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douht that Ho cati huai even thiî antigry tenupoat iuto catin, and constrain its
fiercest waves to oivn Hi& prosoîxce and obey His voice."

Thon, after speaking of tho Ritualistic coutroversy, se fiercely raging in England
at prosont, ho tUs refera to Dr. Tyndall's address beforo the Britishx Association:

"The late meeting of thxi Britiali Association affordod, perliaps, the miost re-
markable illustration of the extent to which soino leaders of the scientifie world
are prepared to carry thoir speculations, the more striking because it is not eay te
sec how tîxoir attack upon the popular tlieology liad butin provoked, or, indeed,
liow its introduction on tho platfornx of a scientific associationî was tu be justitied.
Science lias not of late, at least, liad any reason t') conîplain of the treatmnent it
has r ceived frouut the religijous world ; and as, on the one hand, there is ne new
Iposition whieli it lias tatkeni up'and finds necess.iry to vindicate againast the attacks
of a narrow dogînatismn, neither, on theo other liand, dloes it profess tu have learned

=Iany new trutli whose bearings on questiona of tliei'ltàgy it was îiocessary te ex-
Pound. Guesses wlîich lîardly claini even to be tiieuries, stidl les preteîîd to rest
on establiglied facts, and ini venturiîîg on which Dr. Tyndaîll hitaseif tolls us that
lie crosses " the boundary of the experiîuîental evidence," tire ail that the Presi-
dent of thei British Associtieî liad tu offer for the solution of those mysturies of
being te hizli lie referred ; yet, ini a spirit whichi senarcely seema to be sciejitifie,
lie and lus comupanions ini arms throw out these more conjectures, wluicli, if they
coli1d ho estatblishcdl, w4>1ld uzîderinixie the foundations, nt>t only of religion, but
of nîorality itsolf, anîd tlîey dIo it in a defint and scorîîful tone toivards aIl1 who,
niay veunture to criticize tlîem, wlicl shiows tlîat phîilosophxera caui diiplay a bitter-
ness as inîtenîse as tlîat wlîich they or0 e fond of clîargiîg agaiîîst theologians.

SCIE'NCE AND THEOLOGY.
It is not, lîowever, with thîe intention of bandyiîig reproaches, whiclî iniglit be

moditied on both aides if the eagerness of the respective disputtanîts did îîot preveîît
tlieni fron îîîaking lue allowance for tlie streng feelings of their opponents, wlîich
dictate expressions often extremely injuidicieus ; stili leas witli the purpose of dis-
cussingr tlie views wlîich Professor TLyndall andl Huxley have pro)pouîîdted. that 1
notice tlieir very able, very cloquent, aîîd very proîîounced addresses. M%,y onîe
object in thîis referoxîce is to suggest thme lessoîî whiclî, as it seints te iue, we have
to learn froxu the attitude these entiint scieutista are takiug towards reliJion.
To their resoluitioui not to allow science to bc lîindered iti bier inîvesti-
gatioui by any barriors whiclhtlîeology inay see lit to set up, or to be debarred froîn
preseîîting the conclusionîs to whicli ber researches and experiments have led, by
the fear of any iîîjury they mighlt possibly do to the supposed interests of religioun,
we have neither riglît nor desire to object. WVe couîplaiîî ouly wlîen they attenmpt
to extend the mIle of science beyond lier own îroper demiesne, and, haviîîg crossed
thîe border whicli divides lier territory frontî tlîat of theology, to thîrow off tlîat
restraint which science imposes upot hier sons, anîd t<) propoîînd ideas for whîich
not a shrcd of evidence is adduced, ini a style whîicli the speakers wouild be the first
to coîîdeni if it were adopted in any field of scientifie enquiry."

Thon, quotiîîg Professor Tyndall's sad and nîost significaxît admissioni ii regard
to thîe unsatisfactoriiiess of lus own tlieory, viz "I have iioticed durîigii yezirs
of self observati i that it is flot inî liours of clearneas and vigour that this doc-
trine coînmends itseîf te îîîy mid ; that in the presence of streuiger and lioaltliier
thouglit it ever disappears, as offériîîg no solution of tlhe înystery iii îvhich we
dwell, and of wluich we forum a part," lie says

" To mue these words are deeply touching, aîîd sigîuificant as thmey are
touchinîg. Tlîey arec01n0 of the imoat reumarkablo testuumonies to the vitality aîid
power of thîe religions instinct ini the hxumnan seul, thîe earnestness withi which
it cries ont after God-the living God-wliiclî it wvould bo possible te
find, or even te desire. They go far to relieve us 'frein the necessity
wlîich wo have been told would bc laid upon thîe Churchi of constructing anew the

îrgtinent for the being of a God, fer tlîey show tlîat God dees wondrously make


