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‘ familliar and unbeaten path. After a thorough considera-

THE REDEMPTIVE VALUE
of THE IRCARNATION,

The treatment of the PRedemptive value of the Incar-
nation® 1s beset by many @ifficulties., These difficultles
are due,as a rule,to the fact that moet men have settled
convictions on this subjeet. Their experience has led themn
to assume certain things,and they are loathe to give them
up, There postulates become a part of thelr very life,
Hence to rob them of these would be to unsettle them in
mind if not to destroy their faith, We cannot,therefors,
hope to give a treatment of this theme that will satisfy
the populr mind, It 1s‘on1y to those who ¢can,for the time,

e
forget thelr own theofﬁa,that thie treatment will appeal,]

Then,too,this ig a subject that has not been gener-

ally dealt with, Most of those who have written on topics }

akin to this have taken for granted the very thing which
ve wish to investigate, That there can be an incarnation
no one has been disposed to doubt, And singe there is in-
carnation in Jesus Christ,that inearnation eould have
been for no other purpose than to redeem the worlid, With
this as a starting point wany and various theorys of A-
tonement have been built, our precedure will bve slightly

different from this. We propose to travel a rather unr
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i+ tion of just what redemption is,then 1t will be time to

i
consider what part the incarnation of Christ or any 1ncar—1

#

1

anation can have in such a redemption, Then also 1t will
Ebe time to ask whether there can Be an incarnatlon, If
}
i

| 80y,in what doen 1t consist?
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i In .order to have an adequate conception of redsmp-

ition we must come to an understanding concerning sin, It
has been on the conception of sin, which authors have 3

4

held,that they have bullt up their theorys of atonement,

Many,however,have not attempted a clear definition,they

have taken it for granted., So it 1s necessary to judge

. from thelr ldea of the work of Chrint what theay concelve

i gin to be,
b One of the earliest conceptions of sin was that it
»is a lack or heed, Among the Fatherse,O0rigin was one of |

darsatr I‘.
y the first to formulate such a theory, Augustine had the

i
b same conception, With him God the only reality,-is the ;
iauthor of all things, Being the®summum bonum”, He cannot ;
be the author of ein, All,therefore,that is outside of
lGod is transetory and ephemeral, Hence sin is?Hot-being® !

of
or & negative quantity., All thiﬂéa of grace are more or X

leogs allled with this conception, St.Paul,though he speaks
ﬂof gin as the transgression of Gods love,yet thinks that ﬁ
{8 man is not complete t1l1l he is possessed with the spir- |

'it of christ, So,in that sense,men are in need of eomethngi
} (
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ithey 4o not naturally possess, Thisvlack*orvneed” is also
!

Hence we need elther something to remove the sarme or

gsomething to counteract iis effects, Accordingly sin is

}ﬁhe direct offspring of these needs, The body and its

|
i natural demands are not in themselves evil,it is now as~

) sunmed,vet they are the gource of sin,

The trouble with such a view &@ this is that it in-
troduces & duality, The theory of Origin is nothing more
or less than the outgrowth of the old Manichaean 1idea
ithat matter is evil, Even with the system of grace,in
[which it is assumed that something ies added from without,
we s8till have the dualism ﬁetween matter and spirit, Hence
1sin is necessary a0 long as we are incumbered with matter,
' When the sensuous nature is viewed as belng the cause we
istill have the same fundamental conception, The sensual
is due to the flesh or matter,hence matter is evil, This
not only destroys monism, dbut at the same time 1% makes
null our basis for morality, We do not usually attribhute
sin to animals yet they have the same matterythe pame senw
suous naturejand we might add,the same need of grace, In
order to have life at all;ln the ordinary sense ¢f that
fterm;flesh and nature are necesnsary, These are not neg-
'ative quantities but real oonditions of existence, I they

are the causes of sin we ars forced to attribute gin to

e pr—

1 viewed ;n another light, The sensual nature ls a oumbrancef

4
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God himself,who thus conditloned our existence.

Another theory of cin paralell to the one we just

- -

i
mentioned is that advanced by Leibvnitz. In this "Creatur-

ly limitation® is the cause of pin, This limitation way
be viewed as A limitation of experience or a limitation !
of knowledge, In the former case the thought is that new |

! experiences may bring new conditions of which we are ig-~

4

)
i
! norant, Hence we fall into sin before we are aware, In 1
the latter case the lack of foresight is viewed ag the ]
cause of much evil, If we could only have @& broad and cam«i
prehensive view of the world,so that we might know the |
real conditions and results of all things we would do

| away with sin. God must come down and reveal himself and .
jgive us light, Whemse we have that perfect revelation; "
:when we thoroughly know what is the infinite good,then we )

will be far on our jJjourney towards sinlessness.

All this is beautiful sentiment dut it is rather de-~

vold of meaning. The wise man is not always the saint, ;

Often we £ind him a pretty thorough going reprobate, Ohrisp-

e =

 1anity after all 1s not an intellecotual process, The ig-

g

1

noramis in his shhere may be ag good as the wise man in

m—— -

his, When we speak of creaturely limitations as the cause

of sin we simply have the old problem in e new form, Flesh|
i

be ovil, And we are dack again in the old duality, Huﬁan K

and matter are nothing vut limitations, Hence matter must

-
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«Life is not possible without thene limitations. Hence we |
can say with Professor Sheldoni®if ereaturely limitations
of themselves necessitate the faot of ein,it must be con- :
cluded that contimious adherence to righteousness is but f

of the question for a finite agent,?

The shorter catechism defines sin as the want of cona£

"
formity unto,or transgression of the law of God, But when i

L we ask what the law of God is immediately we begin to gro

If we regard Cods law as the Decaldgue or any other form-

ulated set of rules we preclude all thought of advangew

T

jment. A¥® conditions would have been foreseen and & law
i accordingly formilated, This ig not,however,the manner in
which laws are made, Transgressions produce laws, After |

sin has been committed a law 1s formulated against thal

" particular gin, Experience always precludes rules of cone;

duot. Since any two experiences are never exactly the :

1

ST ST

same there is no safe ground for formulating rules con-
i
§eern1ng them, A law can never be anything but a general

jrule. If we say with Stearns that this law is the inherent
f prineiple of numan conduct then we have Kants categorical

1mpérat1ve. And 1t must be sdmitted that there is truth

N

, in such a view,

. The generally accepted modern view is that sin is

TR LTI L= —he aaats)

some form of selfishness, Clarke in his Shetematic Theel- |

ogy gives this the preference, St@%&ens would conside( it &

; - ":'
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in the sense that 1t 18 8 transgreasibn égéinﬁé

selflishness
the divines love, Hermaun Schultz had the same in mind when'
he naid:"sin is the orposition of the will of personality
to the true purpose of God,with 1t that 1s revealed in
ghriet?, In fact this view se~ms to be Biblical. Jesus |
conceived of s8in as a form of selfishness, To him 1t was
Aisharmony w}th Cod,unreason,absurdity, To John aln was
the opgposite of Co4s love and light, Paul also,1in the fin p
al analysis,concelved of sin as opposition to love, :
But we must he on our guard even here, What ie to i

Aetormine selfishness? What is to determine opposition to .

Cods love? 1If thers is to he a gelf if must have certain

rights, Then if the self goes beyond these rights it be-

comnes selfish. And how can it be datermined when the selfl

is beyond its bounds? This naturally calls for rules, So
that in the end we are reduced again to the categorical

imperative. So,then,the way in which the categorical im-

perative 1is concelved of determines the conception of sin
Few have attempted a formal definition, The nearest ap— E
proach to defining this term is %0 sRy that our experience
with Cod 1s a transcendent experience, That is we are not !
able to subdbject it to the categories, It always means more

than we aan express 1ln words, ThisTnygtical experience or

oategorical imperative is always with us; standing in its

own right, Our problem is to give 1t expression in terms j

s e = == = =T T AR
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of the relations 1n whioh ve f1n1 ourselves. 8in,then, 18 |
the failure to ghve this inner experience pronar expres-—
sion, AB our velations are gonstantly changing thepe can
ot be no fixed rules regarding conduct,., Just as truth is
always relative to conditions so ie sin, It ecan not be
determined by saying this 1is love Aand that 1s sin, What

is love in this generation may be sin in the next,depend-

T ST e T T T

ing entirely on oondltions, Just as the athlete is perfect
ly justified,when in training,in appearing with but.a
scant amount of clothing, But if he should persist in ap-

peAring on the street in & *running sit'he would be ein-
ning against comnon decency,., Our transcendent experiénce
remains practically the same, Our relations,however,are

changing., So constantly we must make a readjustment, PFaill-

e

ing in this we sin,

Redsnption,then,is the freeing of man from sin, No
one has ever Yeen dispnsed to doudt this, All the differ-
ent tneorys of atonsment havéﬁ%een due to difference in the

sonception of what redemption means,but to a difference !

ae e ATy

in the conception of sin, It dan readily been seen that
if sin is due to a need or lack on mans part,then this

nsed maet be supnlied, Augustine,if he had formulated a

R s e

theory of atonsement would have said ne doubt,that Christ
was sent to supply this need, Hen neadeﬁto be posgesged

with the spirit of Christ then gin would vanish. Just as

(
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j?aul thought of Christ dwalling in his body .and thua pro—

hiblting sin, If mankind is totally cormupt and humanity
is conceived of after the fashion of the Reallsts,then in
order to have redemption there must be some generiec prin-

ciple to enter in, Christ must be conceived of ag He 1is

PR SR p—

by Erskine in his 1little bhook entitlied the ?Brazen Serp-
ent"{Edinburgh 1831) or as W,P,Dubose,of the University
of the South,thinks the New Testament teaches-~that is

If man is living A life of sin because he is ignorant of

i the real conditions of 1ife then in order to redeem him

in some way reveal himself,

2he Warious theorys of the atonement have been built

up when sin has been coneeived of ag in sgome way & trans-
ngeaaion of law, The first theory te he formulated waq

| that of Auslem,pccording to thie theory Cods honer had
been outraged, Satisfaction must in some way be made be~
'fore man can be redeemed, The only one capable of nmaking

this satisfaction was the God-man,which 1s desus Christ.

ein is a tranagression just as orime is a transgression
of civil law. If man is to be dellivered a penal satief&c-

tion must be made, About the end of the sixteenth century

=2

‘,
wgha
N
2

: He 18 a BSecond Adam entering in and regenerating the flesh

i

he must be supplied with the requisite knowledge, God must

1l

!z

|
|
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' Thin theory was slightly modified by the Schoalastics t111]

|

at the time of Luther and the Reformation it was said that?
"

iy
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- was preserved, This theory with slight modifications has

- indignation against us®,
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grotius,under the influence of Sooinua’orttabéam of the

I

{
theory of Auslem,again modified this theory, God in or- |
der to maintain hig justice must keep his law in tact. 80]
christ was punished ai a penal example and thus justice | :
]

|

come down to us through such men as Jonathan anarda,-moref

recently through Shedd,Dale,Hodge and 0rr., A good example

¥

of this view is found in the Methodist Discipline:®Almigh-
1
ty 8od,Pather of our Lord Jesus Christ,maker of all thingq

judge of all men,ve Rcknowledge and bewail our manifold

gsins and wickmdness,which we Crom time to time,most grev-
iously have committed by thought,w rd and deed,againet
thy Divine Hajesty provoking most justly thy wrath and |

i
A8 a result sin deing conceived of ag a transgres-— ﬂ
I

sion agalnst the divine law of love,the modern ethical q

and subjective theorys have heen Fformulated, These ethi-
ecal theorys niay be charaoterized as Prof,Stevens of Yalse
has characterized the theory of Prof . H.C.S8heldon,as thop~|
oughly ethacized govermentalism, The thought 1is that God ;
in order to maintain his place as the all loving Pather |
must send His son into the world of sinful men, By 60 do—;
ing God 1is true to himself and men have an example of %

infinite love, The subjective theorys while they do not i

renounés an obvligation on Gpds part,place the emphasls onl

———— - n pee e e m_m e e reseieme et e amm

.
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the effect on neny Prof,Stevens explicitly saysi*In what-

ever sense Christ was the Reprasentative of God,so that

i in Him men see the Father,in whatever sense He was the
interpreter and example of the divine feeling towards siny
|

 in thet senss and degree His suffering with and for men

in their sinse has its ground in the vicarious sufferiné

j of the aternal love,"yet the tlought is not God~ward but
3 man-ward, Mem are out of harmony with the Aivine willl and
love, Something must de done to bring them back, The view !
s is ever forward to a goal that is to be reached, The

E Kingdom of God is to be estadblished on this world, So as
i

B.P.Bowne pute it,"The atonement seemn intelligible,only ,

r in connection with a developing moral world,and would ap—
i pear to be inadmiassable in a completely developed moral
‘ order?,

The modern subjective theorys had thelr rise in

Sehlieirmacher, They have grown along with the thought

eridge and Wordsworth have convinced theodogians of the L
faét that Cod is in all activities of 1ife, So 1ike Clem~!
i

; ent of Alexanfiria they have come t0 regard the redemption

£ men as the sducation of the human race under the tule

tion of indwelling Deity,. Salvation ise not a phyaical pro-

e

=xao

. Knowledge 1s no mere speculative insight into the or¥gin

{

i

cens,but an ethical growth through unlon with codjBivine l
H

i

1o,

of the divine immanence. Such men a&s Ghethe, Bismark, Col F

— e pmem v e
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of things, But an ever growing perception of the true oharL
i

acter og Cod4 as revealed in Ghriet, The Kingdom of Heaven
18 like a grain of mustard seed or like leaven hld in t
three measures of meal, ;
what now is the objeotion to all these theorys of
atonement, Prom the point of view the authora have had it

must be admittedd they are correot, And yet redemption e

gomething different from atonement, Redemptaon 18 the 8avs

0

ing men from sin, This im not affected by putting man or |

B b

even some substitute in jail, Even ethical and subjlective
theorys &re powerless unless they in some way deliver men|
If a man is in the*ditconh®,in order to redeem him;he must :
be taken out of his present surroundings and made into an%
honest and respectable cltizen, Even hers the effects of %
the 0l€ 1ife nre not removeds But this cannot de expeotedd
As the 014 mong has it,"the bird with the broken pinion |
never. soarad 60 high again"; A1} that can be hoped for isl

that such & one will be in & more harmonious relation to

his surroundings, If this can be done by gome reapectablef

christian gentleman expressing his love towards the wan

in the *ditoh®,by throwing himself in the md also,then

81l well and good, But the main point te-met is to get

him out of ‘his present conditions,whether by love,kinad

wordg,or by forcible ejection, '
I§ may be obhjected that this would give but sma%l

1l,
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iplaoe to forgivensss of sinsg, If by forgiveness of sins ;
is meant some future state of bliss of eondemnation we :
. are not concerned with such, Redemption applies more par- |
{ ticularly to the present state. At least our bagls of

judgement is only in the present, If gorgiveness of sing i

Sy e,

refers to aome. inner feeling,a consciousness of feilowshiql
with God,then we reply that such feelings &re not the pre-|

| requisites of coming out of ain,but'they‘are invaribvly

i m reme e 7

the aczompyment. The inner consclousness of union with

v

. Cod,f¥bA #% 1s always possible to men, Moreover Qeds at-
titude naver changes, He is our Fathr and we are his sons

ne matter what condition we may be in. The-prodigal was ‘

no lens the son of his father when he was feeding swine

' than when he was at home, All the father cared for was

that the son might be restored to an appreciation of his

love. He was not concerned as to the way in which this

P ——

wag brought about, Whether it was by A perfect sacrifice H
of an he catomb of unblemished beasts or whether 1t was
the sight of the husks on whieh the swine fed,togethe»
with the remembrance of his former home and its good thmng&
mattered little to the father after the son wasp onece agail

safe at home, 1
. The only sense,then,in which redemption 18 the same
gl i for all time is that it it a release froﬁﬁ%onds of sin. |

i 48 8in 19 always relative and vhat is good for one agf is I
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 1sfied with the sacrifice of heasto, They may have felt
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gin for the next,there can be no fixed procaess of redemp=-
tion, The method of redemption rust change as often as |

conditions, Mosen and the prophets may well have been s&t-&

that thoreby thelr sine were forgiven and their hearte
made right with God, But men today would feel that such
things were totally inadequate., They would feel,just as |
the later prophets felt,that there must be something i
other than a mere external rite, In the wmiddle ages,where é
there was much leisure,men felt that they were released |
from sin and redaeened when they renounced genguality and ;
gsecluded themnelvos in some convent, It is not our purpose

here to question their method of redemption. It was adop-

' ted to the age, Many were really performing Gods will by

80 doing,., Bu? this method would be wholly inadequate in
this age. A recluse would’be an incumberance now,~Afit !
éubject for & paupers home,ﬁﬁ thoroughly redzemed man to-
day 14 the head of a family which he governs wisely and
wall, Redemption for .ue must take into oonsideration such
things as; the prohlem of the unemployed,the tenement pro:
blem,pudblio playgrounds for children,the saloon question, -
and a number of other similar questions, A perfect adjueti
ment to all these things constitutes salvation from sim, |

redemption,sanctification and any othsr term we wish %o i

apply to the process, { |

R ro—— s — s s vo—r——— . - N — e s
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Wow that we understand what redemption means, just
i P ré I
whatﬁdoes incarnation play in the process? How does the E

1ife of Christ help us in the interpretation of our trans -

eendent experience with God in terms of the relations in ﬂ

¥
E which we find ourselves? In order to angwer these quest—

]

ions it is necessary to know just what we mean by*incar- |

=

nationt ) |

i

:

==

Fan purposes of definition it 18 necessary te¢ dlvide
the world into the onletogical and the phenomenal, The

various popular names for these philosophical terms are

i

| spirit and matter, God and the world ete, It is neot thus

[

i implied that there is a duallty,but rather that these are

the conditions of our existence, If we should conoeive

oC the great ocean an sending off at vaArious times bub-

J bles possessed with the power of self direction we should
[
t have something of & paralell, Although this illustration
|

i cannot ve carried to far, The bubles in the sense that

F they are composed of water have an onlotogical or spirit-

| val nature, If they are to maintain their free exlstence ;

{
é they muet adjust themselves to éheir surreundings, Care-
f

A lessness on the part of any would result disasterously, A
In this sense they have a phenomenal-~a physical nature, .

Thus in so fa2r as these free exlastent bubbles have the |

the
| ppirit of4ca1m and peaceful ocean, whooe Waves never trans-
j ,

i .
b gress each others rights,they may be sald to incarnat

14,

P
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their infinife progenitor‘ h
from the nature of the case it is readily seen that
exaot knowledge of the onkological is never a certailn
I quangff¥Ftity. We know that we are like Him just as the
bubble ig like the ocean,but as t0 exact emperical knowl-
edge in terms of the phenomenal we are forsver in the
SehS€e Hervent SPencen Was Cerreat (n sayenf that
dark, In thatkccd is unknowable, Irdeed Augustine must
have come to the same conclusion before aGOGpting the :
teachings of the Churoh for he sayai"I had not belicved
glse the church had compelled mev, All that we hope for
i an interpretation of that spark of the infinite whieh

1 wo have in terms of our relations, Anything that gives us |

this ie a revelation,-an incarnation of the spirit of theé
] infinite, After all it is this spirit which we need. Con- |
daitions are constantly changing. ¥o two individuals have
had exactly the pams surroundings, Hence definite laws

and acts wonld count for 1ittle, The love of one individ-
ual can never he emulated by «nother, Bowne expresned but;
1ittle when he gave utterance to the sentence§?Love 1 :

noorly revealed in worde,it 4emands deeds for its true

revelation®, Real revelation is only on the sirde of the

ontological an can never be adequately be expressed by
one individual for anothar nettner in words nor deesds,"We
must work out cur own salvation with fear and trembling®.

Wwhat then do we mean by the incarnation of Jesud

r;...
|

n no wn emesemeen we_, my mvres setsere e L spee e sow —
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Christ? Bowne says:'being in the body meane simply snd
only having a type of experience which is physlecally con-
dltioned, What can this mean? The same author declares
in his ®Studies in Epistomology®that an object minus all
its qualities in nothing, If then the word'physlcal®is

used in the sense of human what have we more than a humani

experience? A being with all the qualities and limitations

of a man cannot hbe according to the profeassoras own defin—:
i1tion anything more than man,Dubose,of the Unlversity of l
the South,contendls that Christ developed just as an or- |
Ainary individual, His humanity was psrfect in every re- j
spect, On the other hand he was divine, This to be sure

forms & contradiction, But it is declared some contra- f
dictions are necessary, So we Ao not try to explain it ?

any more than we attempt to explain how men can be frae é
and yet God foreknow their further chatces. !

If Jesus was divine and Cod dwelt within Him,then |
what became of the'world-groundvduring His earthly life? ]
I1f he vecame at all human,the eternal throne of God must i
have b-en vacatéﬁ for a time, Can it be rfter all,that we!
as finite are thevworld-groundfand are the true sources }
of the infinite? Perhaps then it was only & part of the E
infinite that asoumed the form of flesh, But how is & peTk
gonality able to divide itself thus constituting twO(in-

dependent beings? Even 1f a part of the infinite becane

- = = - = — R —




T

S SR Eel e

= - — e~ —— — g — -

incarnate then the part which became Iincarnate nmust have

h
had a previoun existence, Shall we say then that we all

have had a pravious existence and go on with Plato and

speculate concerning that previous experience? Was Christ

then only & special manifestation of a certain activity

of Cod? Even Bowne admits subordination of some sort,

v

Augustine affirms the activity of the Father,Son and Spir-

it in Heaven during the earthly 1life of the Son. So he

—

must have looked upon Jesus as simply & speoirl agent of
God, Harnacgk,although rather skeptical,on the whole in-
clines to thie type of modalism, HMoreover this is the only

course left to us, Jesus was divine in so far asg he re-

vealed God., In s0o far as He gave perfecl expression to E
the transcendent God in terms of the phenomenal he is theg
captain of our salvation, In 80 far as he perfectly adjus %
ed Himself to His age and its problems,to that extent He ﬁ
15 the crown of our humanity. ?
Superficial thought,however,will still maintain that?
Gods ability to fill time and space with inanimate worlds
and His ability to £i11 our own world with pleasure con-
trivances only shows powsr,s§ill and dbenevolence. Send-
ing prophets and teachers would only cause our love and

sympathy to go out %0 them and not to Cod. God would only

appear ac a beneficent rich man scatieping gifts and pres

D o

ente, But when He sends a son that represents something 1
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;of valua to Him, Nence our love would then éé out to God. 1

A1l this is beautiful sentiment,but when considered ser-

iously impossible consequences follow, To begin with it

s
3

,!sounde very much like full filedged duality,materialiem 1s
aleo very prominent in sueh thinking, If God can give one

order of glfts without much cost,and he has yet another
|
i
it qual substrnce as his disposal, Moreover to the man who

order of glfte more precious to Him,then He must have a

believes in immortality the sending of a Son inte the
l
y £lesh would hot appear to be such a great saerifice, The

absence would only be temporal, Then,tooythe Son would

3
e o e a e e o e e e smsae o

I nee4 such an order of experience in order t0 complete his

education, Boussete of the University of ¢8ttingen has E

therefore remarked that “we no longer hold the belief that

Jasup was absolutely different from ourselves-~He heaven

born and we earth born, He is simply the most perfeet

heing in the progress of development?, i
What then is the redemptive value of incarnationf
How are men gaved from weakness,meannensg,and sin by 1it?
Men are alwaye great imitatoers,much of the parrot nature
in ours. Consequently we need some one to go ahead and
blaze the trail, In this age of automoblles and flying-

machines we need men 1o incorporate the divine spirit,

EPerhaps the time will never come when the power that Araws

us to the highest will be equally distributed among mAn~
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' guide post is always a welcome sight to the weary travelm;
er., But as we are'traveling diferent ways these guide'

posts can only be ef A gaeneral use, The prodvlems of men ﬂ

differ,the one from the other, The surroundinge are neverﬂ

the same for any two, Every one must in some neasure have |

iv
the epirit for himecelf else he will become entirely lost '
in the intricasiaes of 1ife, It can nat be confined to any

particular age or any partieular school, Relegion is al~

ways larger than creed, Schleiermacher saysi'Jesus never
made His school equivalent to His reljglon, Hls pexason t
wan to be accepted in account of his idea and not his ;
idesa an?ocount'of his person,” é
It may be objected that this refers only to a gener-{
al incarnation, And yet 1t haad bsen said that even Jesus
never maintained He was the only mediator-the only one
1n whom His 1dea actualized itself, But what is the pap-
ticular redemptive value found in the lncarnation of Je-

gus Ohrist the Son of God? Was He of redemptive value to

Hig own efe alone or is He of redemptive value to all agef

I
a8 well? He redeemed His age in so far as He went beyond |

the times then they had He was their superior, If His sple

the prophets, In so far as he showed a better spirit for

it of meeknees was better For those partigular surround=

(

ings than the sterner attitude of the prophets why then |

i kind, There will alwgys be a.crying'need for leaders., A

-
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He was their bstter and was nearer God than they, If one
If
'gpirit will serve for all ages; if in the various com-

ings bRat confront us the spirlt which Jesus showed is

the one forever the most general,forever the moést God-

;Like,abd forever the best for giving expression to our

‘transcendent experience in terms of our surroundings,then
h

Jesus 1s the Capbaln of our salvation and has redemptive
?

,value for all ages and all times, It 1s the spirit that
] ’
rquiokeneth, As Horace Bushwell saystVif He is not the law

,Fand the spring of the new spirit of 1life,He is nothing to

?usﬁ. As nany as are lead by the spirit of Cod they are

h .
Vhe sons of Cod, Incarnation means the spirit of God with-

gg’ana redemption is the giving perfect expression to

that spirit, The one supplements the other,

In closing we cannot do better than to quode the
[fords of Schlelermacheri®¥hen in the mutual deleneations
of Hie life I contemplate the sacred image of Him,who has

aen the author of the ﬁobleet that there has vet been in

eligionyit 1s not the purity of his moral teaching,which

t expressed what all men who have come to the conscious-
ness of thelir spiritual nature,have with Him in common,
knd which,nelther from its expression or its beginingican
I

ave greater value,that I admire;and it 1s not the indiv-

?duality of His charactsr,the close union of His high(pow—

plexities of life,and in the various prohlems and surround-
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er with touching gentleness, for evérv noble,simple apirit
must in & special situation display some traces of R greag
: character, All these things are merely human, But the trui?
: divine element 1s the glorious clearnesgs to which the [
great idea He omame to exhibit attained in His soul, This

| 1des was,that all that is finite requires a higher med-
iation to be in accord with the Deity,and that for man '
under the power of the finite and particular,and too read&
to imagine the divine itself in this form,salvation 1s |

only to ve found in redemption®, h




