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superstition which had accumulated
around the religion *(f Jesus Christ;
but flot until Geor. e Fox's day 'vas the
doctrine clearly taught that God "Ibath
neyer left Himself without witnes!:,')
and is, as He always has been waiting
to Ilteachi His people Hlimself. " But
with the ptople rests the decision
svhether they receive or reject Hini.

Our wills are tree in th s malter ; we
are asked to open the door of our
heurts to Him, but the door wil flot be
forced ; we can wander in darkness if
we choose, or we can turn from Ildark
ness to light,' and find for a truth

'that IlHis Word is a lamp unto our
feet and a light unto our inath.«
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Please to note that the question on
which I have been asked to write a
short paper is flot whether a Friend
can be a scientific mnan, but whether a
scientiflc man can be a sincere Friend.
The former query is sufficiently an-
swered by the mere mention of three
ines: John D)alton, Luke H-oward,

Daniel Hack Tuke, ail Friends, ail in-
Idisputably men of science The othtr
Iquestion before us can only be an

swered by inverting for the time being
our point of view, and, starting frorn
the position cf the man of science, en-
quiring whether that position is com-
patible with the acceptance ùf the par-
ticular vievs of Christianty which
distinguish the Fric nds from other
bodies of Christians.

You knowv beforehand what my an-
swer wiUl b-3 Were it flot an affirmative
answer, I should flot stand here to-
day. '1ry to forget for awhile that
foregone conclusion, and follow the
line of thought which I have to put be-
fore you. It may flot be that which
pleases you ; it does flot entirely please

mne. Had my task been the discus-
sion of the other side of the question,
it had been at. once easier and more
congenial.

What then is science? 1 reply that
science is another name for a know-
ledge of facts and their co-ordination,
of truths about nian, and the world in
whîch he lives, tested and established
by experiment; and of the relations
between them;i and c f the natural
laws to, which they conform, so, far as
those relations and laws are discover-
able and verifiable by experiniental
proof, or, in cases where positive ex-
periment is not available, by logical
processes of inference from the ascer-
tained facts.

And the scientitic inan is he who,
admitting as facts onlv those things
the existence of which is thus estab-
lished, and accepting only those rela-
tions and laws which can be eithtr
demonstrated or logically inferred from
the facts, has learned to apply the
same methods and tests wvhich have
led hirn and others to the discovery of
the true and the rtjec:ion of the false.
Th'le truly ïscientific attitude of mind
may be very well expressed by borrow-
ing the apostolic phrase : Prove al
things;- hold fast that which is good.

But between the good and the bad,
between that whicbi is accepted as de-
monstrably true, and that which is re-
jected as demonstrably false, there lies
a vast ocean of ideae, opinions, doc-
trines, views, sta-en nts, to which in
the present state ( knowledge it is
impossible to, apply any satisfactory
scientific test. So far as scientific
mnethods are concerned, they are
neither demonstrably traxe nor de.-on-
strably false. The scientiflc man, as
sucb, bas nothing to do with these
things, save so far as he treats themn as
subjects for research, endtavoring to
discover new nieans of testing them.
Till he is in a position to bring sucb
tests to bear lie has no reason either to
accept themn as true or to condemn
themn as false. His proper attitude is
to doubt them. He bas no right, as a


