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. THE SCIENCE OF THEOLOGY.

IN the Homiletic Review for Mny s
B paper f{rom the pen of Rev. Dr.
Charles 8. Deems on the outlook in
theology. The writer tukes the ground
that theology ipa progressive science,
and distinguished from ali other
Bclences by the fact that It Js impossi-
ble to make the slightest advance in
any department of science withont
making a contribution to- tbeclogy.
This is very guod eo far as it goes, but
the eminent writer spoile it all in our
view by the #atement that, *‘Theology
i8 & humnn science, just ap astronomy
is.” “Theology is the formulation by
the human intellect of ull it can learn
of the facts of God.”?

This appears to us a very poor defl-
nition of theology. It is based on the
‘iden of the absence *of present or con-
tinued revelntion, sind almost savors ol
doubt s to past revelation. Thevlogy
ie a divine selence, if anything. It is
tbe saclence o! God, and includes
knowledge of the exlstence, character,
attributes, laws nnd doetrines of God,
our relationabip to Him and gommun-
ion with Him. It 1s written ip scrip-
ture and abundantly attested by human
esperience, that ‘‘man by senrching
canhot find out God.*? [t je only by
Deity mapnifesting Himeel! to man
thst there can be uny true knowledge
of Him. Therefore, theology is not a
bumen but & divlpe science. It is
different in thie eesentinl respect from
astroncmy or any other human sct-
ence.

It is becausr men have tried to form-
ulate theological systems as they would
arrange what is known, or. supposed to
be known, of npatursl phencmena,
that there is B0 mueh confusion, dis-
eension »nd Iack of knowledge, that le,
lack of science, in what i3 called theo-
logy. Revelation from God, it re-
ceived in the splril of faith, produces
knowledge of divine things, Huaman
speculation and research will not do

ip. They leave doubt and uncer-
tainty in the mind snd amount to
Jittle more than guess-work. What
fixed principles there are in the orthe-
dox systems of Lheology huve comne by
divine revelativn, and are tucitly aec-
cepted as such in the cree.is.

Where there is no commumnication
from God to man, or where men repu-
dlate such intercourse, theology doce
not really ind piace. What passes for
*tL is B poor counterfeit and cannot

be properly callad & scjence,
for there is wscAalcely anything
im it that is actuslly known.

It is a matler of oplnion, and opinions
ooncerning It are almost ns various ue

‘ the minds of men, [n the true science
of theology are rules by which Anowi-
edye of divine things can be obtaloed
and cefiainty be estabiished in the
place of theory.

Dr. Deems says ““theology must be a
progreseive eoience.?” That is true but
searcely in the senre in which he views
it. 1f theology Is but & human science,
A& experience govs on and the miod of
mhn enlarges, be can throw away many
idesus that he once held and formothers
in their plume t¢ be repudiated with
further advancement,ar d this he would
call progress, and would be incidental
to the deveiopment of “butsan’’ the-
ology.

But in true theology progress means
aduing, not substituting, [t gives **ine

upen line, é)recept upon precept, here
a lMitle and there s little,”” but does
not rejeot Arst prineiples, As in the
sclence of mathematics new rules are
given with the advencement of the
gtudent, but the fundamental principles
are ever preserved and are nccessary
to the system, 80 ft iz 4p true
tkeology.

This necessilates euntinued revela-
tion, And the world was slways
opposed to that. It is no different to-
uay. Even the teachers of what {s
cailed theology repudiate present re-
velation aud do not believe that God
speaks toe men in the nineteenth
century, though they profess to be-
lieve that He did reveal Himself in
the enrlier ages of the world, While
they tuke this inconsistent ground,
theology willalways be to them an un-
certaln mass of Incongruitles nand
by putheses.

With divine revelatlon there s no
ambiguity. The word of God is truth.
Tne Spirit of God guides julo ail tiuth.
It manifesta that whicb isunpseen. [t
searches all things, Without lte ald
there ean be no true theoiogy, and the
theology which dependsumn n its mani-
festations is not 2 human science,
formulated out of the notions and
opinicns vnd dircoveries of man, but a
divine ecience conslsting of revealed
truths thnt have come and are coming
and wiil continue to come from: Deity
Himself, and are n sure and certain
gulde to divine knowledge. Every
truth developed in human seience har-
menizes with it, and it is tbe test and
touchetone of them all,

By thie the existence, character, at-
tributes, mind and will and purposes
of GQod, and the relationship and du-
ties of man toc Him are made known
to those who receive His word and are
led by bis Bpirit. And they adrvance
in the acierce of theology acconiing to
their growing capacity, their faith,
their diligence and their obedience,
and will ultimnately know Him even as
they are known, and be prepnred io
receive afulpnees of knowledge and be
nepocinted with Him who is tbe primal
source of all sience and all trutg.
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THE NEW CHINESE EXCLUSION BILL

IN the early part of April the House
of Representativer aiL  Washington
peesed by a very Inrge majorlty the
Geary Chlnese exclusion LiIl. In its
provisions this measure was as severe
ag even the old exclusfon methods
ajopted In China in bygone times. It
nbsolutely probhibitse Chinese from en-
tering the United #HStates uander any
conditions except as Jdiplomatie and
consular ofﬂciuﬁ; and their servants.
Even Chlnese who may leave the

of Inland Revenue, such certifieate to
be stamped with tbe wportralt of the
person it purports to ldentify. There
were 8 number of other provieions
equnlly as severe, but those alrendy
touched on, amply illustrate the char-
acter of the measure.

In the Benate n substitute to the
Geary bill was reported from the Com-
mittes on Foreign Relations by Sena-
tor Dolph of Oregon. That measure
virtually provides for the continuation
of existing laws for a period of ten
years longer. Mr. Bqnire of Washing-
ton and Mr. Mitchell of Oregon vigor.
ously oppoeed the substitute measure,
hut the report was ngreed to hy a vote
of forty-three yens to fourteen nays.
The title of the bill was next amended,
making it read: *To prohibit the
coming of Chinees persons into the
United Btatee, * .

A conference with the House wnas
next asked for, and Benators Dolpb,
Davis nud Butler were apdointed con-
fereez on the part of tho Benate, Bteps
were taken by which a conference
between both Houses war héid. On
the 3rd i1 st. the report of this confer-
ence was laid before the Benate, nnd
ufter some discussion was agreed to by
a vote of 80 yensand 16 nays.

On the 4th inst, Mr. QGeary pregented
tlie conference report in the House,
After some Ineflectunl opposition the
re-port was agreed to by a vote of 185
yens to 28 nays. [t meppears that.
the compromise measurs which the
conference agreed on embodles essen-
tia! featuree of both the original
Houre bill and ite Benate substitute.
Judging from what dir. Hitt of 1l})-
nois eeid in opposition, the compromise
mensure retaine the certificate feature
with portrait attached of the Qeary
bill er Chiness now resident in this
country. He aliudes te it as reducing
a human being to the level of a dog
by the tagging aystem.

The objection to existing legisiation
on this question Is that it i8 defective
in identification. When s Chinaman
leaves the United Btates and returns to
bie own cocuntry, ancther takes his
¢ertificate and returns on it 1o this
ocountry, and present provisions are
not adequate to detect the fraud,
Under the portrait aystem of identi-
ticatlon, it seems that the oli defect
can be, toa large extenk, effectually
removed. I[bn future the celestial must
enter entirely on his own cheek and
queue,

BUTLER AND JOHN BULL.

TuE cost of carrylug cut the '.Berlng
Ben arbitrativn treaty Dbetween this
country and Greai Britaipn ns estimnted
by Mr. Bleine, will be about $150,000.
Through the Becretary of the Treasury

United States were prevented from re. | be has fol:wardeu B request for an
turning. The master of a vessel who [appropriation to the above amount, to
would knowingly land & Chinaman on | be expended under the direction of the.
these shores would be subject to a flne | Secretary of Btate, with the approval

of $5000 and fmprisonment for one
year. Citizens aidizg or abetting in
any way to_lintroduce either Chinese
or gersons of Chinese descent were
gubjeot to a tine of $1000 and imprison-
ment for one year. Even (Chinese tour-
iste before entering the United Btates
would be regfjred to obtain permits
from the Becretary of the Trearury,
The bill alsc required Chinese now
repident here to obtrin aertificates of

jdentifieation fromm the (Commiesfoner

of the President, Mr. Blaine urgea
the neceesity of promptness on this
matter, and it I8 expected that Con-
gress will authorize the approprintion
at once, ) 1

In relation to this contruveray two
distinguirhed personages have articles
in the North American Review for
May., They are General Benjamin F.
Butler, and the Marguis of Lorne, The
former In bls treatment of the rubject
speaks lo 0o uncertnin termes, He



