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L"" 1in the Spiritual XVorld,"--from whicb we quote-reference was observed to be followed by any visible increase in the learning or logic
Mlade Solfie time ago in your columns. Prof. Drummond says -.- of its subject. Making a inan a bishop, or cntrusting hirn with the

"1Science cannot overthrow faith, but it shakes it. lIs own doctrines, office of minisiering to even the largest Presbyterian congregations, or

gotiide on ature, are so certain, that the truths of religion, resting fo setting him up to lecture to a church cong-ress, really does nlt in the
menOflau/ony, ae efell t be s/na ngely insecu ne. The difficulty, smallest degree augment such titie to respect as his opinions may intrin-

thrfrewhich rmen of science feel about religion is real and inevitable, sically pcssess. And, when such a man presumes on an authority con-
adinI SO far as doubt is a conscientious tribute to the inviolability of ferred upon him for other purposes, to sinf judginent upon matters bis

nature, it i5 entitled to respect." incompetence to deal with which is patent, it is permissible to ignore

Tesentence we have italicized puts the difficulty in a nutshell. The his sacerdotal pretension1ls, adwti ia n ol elamr
~gîan wn asked why hie believes certain things to be so, replies: common, unconsecrated layrnan, that it is not necessary for any man to

8Ic etheBil sy s, or, "Because the Churcb says so." 'Thle occupy himself with problenis of this kind unless hie so choose ;life is
e )it when asked why hie believes certain things to be so, replies by filled full enough by the performance of its ordinary and obvious

'Ving actual demonstration of the verity of wbat hie bolds to be true. duties. But that, if a man elect to becoîne a judge of these grave
O.the0 orinary mind the scientist would appear to have the stronger questions ; stili more, if hie assume the responsibility of attaching praise

o credence. Certainly the theologian should have less cause for or blame to his fellow-men for the conclusions at which tbey arrive
t t th te onward march of science than almost anyone else. The touching tbem, hie will commit a sin more grievous than mnost breaches

ola b elieves that God inispired the Bible and that He made the of the Decalogue, unless bie avoid a lazy reliance upon the information
reord ofnature. Then, surely He would not have made His written that is gathered by prejudice and filtered tbrougb passion, unless hie go

boo 'tultifY His created work? If tbe testimony of the inspired back to the prime sources of knowledge-the facts of nature, and the
Okdid flot bea ouhat Mr. Hughi Miller bas very beautifully cal1- thoughts of those wise men who for generations past have been bier best

~dte"estimony of the Rocks," or, in other words, Nature, then He interpreters." >bY cmtu
cOuld nlot have been the author of both. One or other must be a Strong language, surely 1 Stîngîn eca e aa
forerey But the theologian admits God to have been the author of But we really do not wonder at such an earnest seeker after truth, sucb

fuiîe]tibie and of Nature. Then, why should objection be raised to the a noble master- mid as Mr. Huxley, being goaded into writing such an
esfr and mrost searcbing investigation of one or the other. If both indignant and well merited rebuke to young fledglings in I)ivînity, who

terprt the same hand, then they will flot belie one another. Misin- think because tbey have received ordination they have received eternal
draw, Of hoth may possibly-nay, do occur; inferences may be and unassailable wisdomi and knowiedge.
As pr wrongly or illogically. And that is where the real difficulty arises. In this connection it may be well to listen to wbat a clergyman says.

Il 2of Drninonci very truthfully says :- Rev. W. H. Dallinger, LL.D., F.R.S., F.L.S., a scientîst of more than
,h 0 -1 cle is tired of reconciliations between two things which neyer local repute, said in bis Montreal address

Oudhave been contrasted ; religion is offended by the patronage of "t~orbgetvcto sCrsin-rmtevr aueo

evered.t1 professes not to need ; and the critics bave rigbtly dis- Christian morality-to seek trutb and to receive it, corne from uIience,
Or fue ta, In Mtost cases where science is either pitted against religion andead to where it may. ... If in a searcb for some visible and
tlhe SCP antb 't there is some fatal misconception to begin with as to rational basis for the most ennobling beliefs of our lives, we can make
The an Province of eitbier." congruous and fair deductions from the very deepest trutbs of science,

6% î1oI Posinoa h cets a b arydanfo h it becomes our most elevated duty to do so. The Theologian, as such,

hAirg retoarks made by Professor Huxley in his essay on forfeits ail rîgbt to the ear of science, wben bie dares to usurp dominion
greraAtmts, bbr hedastelgca ocuinta over its facts, its deductions, or even its bypotheses."

gat, beings are autonnata largely and tbat Our free ivill has been A
cIu 5s. curtaiied by tbe law of beredity. Speaking of the logical con- And again, Dr. Dailinger is courageous enougb to affirma the foilowing:

0con f this theory, Prof. Huxley says :- IlI speak from no cursory knowledge wben I say, that foremost
fataîis0 that if the view I have taken did really and logically lead to amongst tbe noblest truth-seekers on this eartb, are the leaders in the
iIat . , materialisiln and atheism, I should profess myself a fatalist, work and thougbt ot science to-day. And can there be any nobler
b eiîst, and atbeist - and I sbould look upon those who, while they work ? Is it not better to foliow truth, thougb it lead to the grave of
rai edse ~dIn MY honesty of purpose and intellectual competency, should Iour hopes, than to be cushioned with lustfui indolence upon the Delilab-
prefera hue and cry against me, as people who by their own admission lap of falsebood? " This coincîdes exactly with Mr. I-uxiey's posi-
thle tred lYing to truth, and whose opinions therefore were unworthy of tion But it must be, borne in mind that l)r. Dallinger is not one
fit 8nallest attenifB asIhv nevue oepano te f those clergymen of wboma we wisb more directly to speak. He is a
teýalst, really hae docaimn to rank myself among fataiists, ma- tborougbly informed, capable, and liberal.minded man. It may be weil
%, de s, or atbeistic philosophers. Not ainong fatalists, for I take the to remember that bie is President of Wesley College, Sheffield, IEngland.

0ltato f flecessity to have a logîcal and not a physical foundation; Those clergymen to whom we wisb to refer more fuily, are weii re-
exist~ nion raterialists, for I am utterly incapable of conceiving the presented by a D)r. Wainwrigbt, the author of a volume cailed "lScien-

a~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~o "c f'lte fteei omdinwiht itr hteitne tific Sophisms "-published by Funk and Wagnalls in their "lStandard
orle Ihn atbeists, for the problema of the ultimate cause of existence is Library " series. Tbis book is filied witb nothing but smart and captious

Pers ees to me to be hopelessly ont of reacb of my poor objections ; attempted, but very*feeble, witticisms ; sarcastic, and very
çei 0 ' 0f ail the senseless babble I have had occasion to read, tbe often illogical, deductions. It is altogether unwortby of attention by

the~~strtinsof those philosophers who undertake to tell us ail about those who desire to discuss scientific questions in a reasonable and sym-
%til g ýure of God woiild be tbe worst if tbey were not surpassed by the pathetic spirit. It smacks of the dabbier in science, wbo, finding its

nOtot >, a rdities ofthe phiiosophers who tr oprove that there trutbs either tosubtie frcomprebiension, ortoo startiing for belief,
Again thereupon înstantly denounces themi as untrue and illogicai. Facts, the

ccg1ýWith fin irnPo.Hxe as netgto nd substantiation of wbich cost Mr. Darwin forty long

, WeI re ae sO few interesting questions which one is, at present, ai years, are dismissed with an airy wave of the hand by our fledgling
outr scetfclyt goatfrasrasnied, nksa curate as unworthy of even a passîng notice. Sucb expressions as:

comnes to an end-without speedily being deafened by "Ail 1 feel justified in affirming is,"Isenorsnfrbeivg,
sp ato Of (the drum ecceisi. Il I should expect to witness," 1I can imagine," I am led to believe,"

14e bIgO hse wbo stretcb and twist and distort every statement "the weight of evîdence would warrant me in beiieving," and like
tehe yS""tissand then sbriek about the atbeistic and materialistic phrases, act as a red rag to Dr. Wainwrigbt and those of bis school of

of iT odern science, hie says: thinking. Suggested as they were by the extreme modesty of sucb men

M~W~nen. ~~une r h crcoso ol, dte beacons as Darwin, Huxley, and Tyndall, they shouid be accepted in the spirit

r4 h any hOy question whîcb any wise maxi can ask himseif, in which tbey were uttered, and not, as tbeyamotawyars
aise n maxi will ask himself, is whether a doctrine is féebie and unwortby excuses for positive assertions. When sinit

fase Consequences wili take care of themselves; at most are dogmatic, they are called impudent, arrogant and defiant. When
14g p Prtan '~ce c an only justify us in testing wîth extra care the reason- th9aemd n eeetate r bsed for iack of courage,

01)21ssfri' which they result." lack of candour, and want of confidence in their own opinions, and ail

1 thful noe quotation from Mr. Huxley will suffice. Its aptfless, other kinds of iniquities. In fact, there is very little hope of the scientist

arîe d peculiar force wil furnish ample excuse for insertion ever satis;fying his theological critic. 0f course it must not be supposed
18.eni o that the scientist is neyer guiity of any offence. If hie is, we may rest

d by tharge a share of this clamour (about logical conclusions) pretty weli assured, that it is ony in retaliatn.BtIdsathtnte
ite1Y th cîergy of one denomination or another, may 1 say . . great majority of cases the scientist is not the bigot, flot the sneeriflg

'Itdi4 't. Y W0uld be well if ecciesiasticai persons wouid reflect that fault.finder, flot the iconociastic critic, but the patient investigator, and

toýwhatever deep-seated graces it may confer, bas neyer been the earnest, conscienitions seeker arter Truth. ALWio 1RA.


