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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
formal presentation of the snme view by Profeszor Lichner of
Germany, who maltes it in fact the foundation thought of his
recent work on Christology. The view is adepted 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
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the very heart of theology at the prezent time. :
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
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