
NATUJLAL LAW AND MORAL FREEDOM.

Ail men do not foliow out their own logic; but if we reg ard thiswod
only as a seene for the manifestation of law, it is difficult to flid any lino of
separation bctween the lowest resuit and tie first cause that produced, it.
The minerai presses closely on the veg-et-abie, the veg,,eta-bie on the animal,
the animal on the instinctive, the instinctive on the intelligent, the intelli-
gent on the moral, the moral on the immortal, the iininortal on the Divine.
But it lias been the great errer of men of science to, look on creation as a
manifestation of but one hiaîf of the iDeity, forgett.ing that le is net only
tho source of law, but of froodoin; and that just in proportion as is
creatures appronch lis tbrone, they too beconie free. We do not flnd this
principle in some fields of creatien: minerai combinations arc wholly with-
eut it; veg,,,etabie erganisms do net possess it, thoughi they form an inter-
mediate Iink bctween tuie foïýces of chemistry and the mevements of life.
The iowest ferms of animal existence are alinost destitute of iL; but as
ereatures advance in the scalo of being, it begins to dawn upon thein, first
in freedom of motion, then in frccdom of choice. We may not be ablo to
demonstrate that the bird, which flics here, and there at its pleasure, and
which choosos its own mate, and tree, and food, is not foiiowing a law as
bliadly as the sulphur and copper which rush into chemical combination, or
the lightning that flics across haif the earth: we may net be able to prove
this; but we believe in the spontaneity we cannot prove. Next cornes
instinct, anether intermediate link between law and liberty-a shackied
intelligence pointing on te, the intellect that is free. And rising above
instinct, there is the teachabieness of domestic animnaIs, tùieir endeavour to
undorstand us, their poiver of yieiding to or rcsisting temptation, their con-
sciousness of having disobeyed,-a1 spcakîng of an imperfeet choico and
wiil, wvhich thoy seem to d1erive from their intorceurse with man. Yet, in
spite of 'ail this, we cannot fail te sec how littie each aninial's welfltre de-
pends on the exorcise of choice. The brute is at b2st an ensiaved creature;
but whon man comes on the scene, ho cornes as the ruler of his own des-
tiny. 11e is net a better and, wiser beast formed te conquer others by %.
Iaw of natural advantage, but thc appointed locir of dominion, which be is
free te keep or lose at his pleasure. Look at the oducated Englishman
and the Australian aboriginai ; the one gaininz more and more brnastery
over this world, the othor almost as helpiess a victim of those laws as the
brutes around him. Nover in natureTs kingdom do we sec this immense
guif between individuais of the same specios; we sec it in man alone,
because ho alone in croation was froe to rise or fail. \Ve need scarceiy say
hew cieseiy this froedom, in working eut his i--%n physical destiny is asseci-
ated with that higher freodom which belongs te the knowledge of' geod and
evii. We conceive that in the creation of man Godl's attribute of freedem.
and earth's law of natural sequence were accuratcly balanced in the fact of
probation. We know the fatal resuit; mnan used his froc will te destroy
bis freedom, ana thrust himseif back by deliberate cheice upon that natural
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