18?4.] A Review of Dr. Haclgc'sﬂyatematz‘c Theology. 89

Ant, V.—A REVIEW OF DR, HODGES SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE QUES-
TION OF INFANT BAPTIBM AND INFANT BALVA-
TION, IN THE CALVINISTIC BYBTEM.*

§1. OUTLINE AND GENERAL ESTIMATE GF DR. HODGE'S STRTEMA-
TIC TEEOLOGY.
TuE work opens with an Introduetion, which treats of
Method ; Theology; Rationalism ; Mystiecism; the Rule of
TFaith in the Roman Catholic and Protestant view.
The First Part embraces Theology proper; under which are
treated : Qrigin of the iden of God; Theism; Antitheistie
Theories ; Knowledne of God; His Nu.tin'a and Attributes ;
the Trinity ; Dwmmy of Ghust the Holy Spn‘lt the Decree
of God; Creation; Providence; Mirncles; Ancrels
The Second Purtls oceapied with Anthropo]on‘y Man, his
Origin and Nature ; Origin of the Soul; Unity | Y

of the Human
Rnce, Or:glnal State of Man; Ooveuant of Works; the
Fall; Sin; Free Agency.

The Third Part presents Soteriology: the Flan of Salva-
tion; Covennnt of Grace; the Person of Christ; His Medin-
torial Work; Prophetic und Priestly Offices; Satisfuction;
for Whom did Christ Die? Theories of the Atonement;
Christ's Intercession; Kingly Office; Humiliation ; Exalta~
tion; Voeation; Regeneration; Fuith; Justification; Sanctifi-
cation ; the Luw, with a Particular Commentary on each Com-
wandment; the Means of Grace; the Word of God; the

" Saeraments ; Baptism ; the Lord's Supper; Prayer.

The Fourth Part is Eschatology: The State of the Soul
after Death; Resurrection’; Second Advent ;| Concomitonts
of the Second Advent.
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Of the general fullnessand 1ogimﬂ prder of this arran gement-
there can be no question. The discussion of the Divinity of .

Christ ns distinet from the Trinity might perhaps better have
been givern under Soteriology, so ns not to separate the
 Divinity of Clrist’* from the **Person of Christ.” The
wost important defect in the plan is that it does not embrace
o Qistinet and full treatment of- the doctrine concerning the
Church. The omission hag been made for some resson which

~ gatisfies Dr. Hodge. We hope that it means that he propoeses
to give to the Church s monograph on this subject, ane of the
most vitally important and interesting doctrines at all times,
but especinlly in our own dey. We know of no man mare
competent than Dr. Hodge to rebuke, with the effectual
weapons of fuct and logic, the insane pretences of the rompunt
psendo- ecclesiasticism of cur time, wnd the yet insamer radi-
calism, which frightens many into the ecclesiasticism.

The firat thing which strikes us in reading Dr. Hodge's
boolk is the style. Whether we shall accept or reject what he
maintaing may sometimes involve o question, or a pause; but
his simple, lumineus mode of statement rarely leaves us in
any embarragsment ns to what it is on which we are to decide.
The sentences are never involved. The language is o wodsl
of clearness. There is & plain =olid sense, the resolt of @
sound judgment -thoroughly matured, which is delightful
beyond expressien in this day nnd land of fine writing, This,
of course, will expose Dr. Hodge to the charge of shallew-
niess, from those who think that nothing is deep buf what is
unintetigible, and that the.urt of good writing is the art of
putting words to things in the proportion of Falsiafl’s anck to
Fulstaff's bread, and thet the measure of words is like the
mensure of Falstaff’ in the girth. .

Another great feature of Dr. Hodge's book is, its value to
our common Christinnity—nay, in & wide sense, to religion on
that broader definition in which the believing Jew has o com-
mon interest with the Christian. To the gratitude of Jew and
Christinn, Dr, Hodge is entitled by the able vindication of
Revelation sguinst the nssuults which would bring the fuith of
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" Jew and Christian .a.}ike to the dust. To Roniuqll Cotholie and

Protestant, Dr. Hodge comes with a defense of the common
creeds of Christendom ; to Calvinist and Lutheran, with the
able argnment on the distinctive elements of PruFesl;antism and

‘the precious truths ressserted by the original Churches of the

Reformution. Even in its relative isolation as distinctively
Calvinistic, Dr. Hodge's book is invaluable. It is the gauge
of the type of Calvinism which is considered by its ablest
living representatives a8 tenable; s Calvinisw so gentle in
its spirit toward other forma of evangelicul Christisnity, and
so full of the disposition to mitignte its own. harder points, as
to furnish irenicel elements of the most hopefu} kind.

The general mildness, fairness, snd clearness of the Look
are beyond dispute. It trests Polemics in the spirit of Trenies,
for the most part, but with here and there o delightful little
dash of merited sarcosm, a suspicion of ivony, playful con-
tempt for small presumption, and a quiet smile jat the absurd,
which humanizé the argament, and, with those | touches which
make the whole world kin, Lring the author nearer to the
reader. Nor nre theve wunting earnest and eloquent passnges,
which denl with sin in o manner in keeping with its exceeding

. sinfulness, ond with conscious perversions after their evil

deserts. - There is no amiable inanity in the bﬁak. Iy is net
done in water-colors, as some people would think it must be,
because it is not executed with o red-hot pokér on an ocuk-
board. Yet its prevailing choracter is mild, gniet, firm, judi-
cial. If itis often pleading, it is still more| frequently the
decision of a judge, who sums up evidence, interprets the lnw,
and pronounces the senteace. |
The evidences of enormous, yet reflective, lrcuding gvery-
where present thewmselves, reading of the mogt varied kind,
among the best books and she worst books, Tlere is & gather-
ing of honey for stores, and of poisons for the siudy of anti- .
dotes. The range stvatches over the ages, takes in largely the
German theology, and reaches apparently almost to the days
in which the volumes have come from the press, The result
of this anxiety to bring things down to the ‘n‘?ur hns neces-
7 1
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sarily been that some of the latest reading has been hosty and
has involved Dr. Hodge in wistakes. But the Doctor’s greatest
wealkness, in this immensity of reading, is where it might lenst
have been suspected—it is in Culvinistic theology. Ie seems
to have neglected n part of the Calvicistic theologiang of no
inconsiderable number and bulk. On hiz own confession, so
for as his memory can recall, he has failed to huve seen asingle
one of a very large and influential portion of those divines,
so large in fact that for some two ceoturies it is hard to find
one who doea not belong to it. But we nccount for thsr on
the principles of o latent elective affinity. Tike secks only
its iike and helds it. There rise up in history the grim and
grisly features of those old divines who liked election but who
loved reprobation ; who conceived of the humen race as
crented chiefly as fuel for Tophet,~divines who would have
thought nothing of the perdition of a universe or two, and, if
necessary, of throwing thomselves in, if their logic proved
. that it was all for God's greater glory—those inexorable Jonahs
on whom o wilderness of gourds would have been lost in the
attempt to reconcile them to the sparing of Nineveh. If Dr.
Hodge long ago encountered these divines, be quietly tarned
away into his own brighter poth, with other vigions of the
divine glary. e did nont plunge inte the Sahars, in the
posgibility of finding an onsis. Penetrated, ns all his works

show, with the complstest recognition which is possible to Cal-
vinism, that God is love, Calvinism itself is bardly in sharper
contrast with Lmsheranism than, within Celvinism, Dr. Hodge

himself is with Gomarus and his pitiless school. The only

epology which ean be made for that sehool is that which they

constantly make for themselves—thut the logic of the system

is with ther, und that they are with the logic of the system.

‘They did not create the horrors, they only told of them.

The general tone of the book is profoundly devout. Though
Dr. Hodge has moved targely and freely in the living world,
Lis most marked affinities are yet with the old, He saith
““ the old is better.” He has not put enough of the new wine
into the old bottles to rend them—except perhaps in a spot or

14
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two. In apite of recent reading, nnd of the space devoteq to
the callow heresies of the hour, the conception| and prganism
of the book is prevailingly scholastic, of the old Pro.testnnt
type. It is old-fashioned theology in the mainj; zmr],. hkeithe
best old-fushioned theology, it hna the heart| of liviog piety
beating through it. It is not satisfled with |teaching abmft
theology: it teaches theology, it is theology—atrue “tﬁealogz‘a
regenitorum.”  Itas solid judgment and learning will mark it
to scholars as one of the clussics of Calvinistic| Dogmutics, the
nblest work in its specific department in Lnglish literature,
But it is more than this, better than this. | The graces of
Chiristian lifa are not repressed in it, as they have often been
in the zrid formulating of systems. Moliere’s Mock Daoctor
clnimed no mors than that the medical professipn had changed
the place of the beart from the left sidejto the right;
some of the doctors in theclogy have left the pheart out =lte-
gether. But in Dr. Hodge's Body of Divinityithere is o henrt
whose beast is that of the fullest health—nond iyuu can touch
the system nowhere without feeling a pulse. It is a baok for
the wffections, No wan could obtrude himself less in his books
than Dr. Hodge does; yet all the more for this very renson

4o we see the man bimself in his books. His life has boen

shaped vpon the advice of old Sir John Davies:

“Study the best and bighest things that ard
Dut of thyse'f, an humbie thought retnin.

Dr. Hodge's system furnishes a general] Iandmark fqr
Christinn thinking in one of its most influentinl ghapes; it
also furnishes o revelation of the spirit of Cliristian science,
» picture of the Christisn scholar, a winiature of the Chrisf-
tien life. Dr. Hodge constitutes in himself|e distinet evi-
dence of Christianity, and alike in what he writes and what
be is, vindicates the supremuscy of Protestant culture.

§2. INTANTS, INFANT BAPTISM, AND INFANT SALVATION TN THE
- OALVINISTIO BYSTEM.

It is » marked feature in Dr. Hodge's book that it does un-
usual justice to the relative importance of Lutheran theology.



104 A Review of Dr. Hodge's [Jawuvany,

There are but two developed systems in the world that elaim
with any show of probability to be purely Biblical. These
systems wre the Lutheran snd the Culvinistie. They possess
a common basis in their recognition of the same rule of faith;
their profession of the Old COathelic faith as set forth in the
three Grenernl Oreeds; in their ncknowledgment of the doc-
trine of justification by faith and of ite great nssociated doc-
trines; and they have vast interests, great stakes, mighty
bonds of sympathy in common. No two bodies of Christinns
"have more renson for thoroughly understanding ench other
than Calvinists and Lutherans have, and no two parts of
Christendom 2re closer together in some vital respects than
consistent Calviniam and consistent Lutheranism. It s well
- worth their while to compare views.

But Dr. Hodge is not only full in his notices of Latheran
theology—he is nlsa fair. Mistokes he has made, and very
impertant ones ; bub designed misrepresentations he hius never
made. Next to baving Dr. Hodge on one's side is the plea-
sure of having him us an untagonist; for where conscientigus
men must diseuss o subject, who can express the comfort of
honorable, magnanimous denling on both sides—the feeling
that in bnﬁtlmg with each other they are also battling for ench
other, jn that grand warfare whose final issue vnll be what
all good men desire, the estublishment of truth ?

§ d, TUD WESTMINSTER CONFESSION AND ELECT INFANTS,

On various points Dr. Iodge argues apuinst the Lutheran

doctrine, or what he believes to be such, One of these points
is Beptism. On the ‘* necessity ” of Baptism, Dr. Hodge
thinks the Lutheran divines have ¢ goftened down.” On this
point he is mistaken. Qur divines, begi‘nning with Luther and
Melaunchthon, have held, and hoid to this hour, that Baptism
is ordinarily, but not absolutely, necessary., (See Cunserva-
tive Reformation, pp. 427, seq., 557, seq.) In a note (Vol.
T1L. 605), Dr. Hodge snys: “ We are sorry to see that Dr.
EKraath labors te prove that the Westminster Confession
teaches that only a certain part, or some of these, who die in
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infancy are saved ; thia he does by putting his own construc-’

. tion on the langusge of that Confession, We |eun only suy.

that we never saw o Colvinistio theologian who held that doc-
trine. We are not learned enough to venture the assertion
thut no Colvinist ever held it; but if all Calv?nists are Te-
sponsible for what every Calvinist bus ever suid, and all Lu-
therans are responsible for everything Luther jor Latherans

‘have ever said, then Dr. Krnuth, ns well as our=e1ves, W1li

huve n henvy burden to carry.’

We say in ol sincerity that we should prefer ﬂ‘mt Dr. Hodge
should be right on the question here invelved. We wish that
the Westminster Confession could be harmonized with the view,
that all who die in infaney are certainly snveclj We wish we
could be brought even fuirly to doubt that its teushings are ir-
reconciluble with such a view. We should bo glml to have it
shown that it is merely our mistaken construetion of the Con-
fession which is at fault, and that the meaning of its words, on
the principles of correct interpretation, s not \what we have
supposed. But we have seen what Dr. Hodge * never snw.”
We have seen more than one Celvinistic theo]ogmn who does

- bold that doctrine. We humbly and utterly deprecate the

pesition in which Dr. Hodge would seem to mrsxst on putting
us, if we ventare o nssert thut some Calvinists do hold it, us
if it were between him and us a question of suﬂwient learning,
ag if the guestion were, do we know mare ahuut‘ Calvinistic the-
ology than Dr. Hodge does? Dr. Hodge hus gnne over the world
of theological htemture as few men hu,ve. dona. We acknow-

ledge and reveremee in him aone of the grentest and ripest

. gcholars of our sge; bubt Apelles acknowle dgas that o cobibler

muy be authority on o sandal, And what we ghail offer in this
effort to show that we are not mistaken in our judgment of Cal-
vinistic teaching, shall be offered with the desire not fuirly to
offend against the canon: * Ne sutor ultra.”

§4. HOW ARY CONFESSIONE T0 BE INTERPRETED !

We have certainly said nothing to justify the imputation that
we think that every Calvinist iz responsible for what every



PriuLE 143 IUGUITECINeSS, Ve acknowledge that o Church ig to
be judged by its standards, and not by its divines, ns they add
to, take from, or change the standards. The Corfessions of
Churches ought to be guardinns of its liberties ag well ng pro-
tectors of its purity. Bui we cannot Judge a Chureh by its
gtanderds unless we have right modes of interprating the
standards. The standards can neither conssrve the freedom
nor the purity of the Church unless we can settle their true
sense, over agninst the severity which puts into them what thay
do not mean, and the laxity which takes ont of them whas they
do mean. .

Such indeed is the moral force of the utterances of the
authors and representative med of Qhurch Confessions, that

are not willing to apply to Luthersnism. If ;Wu put o sense
on our Confession which Dr. Hodge can prove f;o ble in con-
flict with the views held at the time of ita| framing by its
puthors, and out of harmeny with ‘the otht‘ar p'ﬂarts t?fl ti;e
system, if we shall define words initin a sense in which he
can show its authors did not use them, and in ;W}chh they were
not received by the line of witnesses who are ncknow]ed-ged;o
have been loyal to the faith of the Church, then shall we Justlby
Dr. Hedge in nsserting that we h?.ve reached that sense hy
puiting our own construction on its 1.&11?011&{??6. But,. on the
other hand, if we shall fix, on these principles, a certain sense

- ® Agtor, Part 2, dog. ad Artie, L1II,, p, 261, Ed. Dert.














































































