220 : Cur Deus Homo? [Mary, g L e “
which it is occupied in '
: j general way, The investiralion :
8 frg i l
| ﬁgeigé;algn &'ﬂ‘lﬁn, but im. the same time exceedingly s%:?tﬁi?l%nm
and dee, d tF cor;c usion reached by it iy o f)] Negitive ung-.
v to he [(l}] 'L? 1[()m l’mi forms its theme.  The author allows a
. met umole l‘]f?l'ls worl, and considera jt an important con‘--
e 1o_gu,u selence, especially ji fig vipy of the dee
oy el lheb lrim‘z: of the Tm'my'; but he rejects g unsmmg'
_._"cmsu}: i 1c.mghl‘on \’vhlclg It 1ests throughouy, 1t the
buia i croution. - Lichner of e 21 he flf of man
. : ] tourse, as we Ligye
ggc:i ]r::ito{!:lnliglgh;]uesl[ljun the Soteriological design of- I}ler%;;?n,
15 relotio lmhsin as! e only possible menug ol redemptinn m?cr]’
.ule,exclu.:;ive s Iy Mmaintiin, that this is noy (g be viewed ag
oy tgnulnary renson of {he myslery, that there wag
ety fo n“n‘t '€ contrary back of this,and of 4 fur bronzl-
orand 4 u]:)hiuhloufm"m the original iden of humanity itselr, i
] lqu J.l was possibile for the specinl peed crcn’lcd‘
e d its wi{fn»cdy and cure here uynder any such sy.
e, Jom., sul Maller refuses 1o acknowledge any fneces.
Ay, or e Ir ;irnuno&}‘, beynnd_lhe _existence of sin an the
x"ie\vflhe-ullilm?teil:l;d W}Illoclesgézgﬁag;csi oo in bis
coaothat if the first Adaimn Lind not fulﬁzn, :E;:g[&?cr:fl(y]ilg?:tl?;y;
en
not entered into

,_I}D Eecond-Adum io tale Lis place, if sin. [ngd
e warld thé Son of God would nover have
pprortd ave assumed humpg

ine?l:‘:?l?l lll;]wflsl [‘0&) EI{lfl cl:lhe;' view, according (g Miiller, are tq be
Tt in i‘t in tistic Period, purticularly-in (he Wrilings of-
e ﬁr:’t o it Is__n_moug the Schoolmen pf the midd]e t:'mes
Cu'ntet‘bl;l' ca distinetly and formally intg view.  Ansclm of -
¥, 1n his celebrited teast, Cur Deus Homn 9 c;illlllllor
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ityby referring 1he I i
i g Reimation whelly segsi
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Y1Ir is ofientimes considered the chief purpose of Christ's
Incarnation,” saya T'rench ( Efuls. Lect. p. 218,) “ that it made
kis death possible, that it provided him a body in which to'de "
that which merely as God he could net do namely 1o sulfer and
to die; while sonme of the profoundest tenchers of (he past, so
far [rom contempluling the Incarnation in this light, have rather
allirmed that tiie Son of God would equally have taken man’s
nature, though of courze under very different conditions, even if
he had not fallen—that it Iny in the everlnsting purposes of God,
quite irrespective of the fall, that the stem and the stallk of hu-
manily should at length bear its perfect {lower in Him, who
should thus at once be its root and crown.” This passage we
have quated belore, in our notice of the worle from which it is
talcen, as one of significant interest in relation to the greut sub-
jeet to which it refers.

In o later article we huve called attention to o more full and
Tormal presentation of the snme view by Professor Lichner of
Germany, who umlies it in fact the foundation thought of his
recent work on Christology, The view is adopted alsa by Dor-
ner, and has called {orth as we have seen.the direct approbation .
of Schdberlein, in an able recension of Liebner’s waorle publish-
ed o Redter’s Repertorium, Licboer himsell has appeared
again, as we have also seen, in the same Journal, in opposition
to Dr. Thomasius, a distinguished Lutheran divine, who it seems
has entered the ligts with him on the oppesite side.  This moy
gerve Lo show the interest which is taken in the question here
brought into debate, and how intimately related it is felt to be to

the very heart of theology at the prezent time. R b

We find now a new writer on the field, Dr. Julius Miiller,:
the authar of (he widely celebrated treatise on Sin.  His mere
name is suflicient of course lo command aitention and respec

He isnot a man to take up any subject lightly, and what h

writes is sure to carry with it the weight both of extensive leam

ing and profound thought.  This eredit is well sustained by, bi

disserlntion on the subject before us, in two anticles contnined i’

Schneider's Dewische Zeitschrift for October 1850, under tha

tile: “The Question examined, Whether the Son of God

would have become man, il the human race had continued with

out sin.””  "Fhe occasion of the discussion is in lorge pariay
least the work of Professor Licbner. It isnot however a revie
of this in any strict sense, but, addresses iiself to the inquiry with

Ithovgh Iie soetns-oceasionally to Io i

s . O L " i
(;?'?EQUOIIEII in fant by-sot_nc n); the p::lr:;ndﬁ'ci;g[;[;:]ﬂy, ety
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S zE:-] m. \ioc(n!e of (_hc View, setling it in what he
et Acrcssair ¥ connection wig Avugusting’s theory of
rede unswcr.Inn' .tltcr s time, o number of the schoolmen arg
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ud, and Lis school. ¢ Wil (his last his Pelagianizing  antho
o .




222 ' Cur Deus Homo? [Mav,
pology may have some. here somewhat inta play, inclining him
to detract from the weight of gin 1s a determining influence an
(God’s counsela; but the immediate reason he Urges in favor-of
the view is, that the happiness and glory (o which Christ’s soul
hus been predestinated i5 o Divine purpose which in_the order
of dignity gocs before the purpose of sulvation towards other
souls, on which acconut (he Incarnatiun, ug being the necessary
condition of ils realization, canndt in the order of God’s purpo-
¢ on the full-of 'mun absolutely as its cause, Were .
(Liis the case, it would scem (o follow that Christ must be regar-
ded ns a bonwmn oocasionalunt, something -which Duns Scotus
wnkes to be wholly derogatory to tho proper glory of fiis.nature.”
We find the sune view pamestly rointained again by the cele-
Lrated John Wessel, and still also under the same general regard
10 the dignity of Cihrist’s porson, b3 infinitely transcending evett
in his human nuture the worth of all buman beings besides,
With the Reformers of the 16th century the sense of sin was

ses depen
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'wi[htcs)?ig“\:usizbrdfr:lsl they lunsuh the guestion, declare themselves
; s against it.  Still this Las nol-prevente
' - it ill ot-prevenied the Jater
:.l(::;llllolgy ﬂclm{ fooking fuvorably on a view, which is fultcti‘l!l?l
ot ofl'_l]])cil\:ilct ]cspccml_l_\r by the consideration, that the highcqli
et ¢ c'mnolubuorx:c, bllmlgmgl\wll'l it the. grealest exaliation (;f
DI, Gani aarded as depende i}
m, Ct 14 t nedent upon muan’s willul s
perversion, and so on something acei B
Iy 8 sting aceidentul, but i
LA yane 8 ALl i, bt must rest o1 H
Loriginal pare idea of the crention in the Divine mind, or in'oltlll:‘
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Cer }fﬁl{:]g on he essential relation between God and man.”
o e imgstfgatmn hore in hand has 1o do with ils subiu[z] onfy
s.presented on the ground of the tue Bible doctrine of 2 pm}
i 1=

. " :
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f;:;ﬁl}iﬁuyd.' Puntheistic systems, which resobve the wctivity of
love into a metaphysical processof absolute sclf-conccigué

so notive, aud atong with (his the iden of redemption so proini-
nent and strong, that- the question, whether the Son of God
would not have assuned flesh even if man had never fallen,
muay be said to have Lad no pewer even Lo engage their serious
altention. At all events they could have for it but pne answer.
The mystery of the Tricurnntion depends for them on the lrage:*
dy of Sin. If pressed with the difficalty-of upholding the.ub-
solute sovercignty of God's decree they are yeady in fuvor- of
this view to take refuge even in suprafapsarinnisny, and to in-
clude the fall itsell inthe decree as the condition of redemptiot.,
@g Calvin, us we all know, without any sort of gualification or
PBut Luther when necessary lopked ot the malter in
Fven in-hie Larger Catechism he says: “0b
reavit Deus, ut 103 redimeret,” God creoted man
i1 order to his redemplion—a proposition which implies that the
act of creation must have curried in it a provision for that which
malkes redemption necessarys, in other words must have involved
e necessity of sin. A public representative indeed of the oth-
or vimgofl the necessity of e Incarnation, cames hefore us in
this age in the peson of the Lutheran Osiander. But this ad-
vocacy stood connected with what was considered an unsound
theology on the sibject of justification, which eaused it of couwse .
1o have more weight against the view in question thap in its fa- ‘
vor. The case was made still worse for. it, hy ils gaining the
approbation of Fanstus Yoeinus 3 though with bim again the rea-
eott for veceiving it lay in a particular peculiarity of his own sys-
tem which the iypothesis happened 1ofi, rather than in the older

- .

\:i:‘fj]:::iﬁ\i1(‘0:“5;}?{51i'lL'l“SL tlirough th(? speculative thinking of
‘Illoughl' o ;.1111 qu:cs:i‘:,]\nu-' .;)ilblctx uu]‘)‘[fropl-m{_e(l- .m._ilmmscivus athc
e el e SN e “u.u meaning is simply, that man
“which view the entire l:isim‘ym;[?[lll]s: (.h\.q.“-e or. theanthropic, in
so called eternal incarnation of the 1%-:;“!: ° I’:(]:I rcgi.l]mud o o

§ ]::Ji,liilprh"lysmul hlasphewny is here left cniimljr.ml;t bi'-:il'l:ili I["Lélw'
. 1 e i ) g h
Elpmé?l{[(:? }_llll[::‘lll;ltmu'ml to be necessary cici for a nernl :Ir_-\tﬂll_
o ieal mrin ]]n‘ll.u‘l lffc, it is remarded  as flowing ounly from
g t:aslcpof w{:i;hm- ground, ffom an act of the personal God;
el e e lull)y' tzccesszfg/-al. may have must rest \vlmll\;

to revenl itself um}\-[! oA 1!10 disposition of God'slove
those theories of a ° .s_m_:h farm.—5u also no vegard is hadl 1o
e = o ﬁ-'mn l;}fll_qugl'nnl necessity for the Inenrnalion, which
e Ll o aking it (o be the conipletion of God himselr,

. B ¥, as they say, in which the contradictic -
- pretended abstractions, Dei " S
Patgohobany. S -lh,- Jeity and Humianity,is brought toan end
“neter of abeolt SO TR RLIAT tlre mystery indeed the char-
"ll % solute necessity, not for man only bul also for G -
b it coml_llutcl_v destroys in doing so the irue i 5 lor Gud;
-+ lutey and gives us under the ue S o an e “]u'l Lo
3 g 1l e name of an elevnal Divine incaran-

reserve.
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itl ipsm nos ©

~ 180 Bonav aki ‘

e hOrm';lc?’i?nr&\urspminng u_J[' the two different theories saps: * Qui

g0l wlarmue oo ::&13 .';_ll‘erl pracpmmpx]us sit difficile esi Vit](;l’:? ro Py
alicus est et 4 viris catholicis sustinetar.” pre £o.
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, . Thig ex-
bsurdity of an absolule cunmg[t(a fgsf,  tho Logos
1im‘1i lllft} é‘ the conception lhai_lhel SLDnthl became flesh ;.on.
cludes to G- tion ia tha i : f ihe.
;.the assump ak e e
lmcnm('i .ﬂlc]s‘;;a';;{}cs o rejection of blh_c che l!sggzj ?L'—"m n’ process.
* iden whic he whole cing o . ren the
inity, and resolves the ’ {1 thus against even
Thinily, anc! e hould be on its guard et B =Y .
s i nece shou ith such a view ;& caus,
Cliristian scienc it greement with suc din
‘thing lilke nn ng observe I
- sound of aa.‘-‘{lt]]i’rllkgs- which lias not been suﬁimexﬂ{re N
liDlI,.MU”c‘_IEI‘* of the later German theolﬂié.")’&m cound but the
certrin quariers ransplant not merely ot
: shown to lransplant ne tion to the histori
tion has been he folse ideo in ques oo and
nbstance of the fa has the whole voice
sotual subsian The iden of course has the whale blv sub-
Bible, ” inst it; while it inevitably
field of the inmend acalnst ”-) w N bﬂlh
irit of the New Testar T d that of the creature b
spirit of t s conceplion of God and that of 1 fully into
VAL bemdﬁsrﬁbccg;ng!]of God would in this vx_e\‘v; {-:{1:1 cou?{d not
tho courso of i up 0 1 crtin J's0 could nat b this sither
the cours Teet God 5 and soco < is 0o
e and perfee B lins come to pass is
hava been tiue un absolute which has Since
. e for an abs : 1o Dusa. i
nfler m(é)l;t?“:([li(;tion, than one_eternally C(Ll?lni LUpg‘GB withaut
less o contr Id be ne incarnattan corld in
: re could be iod needed dhe wor
moreover there cor ld follow that God nee inoly. 10
cistence, it would eales it accordingly,
crented existence, ruly be God; he creal ale it at
e might truly . is, he does nol create
ordlor thut he » I reality—that is, he ver
ing himsell into full reality—tha sentiplly freedom o
bring himsel . ‘erenlion implies essentially e in the-
¥ idea of -cre d to be wanting ; in
all, for the hich is here supposed to S of Cod.
: world, which ! . realure o 1
ngmlr‘llst\s;‘(;c\h all sound lhmsml mvn:"; ctl?t}::l g}“ Ifimsc’ and An-
world, ; e the condit 1. -
ame time see the condition d word
he '““SS!‘l“t-S;e“?;uld be right with his impicusly bol
ilest -
gelus
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side of 1he transaction ; in ke sensonamely, that it js @wan ouly
wlio could 1oy traly fulfil- his gy, idea, the sense of: his gwn
nature, withont (e entrance of ‘the Logos in 5 real way ingg (e
organism of his lifp. '

“Here comes ingg consideration (11q Posture of Schlcicrmagl,.
er's theology wigh regord: 10 the poiny in hand. Thomasins
mnkes this g souree in fact of ihie modern furm of ()0 propo-
sition; thut 1] Son of God woulll have beconyg incsmate gyen
if- man hag pas sinnod. By Miiller shows very elendy thay jy
lins 0o ooy i, Sehleiermaclioy’s theory whateve, ceording 1o

“this theory, Gliyig ig the completion of hiumay nature, the spn-
ond slage of pygn’s creatinng ag distinguished. from the firat in
Adam ( Clavbensiohre & 59). The firg creation s imperfeer,
through a wan of full hariony jn (he nature of man Letween
his conscicnee and wiil, g coltsciousness of (3o ot being
arong cnonglh (g mive (e spiril fig Preper supremacy over (a
fesli s in Chyig first this couseiongiuss with g corresponing
POWer appewes iy force; and fyom liim, througlt the actinn

P
6 Luith direereq towards Lim hy big people, it js broughi 1p ¢y.
completing thps (he origing]

e ftself 1o ¢hg race geneially,
seise of our by, lile, ang SCIing il free frony its previgug
mperfection, Creation an redetiprion here: are only diffurent
Puts of one worfs, 7, this view, jt s plain, that theye i no
raom for the question, whetlier the Incarnation woul have been
llecessary if man [y ol sinned.  IPar wha the systen) taleeq
for sin is in (aul o mere nitnial defoct iy (e fitsi fory of may 'y
being itself, whicl, from the first looie forward 1o 1he higher con.
Ml conmplemen and oyl s

sciotstioss of Christ as jtg own noeed

i this tselr gt o regarded of cowse then 43 the only 1.

mal ovrder which ife case allows, Qrjr j, should b Inaging]
“that there miglit have been, necording (o 1))e theory, sucly o pro-
giess of the fjpsy imperfeet Tife of the race s wouly fiot have
been attended winpy that fiwap| cantradiction ang disiurbaneg
which we ngw eXpericnee pndoy the notion of sin, i
gee that in syel, eage there could e gy
of a higher ordor of existence in g single personn) Chist as (e
i means of redemption fyp others, In every view clearly, 1
“sysiem of Selleicrmacher implics that 1he mystery ol the ineqr.
naton is eonditianed by the inpertection of the worlif ag now
stunds, and kngws ng ground beyoud 1his of aside from (|jy on
which (o speai; of jy us hecessary,
. e rome thus to Miiljer’s second article, witl the question
disentungled from all fulse connections, and reduced 1o jig proper

theistic and tnly christian fony), Adwiitting (e exislence of 5
Vok. nn—sva, 1y, 15+
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itions such ns the necessity of God ch-;ccilmt flow from
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complele hi intelligible meaning on lose all
: some nlellig istic ground they lose
il, may have ) lunted to -theistic g h that
ism; but when teansph Tk show of depih _
theism ; bu seeive with o mere ) .
e, and deceive i e i hich they involve
sense and force, and erlnin. twilight fn wh et
only-of the dim uncertain. (v L put it intoa
comes only ‘{‘l“ they cannot satisly it they at Ieﬂﬁsorlz of inward
the lm;}d. nfusion, and that iself is for many a .
siale ol co & . s leind
iafnction.” nof thislcind,
sfsfaction stion then regards properly no CO"C(:.?I;O. but supposes
';Li‘l";lq(ﬁfr;d of the necessity for the I?T?gﬁa oinly,lo e Toimam
as the e 1 cc%i{y 18 reierl
that such ne
the case 1o be,

tis caxy Lo
0 room for the introduction
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another also
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st scheme of christian ) ‘ SR L
B vubtr stll:::)]rics do not exclude er}t.h lG[hSLra Hiagher tie
o Ll“l: l“pc:'csem(mion is ta be Lnkenl ‘Sllt]lp 3(() I{ll]f.‘.l’ ors gonerl
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tho fusk of Tmine ite divection. te lagt hos to o e
I Just 119 oppes lie relation in qu ;
alty, in just the sl substance of the i o
ner versul su ol e
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T s o i ific mode an ] fo
‘ ' o e i B chaustion of mi
hrmg&li mllcc': ‘R’l'?)rd ma-flc flesh in order to the exhm
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ering and death. . of the to th
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Butt usd- r {0 our anthor, is attended w e ot o
e fot foF | stance, that which starts from
"Take fival, lor instance,

man’s soul, apd what room would 4
18 the power (g Drenles threugh (},

~oul he entrange of (e disturbing powe

- iids regards the worf: of Chrigt again, the gof
- Wl not consent, of course to hold
the Priestly office .

Top i A vcume ntelligi
Nt e maton ook not plage af (hy begmning of man’s
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history, but ag o later time ; aip MueL first ripen, apg hnnaniy

E1OW whial it was alyla to do of itself afier the fall, Lofore the

] H - of redemption ap the
dispenser of higher life.  Apg who ean douly

cal theary js ready to add, but thay ) ihis jg
sense of g Apostles, ang parlicuingly of ()5 one amony them,,
who wlong Jiag left ug in hig writings the outline of a genery)
Yiew of the worlg With Chist for jgo centre ™ The mode too
in which we gre hrought tp participate in Chrisgs life, is such g
10 involve in jig Very nalure the SUPpOsition of sin,  No only is
this the case with re enitince, but ajso wigh fuith in the sense af
Paal and Jopp, Suppose no apposition between the natura)
and spiritual, (le World of sense ang the invisihle workld, i -

here be for the idea of fith,
€ one lo embrage 1he other ?
1al room would there be for (he tonception of ihny agency of
the Holy Ghost, which js represented to be nay (e edinm of
Christ’s lifo angd work in the worlj g i

er? But how gan we think of 4

the two worlds in (uestion, the foleriologicn) theory aslcs, with.

I of &in into the Process
of man’s lifg 7 : ’
eriological vigw
Uself simply 10 (e iden of
; 08 though he Prophetical ang Kingly ofliees
were o he rropetly carad for, 2s mome haye pretended 1
the othep theory. "It finds ull woope for poy, these Inst in j
conception of (f1p kingdom or God, which i5 binse
of the full ang destined to gng 4% 4 new ereatipn the glories
of the resurrectior, The three officeg are in tyth suberdinateg
throughoyt (g e idea of redermipiion





















