 1t, actlng upon it. 1In the‘

procesa ef craatlon, aOi actu upon nature and her laws and forces.

_fCreating 1& not unnatural but sunernatural. It ie not merely the

0r1n91n& teﬂether of tae things of natura into new comblﬂatlang,

:2463 See Page85; (243)-~~_«,”nm“u”“*; vvvvvvv PRI ,
248 “Yature wnd the Suﬂﬂrn&taral,“a 58,/c”?1bid,“p.124; (249}
"Ibid," D.56 o ,
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but tae hrin ng nto nature @nd her aroces es. of new tyunw .

Thlﬁ Same uhxngwlg urue of mlvacle e nwnpr oper tes unon +he

cmala cf e&u; fané EfLGGt fr@m w1thout the c§@¢nf(25®) In this

view -Br.rﬁuﬁkkell was aheaé of. h ‘day._ Hi& 1dea is becozﬁng the = -

ot ,meﬁern thaaryiof Cnriﬂtlan crﬁaﬁive ev@lutxon.' §ature worke in

ouera&nd umon contlwuoualy by powers

‘frsmnwifhaut.‘  , 5G;;“ ;
Rﬁt“r”1§” to the aufﬁor's deflnltlon of.sin;,it is evident

”that 1ﬁ eoneerns man 2 relatlonsiln £6 his ‘hd.nﬁﬁin ie man's un-

‘willznﬁnesv ta Qbej Hlm‘ Bj nature, thlngs are pﬁxfect man,=by'

w1111ng di@obedianre, makes them immeffect.  He &iuruntu the courﬂe'

. of nat ure, unsettleu the aoparcnt narmanv of thlngs and thus hrlnfu

out an unnatnral »tmte.; mzn can caanve the Mmtlonc>f na*ural

/*;causes, Dreéu = dlffﬁrﬂnt congunctlons and thus alter reaulﬁu. (251)

fThe 1&ws coat ,u”gto*;ct ag befora but the ein co%m uted cnamges.the
'cbmhinatlons &uwject ERo) their\acﬁgan,’ana thus. the orﬁer of their
} \wor cings . Iﬂ ﬁﬂﬁﬁ ey s it ic evident that eunernatural'agentS’aré SR

scvereign; 1m y“'t, over the actlons of nature without removing

her,la%a . Powﬂrs enforoe auaﬂiﬁ81on@ and thus produce an unnatuf&l
state. "Sin m&r tﬁe vody, the seul, societyg‘the world, all timé"-
before and after.n  (252)

*Me Laat of sin makes mec§$, ary ‘e sgaarnatufgl syst;a af
‘§5Verﬁmenﬁ, in vhlch ran is afseif-detﬁrzlnlnﬂ @b nt that can béﬁ
acted upon by ¢oé.v qu writer saye that (25 5} "Ib is an economy
‘isuﬁmrndﬁurdl tn&t ah@ 11 comglemen% the ﬁise:@er‘&nm fall of,naﬁure;
having pow nr ﬁo call Tack its;carreﬁﬁs”bf ;éna;_miaery, and Ering .
kout soulax'into_the esﬁablisheﬁ b rty wnq beauty of holiness.” )

(uﬁﬂ}’lalﬁ, 0.261; (251 )"Nature anﬁ t&e‘uuyermaturm Jiolea; (2 2)
HIbid,"p.166; (053) *Thid,%p. 166 : ,




o -es-

kim Thi stmm of “?race and.. m&rcy.“, It does

Vnoﬁ, *n &ny vgy, reva‘a bhﬁ naﬁarai 1&@ of Ju‘ﬁlﬁe.“ {254} -

fer b geaking an egg, bubt it
ia-xeapon~ ible for disobey 1ng

‘ﬁcd*s c@ﬁma 4 enta* b't maﬂ c&nnot res tore hlﬁuelf to ﬂOllﬂewuo

',%&a’a sznnz m7weﬁa tae caaaew o& pature in courses of retributive v

aculen, {2_ ),&md @ﬁen God *edeen ‘man a force cen be seen o have

entera@ in%a ﬂauure fram’wxuhouu, vThe~supernatur&1 vowers called
‘man, &re acted upon by od. fThﬁ 80 =Cal 1@@ superns tural a*fte%
@Gtm'upaﬁ the naturwi to produce certain effects waich will be

Aem&fiaial>ﬁqﬁév Le, th@AEifneaﬁ super=

ﬁur&l ﬂvutem, mce of God, in a
o ﬂ@% crea%%on. or Ln Fla syctem of rmaem tio 1, do influence the
worﬁ;n¢~~ef n&tur - liq@viww, the freedam of man's Llll has it

"eff@ct m>on thebnmtaral order. ‘NWature may be to- iHim (God) a

,kind of oant*nuou @tisﬁ, states the author, (256}”$0a1ﬂ cing

fqaa it Ll@@ﬁ &?Qm dxchzl$, in a common stream with His supernatural

s

'&Gﬁlﬁﬁ; anu}crystaillZing v"th it in the unity of His end.”

In 1ﬁttar, written by Dr. Businell %o Dr. C. A. Bartol,

of ﬁowten, ( 57} tae wrlﬁ r sugzests thaﬁ thers is’much more Qf
sapera&tur&lism in tﬁﬁﬁgcv rning of the world than orthadéxy has
bezun to @ugpéct. Ti&&ﬂVia Ha system&ﬁio, wer?uurulznz, natuze»

‘ﬂ,iam; thereferé, such asg my aspire té‘ééﬁaL@
ne damnation Gf.u ere nature, anﬁ‘the cansam
© tive nell tiat nature contains or addas ag & destiny to sin.®

" Hevertheless, nature ie a realm, the system of which Dbecomes

-k(m543*V1¢%%iau ww?ri*ice,* Vol. 1, 0.283; {255) “Nature and the
Cupernatural,tp. 268; (256) "Wature aud the Supernatural,?p.268;
(267) 7. 7. Munger, “%;uqqn 1, Preacher and Theolosian,"D.142
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7fﬁﬁ§ecting & moral”

‘by mcﬁ&i  *axtg a train. of_natur&l co%saguence YLlCh

[fiﬁstltute &iwciullne an&fr@txz%utlan. “ﬁzsaa e, &1&&?@@?; paln,

icommcse vhap<ia ca11~ ‘hﬁ "fall of man (258) ‘“Tﬁ& menal tragn

",1$ 2 run 0';1us*ace anﬁ th@ run 1@ dowﬁwara even LQ?@V@T' far

‘jfxt 1“ 1&@0&@& j%le th&t dlserder‘shouié ﬁver of i 1f %ewet ox der.

'tlis 1neoucewv&ole ta talnk 0¢ aﬁ auo hmu hroxen up -

le&%i&@;

ﬂ&jguite ﬁlf&@“@ﬁﬁ frem.rﬂ torzng it,k It‘i;

o taznk of a rec tored »ﬁmt% mzthout tm& help of a

[

ane31 CQﬁtlﬁuﬁﬂ on the aubgsct by asserting tha

o
o

4

[N

s
g

O]

e

,
4

the sgmrztu@l tralnlng o¢ free ﬁcrai 3benﬁw eat; ed the cers«

O

-

tainty ux f&ﬁl ﬂ?ﬁus %aa ‘uﬁﬁ?ﬂ&uﬁf&l w@came a»ﬁ&cegmiﬁy‘injﬁc;faf'
 SGu&mﬁ oz eeonamv io ovcracm& ein. ‘éé qu ote, (259) "Tuis :&géiﬁ
’13 %hﬁ “ame, 1t ﬁill h& seen, as to ﬁay'th&t God will‘insﬁitu%e J2“
‘anu actu&te ﬁm re lmu of force$, a kingdom of nature and ayking~

&am oz ”X&C&, @Qr as’ ma awva seen thaﬁ‘natmré is the 0%&”1@1n

will @: xOﬁ, 80 a¢90 mawt the éunernaﬁﬂéél be; and then, the Der=

~,‘fecflan, or eom%la enese ofkcod'ﬂ economy will consist in ﬁhé ‘

,‘orderly comprehenszen of Eota, anuer %axmgnxzxng principles of iéf'
’ Mﬂd reaﬂoa, ﬁuzcﬁ re ‘clear to Him, but only imaginable ﬁ6 p§‘“

| So 1t is wqomn that %od is ihaﬁsugreme influence aﬁi'ﬁind‘ w

in natura an& b@Vsuyernatural. ,?cﬁeré caﬂ iﬁterfare withi“ﬁistgrb
» an& Q&rﬁiall cuﬂ*rol, natuwe but only God can rectore it.  In

‘,tleﬂabsel@ue censey natarc is not a syetem inand of itself.

¢t through and upon it. Thae

3

?m h:ﬁmmﬁheS%ﬁmmMK@.wawm

H

{2 58) "The New un“laﬂder,“ Vbl. 12, 1854, 49. - {258} "The Tew Mwalund%r
Vol.1l2, 1854, o. 497 ‘
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sup ernatur@l can ;mw the endujw;& @ia&l‘ﬁauﬁéc‘f@f-@h&éh’th@
‘maturul eﬁists!an& 0&11;3& 1t is made @ubservicnt. (260)

~To %amﬁariZe, it Al&gﬁ te eaid tlat God and man are supreme

in tn@ mcv %ﬁm@%t of the uﬂiverﬁ*, Natural consequences are

rewaxaad as’ ﬁ'erminatiéﬁayof'ﬁﬁﬁ ﬁuy&eﬂékﬁimd. Thinge are
;hrﬁughtiinto.neéfréla%ianshiga‘%ith each other; thus being Torced
to do\th&% Wﬁiéﬁ,iﬂ7unﬁaturai.; ﬁﬁly a woral agent can commit

in and sin disturbe the ¢rder‘anﬁ_harmony of nature. HNelther nan
mr pature can resctore itecell; t&éf@fare, the kingdom of grc >e @nd_&

P

‘ me”Qy f nde & place in God's systenm of world government.

©C. UOREE OF TATURS
There are very few works of naﬁure that dre wholly so.
A1l those things which are brought about by the actlon of suber- -

oy
ok

o0
=

n&tural Javera upon the processes, laws, of nature have divere
“eﬂt cause ;.«'}nere are many apg&remt vsr;» of‘ﬂaﬁure‘@;ich are

‘praduead by &ﬁt& from witho zt, and should he rggariea‘a»

, natur&1 (m6¢}, ag ﬁwbﬂf&lo Infacts Dr. ﬂhﬁﬁﬂell,

‘haV1nhvyut ta& he res 14 Qf naturw, o ea'sd far ae to aas%rt,

ngs in t

,(262} that thinggféXiaﬁ and onl ¥ act 1a,ana by the 1m¢ul~¢ T-the

absaluke force, or fiat of‘omaipote&ce* (263) "If the vun dwrkw,

- ens, &hc hbléa " or the earth shudders Wiﬁh‘ﬁhrlat

gt

s
¢

that sym@at}y of nature is Just as ap
for. ua, that our skin should blush or our-eye distill its tears
when quVﬁuilt»is upon us, or our rgéentanaes decolve us. It is.

»

noﬁ cause ‘”qd eff ect that blu ugc" or that weeps, bub it dic that
‘cause and effect are touched by uﬁﬂﬁl?uﬁﬁb which connect vith our

'The New Englander," Vol. 17, 18“9, D.230; (o) "hat ), .
iperne 8 and’ the Swupernsatural,p.21;
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freedom. Nature blushes and weeps, beeaaga che voe originally

'subi"feé'wo faf”ﬁd'aur f?éédoz, or yﬁﬁe to be toucaeb by our
actlsns, Dab &he coMld nob even to et&rﬁzty rajse a blush or a
:ﬁa&r of 30 trltamm 1f v&ydié>n0ﬁ commamﬁ her.“';
“he WreCQﬁvvﬁ guotation has béem~§iv3n in full hecause

it is;hald ﬁaat the view t grein SRQk$$Sﬁd, with reference tof@ﬁe“k5 
ré@gtiﬁﬁsVof~ﬁaturé,at ﬁae time-0f Christ's c:acifixiﬁm,ri@vneﬁ}i
?ha*suggeéticn that nature acte in response fto manls con&itién 
‘ia ndﬁiﬁécorded in ﬁtaer writings At a conseguence of gin,
ﬁhéfééﬁributive cauzeg,oﬁ.naﬁu:@ do @roduce digeace and disorders

(264),This'id a iz brought out in the Hpistle to the Romana,‘*f

maen Baint Paul speaks of the groaning and tr%vallxnv of nature,’

‘mecau se of'sin. Dr. Bushnell says (265) "That evcrvUMTn@ up to

_the st& £y thevwholsfféalm,of'c&uses, 1s arranged %o Qe, 1nvaame”

Esense“[thé executive orgsen of. God's moral retr auﬁlons
Sensey cuti rg

Works of nature tuus are regarded as being *he 1&&&1@ or

'effept of one emuue, nameﬂy, sin. References are made, %t &1f~

fereﬂu‘timeﬂ,'to %orkﬂ of natu cavsed by sin. It~;s not main—
tained that; if h@ %ealm of nature were left to‘itself,'God:.

Woulé-nat‘%érk apon and‘through ite The the ory of crea%ive evo-"

[

kluﬁiéﬁ 1nd10 tes that,QG does tnis very ‘hing. In other WQY&L,}T. 

siﬁlis not the on’y way by which the wcrﬁu 0¢kratura are ‘afl feJJe&.lﬂ“
| A grain of wheat put into the ground an@ receiving &unllﬁhti

’and1ﬁatér, will produce wheat. The 3rowth Nd& be reaarded wﬁ the

ﬁdrk of.natﬂre; but the vlantin& of grain in +he work of maa anﬁ

ﬁ%e wending of uunllghh and water is tﬂe worx of God. In this

‘ 36nS6g tﬂe.two‘syﬁtemﬁ'worﬁ toze uher to produce good; Ano ther

(264)“Vicariouu”uacrlxzce,”vol 1,0.360; (265} vIbid,"p.385



 ]}}131ustrat,en;\?ater, 1eft t@ 1t“eli, only W¢ll £low down alll.,

(uﬂarnatuxal/yewero, howevmr, coen force watar to ﬁo up azll,

* thu&,eﬂaﬁ§1n? tﬂe aerks af n&ture, not by »1n, but for service.

”:%orka af‘n re are 1imited by the works o‘~Goé and man.

mwrﬁtnv to &aatnew v1ew of the work s of ratu‘,,'it is'

‘Et§é §§r§  na%a%e, and hen nature geemsAto have freedom:in {

-ﬁoiﬁ? %hk ,blngs abe dce +he autnor ref@rSfto certain {SSQXQV
‘.“terrl%le nowera“ Whlch werﬁ in awful ways ahout us, at times

“overtaﬁiag and &estreylng man . In thls'00nn50+icn, it is heid;]
‘that tﬁia is sa @ecauae na&ure s ¢ wo rk in obedlenca to her

ﬂ: fixé§fia®a% rlver's banka can hﬂld sack only a certazn aﬂmunt

of Water and‘v en they are %aﬂe& to retaln more, they ognnot~do

g0 ﬁieo&a @re tﬂe re«ulta,‘and\mature is. blamed. ertéin

*[we&ther aﬁn&mtiqn&f{zav} meke men do tainge, that they had not .

Warthguakeu, “tOfmp and ather revoltlmg elewents

"VW1llea to’ dof“
H,are 1nc0rycrated 1n the WO ric Qf nature andfforcevman'to chanaé”;
:ihla glans. §1Ld %nimals blras aﬂa 1nwecta ma e man thelr p*ey;jf
and deatraj eacﬁ otﬂer. &waln, nlavueﬂ and ﬁe tllence ’ Whlch |
may be consxdmred ‘the effects of aln, {268) come upon tne free
Janeut, mam, against the dictates of his Wlll.‘ Thug , 4% ie evident
‘uat the works afvnamure are limited Wltalnkﬁhemﬁelves and‘éefn
initely condition the liberty of man. i

In,épéaking bf the Wdrkg of hatﬁrekasfbeing producedkin
,accord with certain lawe, and in recponse to supernatural powers

acting upon these laws, Bushnell recognizes the difflculty o;

“{3

(266) "Horal Uses of D ark Thinge, " ? 39 e
{267) "Moral Uses of Dark Thinge,"p.2 (268) “I%?é ““.27&




“ﬂ ngo0i God canna‘

"3fath&$ 1t 1s“t

k  _(of llfe.“

5ma&ing mants “fll and the sovexﬁwnﬁy of uoé resgonaiule for‘all -

~the wovy% ef”nature.‘ &maae war s are beth:g od. and bad and a

s;stem gh&t makes thﬁ’bad mewalbié, or Eerml ﬁlbiea o

‘*a&& nct ch aduaea 1t‘ ‘”Iagecta amd anlmals“ (269) affirma

’fthe mmitert\; “f&ll thﬁ Qutfit and;furnlture af ) mcral SJwtem ~ "
 1&$§ be*ona t@rthe revelat1on and flt dxscmpline of evil, bezn@;

P 'dalg&naicvle Sy wuch as éraw thelr tjpe from man,
iand not fram?_de' ewaty and goodneas of God.«»-?aay have all re-
 *ce1ved taezr law (*n God ) an& ‘cane, forth, 1n ﬁnelr time, to. work

‘tW1tﬂ Him in the aﬁd but really wzl@ an& tarrlbly sub?lwe hzaaaky

| So ﬁhe canclaszan 1m suggested 1n ihe’worda that the
'f;*wcrkm o? natura are used to accomullm@ ch'a etern&l JurJodé for
ibhﬁ marlue‘;Tm&y-at@vllmltea by God, manu and thelr own lavs,.
God Wbrké th&ﬁﬁ@hknaﬁure to téach TMET énd at suchh times man is
net uoverelbn ‘over nature Eature defiﬁitely makes man do thihga 0 _J
contrary to nis own ylan : ”he %111 of ‘man may bve changed by |

thﬁ worka of natura, and hie lloerty ig affected.

D. SUMARY OF CHAPTSR VI

Amaln it is . fauna tnat freedam 13 possible for ndiure,
ab fpg society, mankand Chrie t, only vhen her freedom is God's
favor. God ha.s instituted ahuet cf,lawa which regulate the
systematic actions of natgré¢ These lawe are the forces ﬁhich 
repxesént Go&tgcwill,vor the detéfﬁiﬁations'of'ﬁis mind. God;

and .even man, however, can disturb the laws, but cannot destroy

(269) "Ibid," p. 344

yraduﬁe amy*hzng bad,‘ 3gazn ﬂuat be remembereﬁg~.
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or suscenﬂ them. Tnﬂy may be actad upon 1n such a way that new
camblnatlcns are pro&u@aé and tﬁua effects changed. £in c%angee

tha actlonﬁ of nature 1n thls @ayw It makes out of order, dlvwrder,

‘ ﬁarmony, diacerd. ﬁlseaae anﬁ pain are the resulto of szn, or

ments @omer‘ﬂver:nax&re.‘ %an, as a moral a$ent, can mar na&ure,
;but cannat restﬁre 1ﬁa, ﬁelther can nature reetcre 1tvelf. GOui and
: His klngdcm af @raae and mercy are needed t@ restore nature and
establlshAfreedum.“ F ) b‘ |
A All the'warks of naﬁure are under th@ aoverelﬂnty of God
elther by 1nstituted lawe, or by forces actlng upon them. Mﬁn,
bowcver, ag & moral agent, can vary the worka of nauure. by maklng
new comblnatlans er by an act of furce. Th& %OT&S of nature, on

the other hand, can‘compel man te change his plang. This 1m seen

Qin revoltlng elementa and anlmals. Ultlmately, however, all the
"worﬁa of nature are u»e& ta establlsa Qerf@ct liverty as %ade pasi

’511313 in G’de S \




CHAPTER VII

| _CONCLUSION

'\‘\]finigb@é'" s; thl&Jehapter may - be consldered the most

'impartaat af the 0t stu&ye Very few deflnlte GOﬂﬁarIQOEa

~‘dy‘0f the theals, to shaw wherein Hbrace

 Wera maée, 1n thﬁ

ﬁrihution to progreasive religzous thoug ht in

g?  na i fétudy waa primarlly 1ntende& to show Horace
Bu&hnell’s v1aw an freedem. This caapter, hewever, nmakes a brlef
TQVIQ% of the hiatory of tnou@ht on the cwub,ject. in hand, as it

: had devaleﬁéd 1n fﬁrica, gri@r to the time af Forace Bushnell,

'ﬁaﬂd shawa wh@r&i he differe&.,:certaln criticiems will be answered

C
A5

'and flnal ummariea made‘f,f7

,TRQ;‘BUGéﬁgTiﬂﬁé*

The fir'" xorm ef theolo@y wh 1ci1a;oeared in New England

qéés Cal?lulstlé;‘ The absolute sovereignty of God was malntalned
,in theory, defemieé 1n practlce, anu becanme the foundatlon for’
fdomestlc and c&lanxal life. ﬁlstorlans seemed anreed upon the ,
 1nf1uence of John salvin upen the life and thcu%hﬁ of New &nglwnd.

mehn ROblnuOﬁ and the Qllvrims came Lo America to flnd freedom in

WO?Shl@,»but were so u&lVlnlatlc that they peraecuted those who did

| not bellev& aa th&y &1&.‘ Thué, we have this anf1icting view of
‘freedom and the supremacy of God. Pietiem and‘mymficism'wlace |
_the em§hasxa uﬁsn tae ﬁplrlt and heart, and soan human reason
" became confuaed W1th tﬁe splvlt and developed 1nt0 ratlonallsm

‘whlch‘emphasxzed the abaqluteness of the Seripture. Sects mere
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 the regult of the'importance ylaced aﬂon the sglrlt'a teatlmonj

The center ef trutn was out into the obaectlve :
R illliams, the my$t101sm of %ro.kﬁutcn1n~ o
rium/of ¢eorge ch and %1111&m Penn, pzeg@red

rks of gcaataaa‘“éwarda and, 1nd1rectly, for

o The é;ef é§6k5r§yﬁé£ééh“aﬁdfS&enherd'préclaim‘th& 5‘
'f §§éé§é éf‘é1é n, of the &mpotence of man, by nature, in cen— 
‘VGESion, &ﬁﬁiéiduha necessity of full submission to the will of
| ‘ée&. %1111&&   nchoﬁ perhaps wasg tne first to break with thie
' 1:idaminat1ng‘A$ae1mic view of the atenement in his book, "Meritor-
ﬁ?iaus Prlce cf Our Eademgtlan,” 1550. “He rejected the idea that
vﬁhrist was under tnﬁ wrath of God  in suffering the cross and helé'
that He vmluntarily off@red Elm*elf. (270) In this, he may hmve,

bean candlenbear@r before Busnnell, but he ante-dated nla time,

far the %a&sa,;nﬂezts leglulature ordered his book burned. ZLike-
mise, me find John Taylor (1694-1761) (cf his *g5 crzpture Doctrine
| ]of the Atonement“}, hlntzng at Bushnell's view bf freedom ané ‘
f taecry of the Atenement‘, : ’ k | |
o an&than Edwards' views of the all~embrac1qv soverezgnty
of God, and. gractiaal denial of the freedom of the human will
  hava been‘ﬁlven in the body of tue yra ent study. His view cl@ae-
-1y resembles thaﬁ of Hobbu and Coll 1ns,and hie distinction betwaen ‘
‘moral and natur&l aﬂillty’WdS advanced in less perfect form. hy ‘
;the French thﬁaloﬁlan,'%bses Amjraud aﬁd tne Dhll@uoyﬁ“r, Locke.
jDenylng the freedom of the will in its ordlna”y acceptations, |

,-,he preached as. 1f the w111 had the @ower of chnoszng between motlves

Py

(270) “ﬁmﬁrica& Gaurch Histonyg“ Series," Vol. 3, W. VWalker, p.215
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of semf ar Gﬁé Tﬁe 1r@n chazﬂ ef necesalty controlllnﬁ human
.‘char&cter and cenéuc%; makes every event in nature a human

" exper1ence éecreed by\am Inflnmte Will. In this v1ew, every

,Lom ,externa1 cause, end man is made a pdrt of

x°nature, raﬁhﬁr than.a personal belngax Furtherg if God is the

' ;cauae behiné t& "xll, why &oe& a roed God %ake man 1ncllned te

m&king maa lﬁentlcal With sin and yet hnldlng that;

xi;tence ouﬁsi&e of’ﬁo&, gaWardg ﬁeems 1n00nﬁ1stent e
  Qer God. igigoo&nesa. 3@&15, in making cod free, Only o e

 38en5e that EE has ﬁhﬁ pewer tn carty out Divine Incllnation and}
: f save and reaect Whom He Wlll, Edwards makea soverelgnty ccntra—i

*hdict necasslty (2?1) The purpose of the present atudy, hawever,"

”5 ;13 not ta fznd f&ll&elss or ﬂiacrepancles but merely to show need

‘prox further. &tudy in this field.

 *?Jésaph ﬁellamy (1?19-1?86) was the flxet succeed¢ng  '

kst&&@nt‘ : "nee at hia work will shov that. e accepted Edmards'
"theery of virtua, freedom of the w1ll and orlglnal szn, (cf.“True .

 JRe11g1on“) hut diffara in hlﬁ speculatlona abaut the methgd of our

"'cennestlon thh.ﬁdam. Eivine aoverelgnuﬁ, aowever, is exalted in o

;3hla theory of electian, and ha hel& the Qalv1n1et10 theory of
 'tota1 depravity. (372) S f ‘
| Samuel prklna (1731 1803) maintalnad ‘the freedom of

 th3 w111. There are many passagea in Wﬂlch he eﬁalta the agencles

"ﬂoﬁ ch. %hile Eﬁwarés had held llberty to be in tne external abil-

.lty to perform our volitionu, Hb@kins @1aces 1t in the volltlon
teelf . (cf. Loc. Cit., pp.as-ae) Hopkine insisted that the wmll
could not be eomnelled to a ngen choice. He @alntalned that

{271; "Life and Writings of J. Edwarde,” A.V.G.Allen; D.296
272

”A Genetic Qlatamy of Wew Zngland Theolagy,“ F.H. Foster,p.112 ~‘:’
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J%@ulsi@n ruznw;ﬁhe Preedom of thﬁ will. yga&fi; the cause of

1fbotn avil &ﬁﬁ ﬂ@lln@sa 1n man. (af E@a.gvt,,pghlﬁg-léO) God

':ia regar&e@ By thl ﬁw t@r as @bgslat&¢§ inﬁanﬁfaent an& 31m3; ty,,

]anﬁ »h& éraaﬁur , @g éﬁulLClV aﬁﬁeﬂﬂ@nt fﬁf ev&ry 1'u4ht an@

nakVQfer aﬁd wufflclﬂmey *hat is mat derived

’ {V$lit7Qﬁ‘ h&?lﬂa

ru@tar' Thus we f?n&‘wﬂw@r@s’.v1ew of @0&’@r

:‘aaverai ntg anﬁ,maa‘a &eﬁend@nae uohel&* ﬁﬁwk ng denied the.

opkins. JQ& is th@ ultlmatﬁ cause QP &ll aCMW,
: b&d @&v, since- sin 18 th% @at or exercise aﬂd'ngﬁ,tha
{&75) S

’kﬁtnataﬁﬂ ﬁd%ardn the ywunwer,,(l?&@~1801) Gonﬁrlb&tﬁd

tha vl W an‘atnﬁemﬁﬁt %ut h@l& 21& fatasr‘f theory ofvfrea&am.‘

awizabout J&E@w Aan&,/:ﬁeghen West and Samuel

mmaﬁs {17%8 184@} &ev&la ved Hopkins!? th@cfyi

gﬁﬁ;aﬁn“&@@,exefc zem‘@f the wall. In these acts,’

 .tb@ wlll xg free ta tha ““u%ﬁ4 that iﬁ acts volunﬁarily; b&t'tth“uf“'
"aitim&te b&ﬂ%% again iﬂ God. Hmmons differed with ﬁbﬁk g“iﬁ

8

e

;rarreaﬁﬂtiﬁm %&m aﬁ:act?ve in regene aiaun. He. 1i”m@’ﬁe
*5aat1VQ 1ﬁ wiﬁ &nﬁ d@r;V6% no .guilt frem,@ﬁam, far morel aeyravzty  ?9F“
‘~‘@GH$1 *n taﬂ vsluﬁt@ exercise of sﬁw@; weﬂi-;_ He upheld '

the t¢eorg af el&atxcn anﬁ rep @atlsn,  ﬁ%vﬁfﬁﬁe1¢93ﬁyh@4m&inek

1ﬂ,d ﬁﬁ&% =in is ﬁh@ valuﬁtary transgreceion of known laws

S

Brmone “@?&ﬂﬁed the &dﬁ ﬁea@'vi@w ﬂffi@pkiﬁg to its farthest

- {a73) “The«ﬁmariﬁaﬁ‘ﬁhurch History Serice," Vol. 7, W. Walker, 0.290
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reaches. (274

yfgﬁ;ghz_gi?éa“ 8173% as wore mo&erate and concll~

i‘?dwardean sahoal had=tried to destray. Asa Burton‘s ”Essays

. ; Obey the commands of the heart " ;aate is the
« intarn,l eauae Qf all volltlons. God haa establzshad an 1nfa1, ﬁ1;;~_;

' lih&é connectlon batween thle cause and volitlon.V To elucidate, -

'"fllberty of the will dwells in man's l&berty to will according

“to- hia pleasure; ?his connectlon waﬁ«fe@arded as meral neoesslty :

,yand such neceeszty aasures the llberty of the w1ll.\ Thua, it

fkis seen that; while Eurten dlffered math Hopkins and Enmons an&,
ain a aense, wzth deards, hé yet adheres to Edwards ' 1dea of

;“neeassity.;;~f ‘  | : : -

! i ﬁaﬁh&nlel agvTé§iér; (1786-1858}‘waé'3u§ton*s sdccessdr -

 ‘(274) "The Amerlcan Church History uerlea,” W.Walker,p.301; (275)) .
- "Ibid,"p. 302, (278) *aA Genetlc History of Wew England Theolcgggﬁ‘

B F H. anter, Do 245
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‘and stoad far true freedam based nyon congczausness.~ He deflnltely #~‘

differed with,ﬁdwar&s in\hls statenenx that m&n’* asts Were net

i‘nacesslta e

ﬁin;aacord,ws :an’uncon&itloned law of camse and

, ané man*sadeﬁendéncy remaana, bat man is not eaerced in has actianw-f,,f
| Man has ’che na.tural abi}.ity to choose the right when there is el
‘.the appeal to tﬁat sense. Qelf--love 15 the emotlcn to whlch the 3¥  f37
?appeal ean be made.r dhlle man has thls natural power, Taylor K
claims that hﬁ 1s dependent upon the Worklng of the DlVlne wyirit i
to persuada hie wzll to . action. &ccoxélng uo‘“aylcr, sin iB_ln o
willin»lv ﬁisbbeying kﬂOWﬂ law‘ Bﬁ'denied'the idea advanced by" k
| udwards fhat sin Waa the requlre& medium of tne @reategt G'oczd and
l.lsubstztuted ﬁhﬁ theory of a system frsm&whlch God cannot vanish
’»ain. In auggeutln? a Myutem in which God cannot use force to
prevent ﬁin, he 1n1t1ates the idea of freedom enlarged upon by

'Bushnell.

Thomaa 8 Upham (1799-1872) assented to Burton'= conceotlon 'i' -
of the different facultleo of the mind and helped to free New s
fﬂfEnﬁlana tﬁeelo@y from the reign of Zdwards? tnouwhua* In nis
“@ﬁiloaopqical»and ?ractical Treatice on the Will,” (1804, p 135)
he daea suggeat that the w111 i» under law, but not comnulslon.
Gharlea G Flnney (1792~ 1875)made Zdwards' differentistion

'between natural aad moral ability, one and the sanme . HbllﬂesSv‘"

- was :egardgd;a& manvaywillinmnasa to obey God; and sin is his
- thilliﬁﬂméés to do 80 Man can live in a contlvuous obedzence 
when aided by thﬁ Holy Spirit. This view is almowt armlnlan, ana: f

(277) "Th@'nmerlcan Cqur01 History Series,’ %..yalker, De 304
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'Lcertalnly, Jerfectzonlsm, in theory. He averred ﬁhat virtue is
’ the anolee of the nreatest hapniness for the whele universe. In
vi;act he made happlnegs the ultlmate vood which gave value to
:_éeverythinw. In other ﬁarda, the prin01gle of love is the only
: ‘virtue ané fznds 1ts arig;n in the Wlll. The Ebly spirit is
‘1needed in thﬁ werk,of reﬂeﬁeratlon to change man'o purpose, and
'Jman'”!resgonaibilxty is measured by the ablllty which he can

receive thfo'gh falth.

_ Qa thﬁ a%ruwale for freedom contlnued and the way vwas ora-b
1pared for th& Works of Horace Eusqnell (186&-1876) In 1847,
Horace Buﬁhnell,~aa etated in the hody of thlS study, refuted
‘ Edwards’kconceﬁtlon 01 conver81on 1n hi» firset publication of
i""Chrigtian Eurture " Inutead of agreeing Wita Bdwarde that en; |
/ tranas inta the xlngdom of God- denended upon con501ou$ly aubmlttlng
‘k to ch, he argues that a Ohlld uhould grow up as a Chriatian, nsver
e knowing‘himself te be otherwise. Life is to have tae‘fxeedamo £
igrowtﬁﬁ «Iﬁ 13 not a machlne which' muut be 1"ewull.a.‘a:éd by,ce:tain"

) ”cauaes and campletely submltted to a Supreme Being. Dr. Bushnell

. ra&mits the soverelvﬂty of God and avers that man is not so free

that ae can %ork out his own salvatlon. In other words, the

] leaveﬁ of the s@irlt of God in the hearts of men is essential.
'(2?8) In hla ﬁﬁature ané the &u@ernaturwl,” he says, "Do we then
mfflrmwﬁhe absolute inability of,man to do and become what is

right before God? That is the Christian doctrine,: and there is
none that' is‘moré obviously tme.* At a later time, {(279) thé;
writer asserts that there is nothing g0 tragic as a people who
tfy»to wWoTrk oﬁt th3ir own salvation by self-culture and self=right-

eousness.

(278)pp.71-76; i {279}”Eature‘£md“the_SMQerHatuﬁal,”p.lsz
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By\freedam of th& Wlll, Dr. Bu@nne*l ﬁold° th&t freedom“

#elitlonal function; Vblltlons, 1n trnemselves, how-

o
p_tcreaﬁe a new ch@racter. True vzrtue

ffever, cannat reganerate

5‘13 ﬁot a.seri&s of aet& in resﬁOﬁae to vclltloﬁﬁy but a new state;

o er at&tua of r1gh£~d1agosednes&, from‘whlch new action may come.

;f;ga mere valantary act of tae wmll can ~change the state of dlspoaed»V"

"k:nyaé'af the’ aoul,ﬁzthout %upreme heln and grace. Redemption in

i:man'xa‘dependent umon an actlon.Lrom God., \

- ?rrwbma 1t s evident that Bushnell did drow "motives® af;lrmedi
by @éwarda to ne ao 1mﬁortant but found freedom in "indisputable
report cf consclouanesa.“ Ey doing tmla, he escapes that endless

7kcha1n of c&usatlmn Wﬂlch aonfuﬂed Lormer tuln cers on this 8UOJ€Ct.

r. B&Bhnell‘s aeparatian of tﬂlng“ from powers or tae

kt‘em for thelr own ends,

reallj is his great G

' ccntribatién in‘! ¢ ield of freedom. ~As. Theodore T. Munger .

”‘  suggests (289),*%&5&&%11 materzally agreeu wltn the later schooll~»'

t of ﬁew‘Englané ﬁﬁe fgyila aia 1de& of freed@m of the will as a

 Vvo1it1onal funct‘ i‘aut dszera fram iﬁ, withsut ccntradzction,‘
'1n h1s vmaw of ﬁin 3 fduﬁ to “condltlona @reventatlvs that are

' {involved as neceﬁaary 1nc1ﬁenta in the ‘begun exzatence and tr1al:

" v0f pa%erayﬂx ?l&cl~ ”haracter in ﬁhe will was a needed tncught,» ‘

’1 In this Way, he re%,“atedﬂain za tae realm of the supernatural
"and tqus made a auparnatur : uariat‘ﬁecassary for redemgtzon.“
(e81) | ] ] ‘ | |

| Dr. Charle@ Hbdwe (282) ﬁays that it is a “atlnfactlon’to
. see that Br. Buwhnell repudiates the @rlncloles*j Flrst, that man
(280) “Horace Bushnell" ?réacher and TH olowiam, Pe217; (481)

"Neture and the Supernat'l,"p.143; (2&?) The mlbllcal Reuertory Bk}
Princeton ﬁevwew,VVo& 28, 1866 o



‘ﬁ‘gaecsndly,

. 1am,hy vugvea”

. makes soczety aﬁ org

~(h1mself h@wave

 ﬁven im hls

"ﬁlon a&d unlty tQG& £
"f"o:t‘ }.i-fe; ﬁm:f dly,
‘between natureiand

bthe one syatem<of Go

: ’..103};

<g}ia nat asked teydo mor& than ‘he has full power to‘@erform,

,;tgall sxm xs comnrlaed 1n slnning or that ﬁore

jcharacter ia based upaanowuﬁtarJ uQﬁlOH@ The sinﬁer, 1eft t0

”7é fﬂot:repent or resterﬁ hlmself to ﬂOllneSB.
ugGEStloa;that a chlla sbauLd never know almaelf

*1&1’1 =

V%Iﬁ summ izxngf his sectlon, 1t should be said that Bush-

nell freeﬁ'the theo agy:of nis &ay from 1ts extreme individualé

‘erg&nlc unlty 1n nis ”Gﬁrlatlan Nurture;" and

iem ratmer ta@n a macuine. “acoadly, Dr. 

Q-Bushnell undermlned _he rabld ra tionallmm of the then- xnown

VthﬁologJ bybgeplacing it wztﬁ a thaelagy of e: aerience. Intu1~

Qlace oi degma.and system in his v1ew
@ed»tq;breax‘dgwn the aividing barrier

upe&natarél-byumakina the two parts of

or aoverning t&a universe. Lastly, hls

“greatest cantributi n a~tﬁeology 1a‘faund in his view of Christ

ad

‘fGod*~ In & leﬁter ﬁe

‘ﬂrounﬁ that 1t i%ﬁlle

“ '*as the cenﬁral yower and llrht ef ﬁhrlstianlty.,

ﬁany E&warme&n*:as well as otners omposed Dr. muohnell’

‘idea hhat tﬂﬁ chllé  &$thr0W a Qhrl&tlan s he W&w %orn on *he

that man must booome a uhriutian by edu—‘

 cation rather than_iﬂrauﬁh chaﬂwe of hls he@rt ny augr@me act cff 

1‘. Bushnell in 1647, Dr. Myler arg ued that

'ﬁif}a child muvt become a Chrlwtiaa before he can arow up as one. He
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v%el&vthat Ghristians are not so bybnétural dééCenﬁ and that grace
is notfﬁereditﬁry.v Buéhnall, however, does not claim that na ture
is whqlly pure and good and that all that is nécesgary is the
unfolding of itself. In the very book which sought to emphasize
Chriéiianvnarture ﬁecaﬁse of organinﬁhity, ne says, (283) "The
nind hes ideals revealed within itself that are even Celestial,
‘and 1t 1& the mtrongest of all proofs of its depravity that, xhen
' 1t would struggle up towards its own ideals, it camot reach iheﬁh
vcannat, apart frOm aod, even 1ift iteelf towards them." He con-
;tiﬁueémalong‘this'same'line by suggesting that evil, having once
' entered the soul of man, is its maﬂter'until déliveraﬁce regeived
througa a redemstlon which is undertaken by "a power transcending”
nature, _ ; | | ‘
Likewise, in his article, "The Spiritual Zconomy of Hevive
als of'Religion;“a(QBQ} he séema to increase the part played by
the Hbly Spirit in the work of redemption. In none of his books

does hE'hold that man can work out his own csalvation.

5Iniansx er to the criticism that he has advanced a theofyn
'of;naturﬁlisﬁ,_he speaka thus (985} "o far from holding the ~    ? :
‘QOSSibiliﬁy of.réstcratian for men within the terms of mere w
b”nature,k@hetﬁer, as fegards the individual acting for himéelf,
or: tqe Qarent actlng for his child, the incarnation ﬂf‘the Zon
of GQQ,P mﬁelf is not, as I belleve, more truly cuoernat al than
any azent must be, wh hich regensrat es a soul." At another time,

he suggests, (p.14) that the Spirit of God is in matter, as well

ae in man, but there is a supernatural grace which works through

(283 )"Christian ﬁurture,”p 26; (284) "The Quarterly ﬁirluﬁlaﬁ
Snectator,"Vol.10, 1838 and "7101?10u w¢crl;1ce,“0 424 and “ﬂulplt
Talent,"p.132 anﬂ“ﬁod in Cﬂfléﬁ,”@.l?l,(gaﬁ)“64rl tian Iuriuru,“g 36
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vﬁhriﬁt'uméh(manf" urfly the view th t»@resemﬁs1the gpirit of God
aa belng evergwnare prs ent and~oper@tive in nature and nan, is:

W}can Le.

: as thelstlc as aay v;e

Inihas #ﬁatura and the Susernatural,” Er. Bushnell enlarges

1&?03‘£h&‘t amajéf]naﬁa tem and quernaturallsm by deflnltely

] au@ernatural by v;rtue of his will. In

this aggln, hza'v1ewa‘@f'freadom are qneatzoned. Vét, it is
‘hadmitted that, if fraadom 1a to be made a, re&lzty, man rust be
taken out cf thﬁ realm ef cause and effect.( His theory of freedcm, 
”in thls boek, is not comslete but what is sald flnaa 1ts basis
in experienae‘ R ’ s

| ’ Sema Bbjectian h&a been made to hls conceptlon of charwctar.~

as aetermzned er canstxtuted bv the actlons cf thﬁ w1?l" Hs makea

these actlona te endi j“the ‘realm of nature but, as hmought ocut

in fcreg01ng quctatlen *from his ”Ghrlstian Kurture,' man left

”'unto himself cannot became aaly 1n character. In thls book, he

"»ays, (286) ”Volltlons, taxen by themgelvea, involve no capaclty
%o rﬂvenerate, or constituﬁe a character.“ As already suvgested,
x holy virtue 1& a state obtazned through the power of Ged. From

“thl 1t 1s clear that volltlons do not maxe up the wholQ of char-'

: ;aeter. Thére is an element in orlglnal naturauand arﬁlvzne ﬁnlrlt

neeessary to cnaractmr. Th&t tﬁe will plays an 1m¢ortant part in
»actionw of @razse and blam@ is venerallj admitted. |

When Dr. Mhshn@ll puts llmltatwons upon the aétg of the Will
by making them ”sxngle, tr@n81tye effort*" that gO«lnto the sunple
chaln of nature, he geems te forvet that tuer@ are certain active-

’1tles wnlcn rumazn as “iprlnou of vital ener$y“ to man himself

(256)'”ﬂa%mre‘ahd~t he Sur ern@tural,”a. »39
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kiaﬂd nat because af their relationship ta nature. There are states
“land condltlone of the will 1t elf, as Well aS of the 1ntmllect,
Wthh 1nfluenea declsleng and affeet characﬁer.. Tnzs fact: 1s.

‘faﬂmitted by *kcholegy and axmeriencea In answer to thls Crlﬁ*‘.

L ficism. it mlgh e *&l& that the Wlll, as a superndtural gower,,‘

iﬁ under ﬁ§ ‘ 1uence of tae Biv1ne Splflt and thatall things,

f;béth in fﬁéff ‘al and su@ern@tural, work together to accomplish
'aed*s Wlll for the unzverwe. He brings this thouzht out in his
,baok, “ﬁbral ﬁsea of Eaﬁk Thlnwa. |
In maklng smn the poaaible or permi sible thing in a wyetnm

‘ llnstltuted oy God, Sr. ushnell asserts that it is 90331ble that
l ch¢rs may uln.and, under certaln ccndltlona, will sin. The fzrst.

K asasrtlon allowmwfawwman’a ﬁreedom, the aecond, nsute him under

;the law of neceaslty. ﬁeverﬁhelesa, man can avoid the condition

 and thua havafthe Willnpcmer to keeo hlmself from sin. This is

;ithe theme of ﬂyé ”ﬁhri@tlan ﬁurture,“ th&t tewntatlon to an 1nno-f‘ 
‘cent, untrled hf ng is certaan, frem the fact that he ie free. o
1‘ Conslde Eﬁw“ﬁuﬁﬂﬁell'“~& ﬁument that law and llberaﬁingu
' érace are ea%e al to obtain v1rtue,”1t h&o been claimed that he |

o is 1nconsistent wita his view . of man ae powers manaremble onlv

din. a maral @1 In refutlng, it might be E&lﬂ that norml in~’
: fluences may be‘usad in the realm cf law and often are used in

‘:’liberatlnv *race.

Wlth reference to the crlticlsm of Dr. 3ushnell*° conception~~-‘}

of sin as man;;nwlaving hIMbelf to nature, it should be r emembered
,fthat he makes dallverance QQ@uibl@ through man's will and God'se

. ‘grace. This is broughz out in the eighth chapter of his "Hature
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’5van& the uupern tural, aa We11“as‘inﬁ”§ibari6ﬁ$ Sacrifiéé;“ It
1s nald by some crltlée that,'ln his distlnctlon of ‘the natural
as the realm cf force and\the suoernatural a@ the realm of free
‘Will, Er. Eushnell repared the Way far'ﬁodern a>oloaatlco in
walch tﬁe natural science of evolutlen and law are being &ddu*ted
to'the 1r1utian phllcsonhy of merﬁona¢*tj and freedom.

“ | Much argumant has been exswesged ‘against ‘Horace @uwhnell'w‘
view of the atoaement get forth in hls od in. G&Tlut” and "chqr-
iausASacrlilce. His atreﬁs u@on the 1nfluen e the CT@lel“"On |
héa'uﬁeﬁ man'ig cohﬁémneg by‘some(to tﬂls day. Nevertheless, the
opinidn;of réconcilinw man to God, raﬁher thaniﬁod to man, r@veals}:
a mc?e.uh elflﬂh Gsd than Qhoibelief'whfch holds tuat the crosa' |
Awas_nece ary to satlﬂfy an angry Dlety.

Tae augg tlonxthat the denlal to God of His authority dvef ;
meIl untll &im demands iis'ﬁntprc sgibn:is a refutsl of his priméfy7v
w‘rlvhts ag a peracn i& answered in former auotatAona¢ It ha s’heen'k
”stated by br»'Bushnell in thl very a@Othn that man is depeﬁ enﬁly

upon God ﬁﬂ reach ﬂzs own idealss ol T

‘Profe sor Koah (887) asserts that Bushnell's conceptien".
of thc nature cf oenaxty is entlrely,wréng. “Yet, e vurlence
varlfles thauvlevgr enﬁures With ﬁhe 1bved. :Hbliness, in the
'pfééence offfhat'wﬁichVis unnoly, ié not at home or at ease. Bié?
cord, in_juxta?OaitibﬁwWith h&rmony,??&in% the lover of music. éo;
‘too, the man'mha is'é Christian sufferé in contact with the une
christian. In otmpi UO”da, there is deflunte punishment fof +the

‘sinner in eitner temporal or eternal'presence vebre s righteous

(287) "The New Znglander," Vol. 25, 1866
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" God. ‘This~§uﬁisnment remains until man has been sanctified or
made holy thrauﬁh Divine q‘pirit.
To . the controversv that ne con;uﬁeo‘gumtlilcatlen with

V&Qsanctlficatlen an nza su%gectlva doctrlne of guﬁtvflcatzon, Dr.

':,Bms%nell*makeﬂ hls own r@ﬁly, Whﬁn he states that gustlfluatlon.<

“is in +haﬁconsclouaness and S&HthflC@tlon is. below it. In his

 own Wor§“,  288)'“ hﬁ csnmcicugnESH of tha subgect, 1n 1uatifi#

7eat10n, ia ralsed 1n its order, filled w1th the canfldence of
-iriwht, set free frcm ﬁhe bandawe of fearw and scruples of lcwal—
'ity, but taere is a vaut realm aack of consczausnevs,‘or below 1t,
‘fwalch ramalna to be ch&nge& or sanctlfzed, and never w1ll be,
exceat a new %&blt be Tenmrated by tlme, ané a better conwelousul
~aasa,descend1ngf1ﬁto the secret roots elow, geta a heallng 1nto
';tﬂem more and more perfact.;  Zf‘a1l voluntary exercises are found !
‘iﬂ consclousnesa, then 7t 1@ clear that there is a large raaim o
'belaw con@cxauﬁnegs WnlCQ racelve “auct1£1Pat1@n th:ouwh.a power
| ;outszde of the Wlll. Gmrlst is a.power and neJ akground of‘Juse'

tiflcatlan and; as suaa, (089) nas aom&thn@ to do even with just-

ificatlon.;{z _the'act OL Ju‘tl tlon, mun yi&ldg himself to

Qod, and thus permlts @od to nerfarm the mork of sanctification.x
urely, there cou]d ‘be no confusion of the two in such a view. |
fTﬁaﬁ Bgshnell may have received some seed-thoughts for
‘hisfﬁéék;f“ﬁafare and ‘the Su@arﬁaﬁdral,”kfrmeﬁ. T. Coleridge's
:“aids‘fé Qeflactlons,“ is a&nmaﬁed.- ﬂom@ of Dr. Luéhnel1's
definltlons are slmllar to those o? bolerid 76 . Ebtﬁ ﬁake will
,’the gunernatural in man anﬁ regara man as a re&nsacwhla agent |

"anﬁ not mﬁyply a. 11vwmg tﬁ¢ng. The vupernatural &ﬁd the sp 1r1ﬁu&l ‘

(2887 ﬂVicariaus Cacri ice gﬁééﬁg xwaﬁ)“VicariQLs ﬁa'“i*ice ”p 423




in'mam,afﬁ,mwr% or less syﬁomymﬁus. %mxhﬁeil,f%owevﬁw,»gfe&tiy

¢’§‘

"cﬂlar ced upon the germ~th 3&dﬁb3 raaezved from Coleridge and zave.

i,muﬁh,ﬁem material iﬁ‘@h@kﬁ' 1ﬁ-ez,irée&om in his other ﬁg@kgf‘,?ﬁf
N the auwQemtlen @a@ﬁ mﬁ‘ﬁﬁw&j O¢ MCh1§1ﬁ”ﬂ ﬂm;r, trrnalaééd by
V?ra£. mtuurt, ?‘ tﬁ& ﬁuaiaué for ﬁughre*l*a God in ﬁn&zmu;i fiﬁ
l‘m&y.be @aiﬁ'that such amurge ?a% segcm@ary’ana that uahﬂell w%a 
ﬁ&'@iréﬁﬁ Cﬁﬁﬁ@éﬁ/iiﬁh the ori ai @yiﬁinga &f,écﬁleiésﬁmchwz
In ~@e&x1nv of the yelatlar ulb»betwéeﬁ Horace ﬁushneli_&nd Aix:@c%iﬁﬂ
Ri tsah ’§@93ge 5. Et%V@né; (290) suggests - SN
‘were nst,iﬁ'any way sesociated. Bushnell wae not a student of
'1&@?%&3 l@@lﬂ*" nor did iitachl follow Amsrican thought.  Fur-
%ﬁérmérei,gizﬁsﬁ;'x importaﬁt theol ﬁical work was not ?ublighed
until the l&tter'maft of the ninetvgﬁtﬁ certury. A&ll of Er;‘ ”

ﬁg 1nell'w t%ﬁeleﬂlcal books, exc cept his ”Forgiveneza and Law;" pre=

”cedea R t@sﬁl' treatise on "Justification and Zeconciliation.™ As

ti
‘,Er.fﬁ con avwmevﬁ (2@1) Horace Bushnell vas not inclined to ac-

:cegt ne ﬁethcdw and findings of otuers. He preferred to work
ou% ﬁlo own tuﬁ&”ﬂus by avplying experience. In a letter, Dr. Bush=

:ﬂﬁll ulﬂaelf 1ﬂt1mmtsd (292) tuat he was not a great reader.

iy

claimed‘ﬁhatball of Dr. Dushnellts views are perfect or that all

criticisme con be satlcefactorily answered. In putiing the will

; . S re 4 > e e T e s e dmd Fek d e e P
‘under Londage to ein, ke may be ftaking a stand that is not funda-

mentals In myluﬁ of such pogseible incunsictencies, he has opened
 §u e way toward freedom and introduced modern poychology wnieh

:@1&6‘3 will belore m&tive. In this way, he avoided the llﬂltl s
lc&aiﬂ of causation wihich surrounded ”nd confused his prea@cesaoré
in Qhe’causevp& freedom.

(290}”Amarican Journal of Theology

camerican Christisnity,"n.375
Horace Bushnell, "p.295




f*?.‘léa» ‘

1rem&y @ugge»tad, ﬂictaﬁvwwmlﬁ&ﬁ tu@

 §£*&1§?§3@ lea& fﬂf om&tﬂlﬁg ne&,

%  vztal an& %ii?ﬁ* Llfm amd ao@ were

%“Barw”z&ff, (99§§ &varg that Bush-

‘-,ﬁﬁa %&th@d of Yew Eng +Tend thealewv,
yeal t v@k&nﬁ wulaz la ter ﬂmcawﬁ yarﬁly
&ecOﬁ&ly, he reg@ct@? the yopul&r

“}‘the u@a§; g&ﬁl " rhis conception did

iufax @cieﬁee. %hirflyé h@_&l&&@?fgvedf”‘

comverglen.' In”tewd of W&iﬁl ng upon

Vﬁf hé\ Bdwes &m&n vzew

k‘ﬁﬁ; graﬁe ef Goﬁ te cﬁ:vart & ﬁl@ﬁ,‘ﬁ&@hﬁéll g&ve Christian

Ia the fa tu mlace, ne

Wﬂlﬁﬁ ceald be experi&ncea in human 11&@: He Shgﬂmﬁlzed the uw&ty

,of ﬁha ﬁvvzne ﬁezn@ ratsﬁr than @he~?hre@~?erz@ns. ﬁ?", the

mttt‘r.regsated tha w@?@rnmenta? trewry of the atanﬂment, advanced
'by ﬁhﬁ dearﬁ@amﬁ,‘aa “beln un@ortny s;.uﬁe‘saff@rlng of Christ

 an6 tbe ah&rmctev of Ccd.

ﬁr,kg. W. Buek

*E(EGé) 1ﬂﬁlmat¢ that the first under-

‘taﬁlmg of ﬁr‘ buﬁanell, in the field of theology, was the cutbing

0; t%ﬁ Gﬂﬁﬁﬁ of mece& ﬁ&rlmnism and rationalism in rel agious

1ife" Thia ha;aecem§  &hed in presenting the praetical aaé goeial .

view of religious life; i "Christian Nurture.® Cecondly, Dr.’

Buckham affirme th&t'guahﬁ%ll reconciled the realm of natu“ﬂ with

(293} "The ,eloymen% of Liberal Theology in “ﬁe“lca, 108
(294) "Progrecsive I Gllﬁlau“ Thouzht in America,"p.8ff
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'ae,su“efnataral; by making the tWo the one. ye tem.af de fcr

inally, this crltlc cl&zma tﬂat Bush-

ai;af Ghrzgﬁ1an1tv »?he u&l?lﬁi&ﬂ pro-

erta tha ‘fﬁaﬂ%nell aerh&oa Qld marc ﬁﬁ@ﬁ ,
i tc ﬁ”@&k d o the ex %rema 1&&1v1au&11&m

:i&lker aﬂéa, {295)

'*‘af‘Ritmchl\@ar& not Aﬁq%&;&h«eﬁ%iv&ly
et decade of the nineteenth century." ---

e was sgreement with the fundazental

speaks of the new theology as giving .
- God té;maﬁﬂin thought end feeling;

C Ceriptur es ; nity of tﬁe numan imce,

9;ay,tam"sf Gad for ﬁa?ern;ng the univerﬁe;

 @3$®&5ﬁw”ﬁf ﬂ&;{t @01 & £ind weﬁd ﬁaauwzts in the chks of Bus hﬁe¢1.

 1” “Tue Earvarﬁ Theological Rev1ﬂw,s ?ulya 1918: ﬁr* 3*

':,1ne 1mman“nce, W tne“s of ”hrz tien en~‘k‘

”f‘aclauaness an& exﬁerlaﬂce' continuaua‘creatlgn' ssclai, a8 Wﬁll aw‘ 

(2 95}”191&, vfosﬁnéié;yfﬁ;(zgé}“ﬁae Rise “and amvalaymant of iih&rai‘
 Theology in America,"pp.l59 and 16%2; {29?)”? eadem ef Faith,"Dp. Sff 8
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