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which the scien ific niethod can prove
to be true, and that which it can de-
mion-tiate to be false, amongst the
viewrs, opinions, doctrines, and state-
nients which in the present state of
knowiedge arc not within the pale of
scit'ice, we must necessarily place
ninny religious views and beliefs Let
thib point be made quite clear. 1 do
flot for one moment say that religlous
viewvs and beliefs cannot bc- either
provcti to be true or denionstrated to
be fa],,-. I say that many of themn can-
flot b,: proved to be true or demon-
strated to be false by the -cientific
nxeîlod. The scientific method fails
to touch themn either one way or the
other; they are outside its jurisdiction.

How then, you will say, can there
be any confiict between science and re-
ligion ? I do flot admit that there can
be, and my reasons for saying so will,
1 trust, be apparent presently. The
only confiicts that have ever arisen, or
can ever arise, between science and re-
ligion, so-called, are when either has
stepped out of its true province.
\Vhen religion bas stepped out of its
province and meddled with science, as
when it was made an attic'e of creed
that the earth wvas imin. oývable, or
iyhen, in the name or religion, it was
contended that there were no antipo-
des, or that the sun and moon stood
still, it entered upon ground where de-
monstration from observed facts suffices
to pîove the proposition false. And
when science, in the mouth of one of
hier ungentle followers, prcclaimed that
Christianity was a scourge which had
destrcyed three civilizations, the state-
ment siniply proved that a man trained
in science mnay sometimes be very un-
scientific.

Even now there are sincere devout
mnen who, without understanding even
what it means, will dispute the truth of
the Survival of the Fittest ; yet these
samne men would not question the
truth of the multiplication table. The
survival of the fittest may be very dis-
agreeable to the unfit. That ten tirnes
ten roake ioo niay be very unsatisfac-

tory to 4'he man who cannot earn more
than ten shillings a week ; but both
are true nevertheless,

It wrs iri an age thus unscientific,
uncritical, unaccustomned to testing
truth, that the Christian Church arose.
What wonder that around the simple
gospel preached by Jesus and Mis dis-
ciples there grew up a vast accretion of
human error. The people around Him
lo,)ked for signs and wonders, and
were rebuked by Him, in unmistakable
terms. Few years elapsed before we
find the Apostlec Faul contending with
J udaising reachers, to whomn he gave
place, no not for an hour. And in
spite of the astonishing energy of his
efforts to brirg back into spiritual lines
the gross materializîng tendencies of
the time, error grew apace. Ecclesi.
aetical systems arose ; greed of power
and pride of place crept in.

Men of great intellect, men of real
devotion, too> sought to glorify God
by wisdomn of their own. They trans-
lated into formai propositions the Ori-
ental metaphors of Paul, and buried
the pure Gospel under a heap of tra-
dition, haîf Jewish, haîf s*cholastic.
Then arose the bitter controversies of
the third and fourth centuries. Coun-
cils of bishops anathemnatised one an-
other. They altered the Canon of
Scripture to fit their preconceived pur-
pose, accepting one epistle and reject-
ing another according as it suited their
notions of what ought to be orthodox.
Ilistoric accuracy was of little or no
account : the test of genuineness was
whether the contents squared with
their own narrow opinions. Casuistry
and worldliness advanced hand in
hand. Such a sickening exhibition of
envy, malice, hatred, and ail unchari-
tableness, as is presented by the rival
Councils in the fourth century bas
rarely been equalled. And out of it
aIl came the system of ecclesiastical
domination; the formai adoption of
the orthodox creeds ; the supremacy
of the cîerical order. Already in the
fourth century the simple teaching of
jesus was well nigh forgotten and out


