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(/') UitVcriiij; froiu these ii(»\clisl.s ami (:ssa)-i-its, \ct cImscI\-

allied l<» tliem in their opjjosition to all Llisliticli\c L'hrisliaii

truth, we h.uc a school of scientific thinkers uhobrin;^' to their

task a niiiltif.irioiis il" not accnrati' knouledvie, and who are

essentia'I)' polemic. il rather than sentinuiital We refer m
the small but increasing school of philosophical histoi-ians and

critics who have named their system I'osi l'l\ ism. Amon;^

those who ha\c exerted themselves to trans|)lanl the ideas of

Coinpte into Mnidish soil we niav mention Lewes and Buckle

as represeiitiiiL; the critical historians, and John .Stuart Mill,

Herbert .Spencer and Alex.mder Uain as representiu'.; the

philosophical critics. ThesL' philosophers ma)- mdeed be I'e-

j^arded as simply atheists, but it is impossjljle to overloi)k their

influence <is indic.itin^' the drift of modern speculation in phi-

losophy, which is ever coming;- into contact with thi-oloi^^y, .and

which, under the t^uise of liberal thou_L;ht and philosophical

criticism, is continu.ill)' pressed ujion our attention, 'I'his

l)ositivisni claims to supersede all previous s}-stems of philos.

oph)', to bo the fin.il result and climax of all previous specu-

lations, and to subject every branch of human learning;" and

activit}' to the criticism of its remorseless ])osili\ity. Thor-

out;hl\- materialistic iii its character, it formulates results and

calls them laws ; iK-yond this it discards all kno\vlcd<j[e and

repudiates its [)ossibilit\'. It professes onl)- to know phenom-

ena and lliL-e not full)- --their essential nature and their

ultimate cause are alike unknown and inscrutable. It is a

rigid system of secularism, restricting human thoughts to the

interests of the present life, and accounting all doctrinal reli-

gion superstition. These philosophers sometimes call Chris-

tianity divine, but by this they mean nothing more than that

it is a portion of the great mundane evoL. "du, divine in the

sense that all things arc divine. They exclude from tlie do-

main of possible knowledge the doctrine alike of efficient and

final causes; the idea of God the Creator is by them banished

from the field of science ; Providence is to them an absurd

dogma ; the true conception of history is a thing of cold alge-

braical laws and sequences from which we must exclude all

idea of a divine and ever working purpose. These extreme,

reckless and desperate conclusions are evolved from assumed
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