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disagreement with this thinker, Ko ons could wish to have
Grundtvig for an ally who desires to know definitely uhere
he 18, » « « "8 pe does, howsver, nave soms admiration for
lindberg, tho chief dofonder of the “matohless discovery,"
through whose dialectiocal skill "the disaovery took on form,
o » e boveme loas affestod with hiatus, loss matehiless - and
'mz..'a e;maalblo to common sanse.”:V :

But just shat is the supposad cdvantegs of the "n.n.t.oh-

less Gs.scovem;*

Juat as in the precsding paregraph it uvas the
Bible which was to deolde objeatively what is Chrise
tilanity and what is not, ao now it is tho Ghurch
that 1s %0 sorve as tho cortain objeotive recourse.
Hore specifically, it is the living word in the
Church, the confession of faits, and the word in
connootion nith the ssorements 30

On this point Grundivig's theory Las merit: «
« tho Churen eliminates the proving and domone
atrating that voas necessary iu conneotion with the
5Hible becauss it waas somethin: past; whilo the
Church exists as a prosent yeality. 7o demand that
it prove 1ts existonue, says lLindberg guite correct-
ly, 18 swusenaamuka asking a living kan o prove
that ho oxists.

So then the Jhurcl existsji and from tha Church
as sonothing present, as contenporanssus with the
inquirer « = « , ONO WAy learn wiat is esaential to
Uipistianity; for this is what the Church professos.

fuite rights But « ¢ « after it hos boon asssre
tod of the Church that it exists, and that one may
learn from the Shurch what Christianity is, it is
further asserted of this Church, the preassnt Ghurch,
that it is thoe Aspostoldic Chureh, the same Church
waich bas persisted for eighteon centuries. The

18. Flerkegaurd, Postsoript, pe 44.
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predioate: Christian, is thus more than a pressnt

predicates o « « Thus if someone were to say to a man:

prove that you ezisi, the other will answer quite
propexly that the Gomand is nouschsee But if ke

says on the other hand: "I who now exist had an exe

istonce over four hundred yoars ago as essgsntially

the same person,™ tho other man hes & rizht t0 reo=

ply: "loro a proof is negded.”

Thus, says S.K., the issus is brought back to precisely
the same placo where 1% was in the Bidle theoxy. Once again
w3 vill have scholars trylng %o prove tho ?primitive character
of the confoasion Of falith, its identity of moaning every-
vhers ond in every noment through oighteen wsenturies,” whers,
ho adds in a nota, oriticism will stumble on difficulties the
Plble theory never kunew, “"and so again there will ba a nosing
‘about in anolent documents.*® The pressneo of the “iiving
word™ in the Church doesn't solve a sinzls difficulty, he
addse The "living vord” does indeed declars the existence of
the Ghurch, but "tho liviang vord dces not suffice to declare
that the Church has boen iu existence for sightesn ceaturies,
that it is essontially the samns, that it has persiateod in a
wholly unaltered for:, and so forth."™% 5o we are right back
a% thoe approximation=-process which 3.K« ridloculed so roundly
once befors: "the paronthesis is launched, and no ous can say
when it will ond; for 1% is and always reuains an approzimae

tion, and thus has the remarikable property of being abls to
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continue indefinitely o Ed

But befora he leaves the guestion of the Church theoxy,
florkogaard takes time out to hurl tso more opithets at 1t
shich it ie important that we kesp in mind, sinve they cone
stitute tho cornsratons of his attack on epistomology. 'The
first epithet is the word "objective,” whioh ve lave met
befors.

-The Churoh thoory has beon quite sufificlently
preised as belng objective, a word which in our age
is an % i 1e by whioch thinkera and proe
phots imajins ure sayiug scmething big to ons
auothors ¢ & ¢ In relation t0 Jhristianity « « oy
objoctivity is & wosté unfortunate category; he sho
bas an objootive Unristicnity and nouns other, is
[-1} a pagan, for dhristicnity is yraocisely am
affalr of epirit, and so of subjectivity, and so
of inwapdnuss. That the ﬂhwoh@w is objeotive,
I shell not cosk B0 doRdYe » o V-

The seoond epithet, "superstitlious™, ws mass heres for
tho first time; although wo had o presentiment of 1t when,
i attaocking the Bible theory, S.K. introduced the word "fa-
natio” in dosoribing the imvortation of passior Anto a histo-
rio:lly-baced falth.

Freolissly boosuse Grundbvig, as a poet; is tossed
about and stirred tumultuoualy in lmmediate passlion
s« v s g he Doole a n2od « o « %0 have something core
tain to oling to, and so to keep the dialectionl at
a distences But such a neod iz only a oraving for
superstitious security; £or « « « Overy limit that
is intended to kesp the dlalaoiiocnl awuy is o gﬁ%
suparaiition. FPreoissly because Grumdtvig is stile
rad in imwediate passion, ha is no siranger Yo doubis
and temptations. ith respect to thoss, one {indo
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a sihort cul, by depending upon somasthin: magiocals
and so ong has planty of timo to occupy himself
with wordd historye DBubt it is just here that we
have the ocontradiction: with raspect to one's omn
life and its problema, to take refupe in somsthing
magioal, and then to be a0 busily engaped witk the
whole of buwan hiatory. ¥#hen tastes and temptations
assail dlalectlonlly « » » & man will alvays have
enough to 4o with hinself.2?

But, as if these twd epitheta were not onough, J.k. asks
if s far moye drastio omo 1s not in order with respect to
Grundtvig's acoontuation of the scorament of baptism, on the
were performancd of tho »rite, ss a bnaia of faith. In respect
to this notion he asks
' ghether in addition it is not unchristian, rose

pecting one'*as eternal happiness o yest in the ase

surance that ono has besn bupllzed, just as the

Jows appecled to circumoision, and to their being

the childreon of Abrahnu, as the deoisive proof

for the validity of the God-pelationsiiipy, and =0

fo »aat not in a frec spiritual relationship so

God « « =« Dut in on exteranl evant, kecping doubdts

away by mpans of this magic rits of baptisne

This srgumont, 1.9., tke Churoh theory, thus dispensed
with,; our author turzs his attention to the last argument,
the one whichi purports to prove the truth of Christianity
by appealing to the oightesn csaturiea of Chriatian progroesa,
This he gives short shrift. "fho arguwment canunot really bs
$reated in o disloctical mannexr at all, for at the very oute
set it transforms itealf ianto an hypothesis,” ho states. "ind

an hypothesis may becoms wore probeble by meintaining itsalf
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ogainst objeotions for threa thousand years, but it does not
on that acocount becomo an eternmal truth, adeguately dscisive
for one's eternal happiness."2® anyonme who thinks otherwise
could just as easily prove that Iohammedanism is the one
source of truth, he adds.
The guarantes of the eighteen centuries, ths cire

cunmstance that Christianity has interponotrated

all the velutions of life, haa tranoformed the

worlid, and so forth - all this assurance is nothing

but a degeptive sunare in whick tho resolving and

choosing subjeot is hold ocaptive, Jost in the uwile

Gornesa or the parsnthiesis. Sightesn gonturies have

oo greater domonstrative fores than a single day,

in relation to an eternal truth which is to deoclde

oy otornal happinoss., But the eightosn ceaturies,

and all tie oountless tuings uhloh Ln that connege

ticn may be narrated and assertaed and repeated,

have aontrariviss & powar %o d;l.atggot. the mind,

and serve that purpose admirablye.
The wvery faot thet faith can be supported by argumeats as
"slonder as toothpioks," such as this ons, only proves that
- faith has bocoms passionless in our geaneration, Lo states,
This particular argunent can only beé alateld in & rhetorical
form. True eloguence would hesitute to usa such an argument;
ke continues: “perhaps this is the rsuson it is so often
heard.” The specker uho uses it doean't try tc convince; he
tries to inpress, yoa, to intimldate his hearer by confron-
t%ing him with the hosts of past gensrations:

"oy dare you to bo so insolant as to deny &he
truth? Dare you roally imaging that you are in poe

soseion of the truth, and thet the clghteen centue
ries, the insumerablc gonerations of mon, miliions
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upon millions, have lived thoir lives in errox? O
wroetohad osolitary man, 4o you dars thus to plunge
all these muny millions, all mankind indecd, into
destruction? Bohold, thoy arise from thelr graves,
thoy pass as in roviow before my thought, theso go-
nerations upon generutions of believers, vhose

minfs found yest in the truth of Christianity. :
Theiy glances condlemn you, O insclent rebel, until
the sopuration of the judgment day snatches you
from their sight, hocauss you were weighed and
found wunting, wore throun into the outeyr Garimess,
far fron oternal bliss, otc., otcs"” Behind the tree
endous barrage of the many millions the conardly
spoakor somotimez trembles in his boots whon he
uses tho argumont, bocauss he dimly fosls Shat
there 18 & contradiction in his wWhole proCAGUrse. k

aud there io indeed a contradiction herb. “All Gho proe
pose in this manzer $0 glve the individuanl o rhetorical push
into Christianiiy, or perhaps even to hely hixm by cdminister=
inz = beading, all those ape deceivers."S® Por if a man boe
gomeg & Uhrishlan, 74t will be a natter of indifference whe-
ther bs haes the sightecn eanﬁu.ﬁ.as for hin oy azsiast him."

But in the f£finel anslysis, such a speaker ganuct do the
sinner miuoh harMe .

Such & rietorical shewsr=bath from the beight of
oightecn centwries is very stimulating. The spoa-
ker perforis a servios, if not procisoly iu the way
intendad, by separating tho subject out for hime
aolf ageinet other nen - ah, and this la a great
sorvios, for only a vary few are able to do tids
for thomsolvoBe » « o The 9ightesn centuriss ouzht
precisely to inspire fears 4s a proof they are
in the moment of deoision worth precisely nothing
to the individual subjeot; but as fear-insplring

they are szcelient., The only quastion is
ghother the rhwtorioian will sucesgd in gotiing the
poor sinner under the showor-bath.dd
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