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-It is not for me to refer to what hie wa s to this congre-

gation. That bas been donc alroady, but it is not unfit-

ting that I ahould tako this opportunity of testifying how

a wido commuuity sympathizes with you. Especially can

I apeak as Principal of the University of Queen's Collogo,

at w'boso Trustee Board ho bad sat for many yoars, and

where bis modesty and practical wisdom, bis willingnîess

to serve and ready liherality, had given him a deserved

place of bonour. I knew bim personally, and loved bîm

as a brother. He was a true man ; for he combined the

simplicity of a cbild and the tondernOess and purity of a

WOman with the strongth and courage of a man. He was

a brave man, and 1 considered that bis chief charactOria-

tic, thougb many may flot have thougbt so. Ho wvas

brave witb that rare moral courage that does not despair

wben weaker spirits faint. He was the first man who en-

*Couraged my predecessor to appeal to the Churcb wben

the fortunes of Queon's wvere at their lowest point. He

was the first man iu Toronto te, encourage me iu the.work

*to which 1 camne five years ago. What sbould wo learu

fromn bis death ? This, that goodness, unsolfishuesa,

purity of heart, are the qualities that do most gond in the

world, and that makes the deepest impression upon otherS.

He loved mucb, therofore be was mucb loved. This,

again, that oach of us sbould be inspired wîtb tbe samoe

spirit; s0 we saal best honour bis mnemory, 50 we shall

live nobler lives, so shall we triumnph over doatb."

N Sunday afternoon, January 2 îst, the Rev. Charles

0J Doudiet, of Montreal, conducted the services in Con-

vocation Hall, wben ho dolivored the following able dis-

course:
John XIV. 8.-'ýPhilip saith unte Hini, Lord show us the Father and

it Sufficeth us."

It is well kuuwn that one of the most popular systems of

modemn philosophy is that wbicb denies tho possibîlity

of knowing God as the father of bis cbildren. The per-

sonal God wbo careth for us, wbo hoarotb and answeroth

p rayer. Iu view of this fact we propose to consider

tîriefly tbis accidentai roquost of an apostle to tho Lord

j esus, a request mucb deeper in its meaning than Pbilip

Ihm self bad tbought. -,Show us the Father, and it

Sufficoth us.-
The more we reflect upon it, the more also wo are

strengtbened in the conclusion that this question lays bare

the very foundation stonies of the wbole Christian struc-

ture. If God, as the Father, can ho known, humanity

May find in that sublime knowledge, every sufficiont mno-

tive for its moral dovelopmnent in the direction of ail that

is beautiful and good ;and if God, as the Fatber, cannot

beknown; if tho SupremLe Being is to be a mere abstraction;

if men can think of Hlm only as the ,Unknowable,'

it is bard to see wbat inducemnefts wyill romain that wi11 be

Sufficient to insure the moral well-being and spiritual ad-

vancement of tbe humnan race. Take away the Persoflal

Living God, deny the truth of what Christiafis cal1 His

revolation, and you have a world witbotit hope. In such

a WNorld whore can we find sufficiont motives of cbarlty,

mutual love and solf-denial. lnu cba world 'wben times

of darknoss and affliction comne, wbere shall we look for

consolation and peace?
Our subject divides itself most naturally in two parts.

In the flrstwe will try to show wbat appears to us te in-

3Ufflciency of that pbilosophy which excludes the knowl-

edge of God. Iu the second, the sufflciency of the gospel
5 Ytem, wbich does ot only rest on the assumptlon tbet

God can be known, but preseuts bim to man asth

rather. Finally, we wil1 Idd a few remarks concerning

the central figure of the Christiani systemn, Jesus Christ,

WNho bas revealed the Father unto mon.

We say, tirst, that those systems of philosophy whicb
exclude the knowledge of God, are insufficient for the good

of the human race. By the wrds -The knowledge. of

God,- we include ail that scripture teaches concerning

the Deity. Not only His existence, but His attributes;

not only His general relation to the universe as its

Author and Preserver, but His particular relation to

men as Father, Judge, Law-giver, Avenger and Saviour.

There are atheists, although not many. Their theories

have lived their littie day, grown old, and if not quite

dead, they are not far from it. Finding their position un-

tenable before the attacks of science, reason and revela-

tion, they have practically abandoned it and taken refuge

in a new citadel, called Agnosticism. The Agnostic

does not deny the existence of God; neither does he

affirm it. He owns that hie knows notbing abont it.

He afflrms that you know no more than he does on the

subject, and hie lays down the axiom 'that nothing can

be known of the personality of God.'" This last principle

has had already scores upon scores of books written in

support of it. Some arguments are so ably constructed;

their sophistry is so cleverly veiled under scientific

terras that plain people, that have neyer made a special

study of these subjects, may find themselves utterly

unabletouriravel the tangle, and uneartb thefallacieswhich

bide themselves under bold and often unscrupulous asser-

tion. Therefore we do not wish here to do more than to

present you with an aspect of this whole question which

every intelligent hearer can appreciate. We do not in-

tend to discuss the cause s0 much as the effect. Looking

at the effects of agnosticism on mankind we dlaim it is

'insufficient' for our needs. It is, indeed, applying the ru!es

given by Our Lord, "By their fruits ye shaîl know them.-

We might ho shown a golden powder, highly perfumed,

attractive in every respect, and be urged to use it as an

article of toilet, as a most precious cosmetic. We are

asked wby dozeýns refuse it? Is it not beautiful ? Yes.

But it is deadly. It is a rank poison. Slow it may ho,

but sure. It saps our health; destroys our strength, in-

flicts unspeakable torture. It kilîs. Such a powder ia

agnosticisma to us. We mnay say of it what Alfred' de

Munet, one of the greatest French poots of our age says

hi mself of his atheism. "Wbat have we been working at,

we stupid demolishers, when.we dissected Christ upon bis

altars? Wbat were we goiflg to sow on His beavenly

tomnb, when casting the Holy Dove to the winds, we

sent it bleeding, wbirlirig down eternal siace?

We have made a world according t3o our fancy. It is

grand. It is sublime. But men die in its breath!

Hypocrisy is dead, we believe no more in priests 1But

virtue is dying, for we no longer kuow God!"

We do not wisb to be understood to say, tbat our

modern philosophers knowingly work to kili virtue and,

destroy the bopes of mon. Neither did Voltaire and tbe

mon of bis school, dream that tbey were doing anytbing

destructive to the welfare of bumanity. They tbougbt

tbat their philosopby, like new blood, transfused iu the

veins of a dying main, would renew and regenerate the

world. And thus the best men of the agnostic scbool

prefer to work for the amolioratioti of the world. But

can tbey effect it witb their principle of an unknowable

God? We think not.
If God is unknowable it follows tbat we cannot bave any

certainty that the good we do bn the world will bave any

other reward than the satisfaction it may give us to do it.

Also, tbat tbe evil that we are guilty of will moot wbth

othor punisbment than tbat whicb earth somotirnes affords

us. There are somne mon Wbose broad views and philan-

throi despotismi will lead to gîve largely.of their means,

tim andi 1abor, to relieve the destituto, educate the igno-

ant, raise the fallen, and civilize tbe savage. Sme of

these may have beon agnostiC5. but the immense majority


