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amount of consideration we bestow
upon it ; and it is no dishonour to
Christianity, but the very reverse, to
maintain that, on account of its un-
speakable practical importance to tbe
moral life of bumanity, it is not to be
cast aside witbout a more adequate
conception of that importance than
seemis to be possessed by those wvho
are so ready to ýeject it.

In the paper entitled 'Morality aud
Religion,' iu tlîe February number of
the CANADIAN MONT11LY, the writer
thus briefly defines lus own position :
'tbat morality is a tbing- of natural
growtb ; that it consists essentially of
tlîe exercise of certain just an(l bene-
volent feelings, with tbeir appropriate
outcome in action, towards our fello'v-
beings, and that no system of religion,
past or present, can dlaim to bave in-
vented it, or to be alone capable of
xnaintaining it in vigour.' This delini-
tion leaves out of view altogetber tbe
larger idea of morality as a clîoice
between good and evil, in obedience
to self evident truth. It seems siniply
a statement of the ' evolution tbeory '
of morality, and as sucb is a begging
of the great question at issue between
the ' experiential' and tlîe ' intuitional'
theories, wbich is not likelv to be
settled even by i. Spencer's ' Data of
Etbics.' Into this question, bowever,
it is not the purpose of the preseut
paper to enter', especially as anyone
may see it ably treated in Mr. MUallock's
article in the Niuhcnth, (21311ur, en-
titled ' Atbeistic Metbodism.' But no
one on eitber side of the present dis-
cussion would assert tbat eitber
religion, or any system of religion,
'invented tiiorality.' To do so wuuld
be to honour neither religion nor
morality, and would be as rational as
to speak of sanitary systems as îîîvent-
iug the laws of healtlî. Christ Him-
self made no sucli daim, wlben Hie
appealed to the Jews to jud.ge Hlim
by His words and works. Paul made
no such dlaim for even Moses and the
Prophets when lie spoke of the Gen-
tiles as having ' the law written in

tlîeir bearts.' Lt is assuredly true
that, as Mr. Goldwin Smith bias told
11.1, every religion wortby of the name
' lias been the basis of moral life, and
especially of the moral'life of the comn-
munity; each of tliern af ter its fashion
bas been the supp1 ort of riîgblteousness,
auJd the terror of uîîtrighteousness;'
thiat, eveiî thoughl overlaid and dis-
guised 1w fable, ceremony and priest-
craft,' the ' moral element lias always
been present in everything that could

be called a religious system.' But the
connection between religion and mor-
ality must be, to every tbeist at least,
a far dloser oîîe than that of eîther in-
venting nîorality or enforcing it.
Morality, in its larger sense, as the
choice between good and evil, must
include religion, and religion, as an
influence, rniust be the very source and
well-spring of moral life.

By religion, however, let it be un-

derstood thiat we do not mean theol-
Ogy, Vi7., what inien bave believed or
thoughit or fancied about God, though
undoubtedly the truth or falsehood of
this must materiallv affect the value
of their religion ; but Nve mean the
active priflcil)le whicb binds the sou'
to God, wvbich leads it to look up to
him with love and reverence, and to
draw a portion of lis life into its
own. Nowv, as to the tbeist, God is the
source of ahi life, (a fortiori must lIfe
be the source of moral and spiritual
life. inless tbis be true, we can have
no theisni wbich bas any practical in-
terest or bearinog on buman life at all.
And so, throughi ail degrees, from- al-
miost total dar-kness to the perfect
hgblt, we mnay trace

'The rnystery diuily undierstocdi
Thiat love of Gsi je liove of gond.
And chiefiy. its, divinlest trace,
In Hirn of Nazareth's holy face
r1'at to bu saved is oîîly tiim,
Salvation froni our selfishnesei
1'ro)m more than elemnental tire
TIhe soul's nnsatisfied desire,
Froin sin iteif, and not the pain
'1'hat warns us of its chafing chain.'

But the Chiristian tbeist lias no need

to go far to, discover the connectIO11
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