
nature. So soon as the constitution of any procluct of the organic
world has been satisfactorily asceita:nied we look foi-rar witl c'on-
fidence to its artificial preparation." Ros;coe Schorleiiiier, Vol. III,

p)art t, page i o. 1 confess to miucli impatience on reading such a state-
muent. Talk of the arbitrary assuimptions of cclesiastical authority!
TIhere neyer 'vas anything of that sort equal to this scientific pcîey.

It is eniough to justify the clergy of the lîresent day in exclaituing
"Quare frernueruint gentes?' 1' WhIy do the heathen so furiously rage

together and %vhy do thc lîcople imagine a vain tinig ?"' And no
wonder that sorne unhelievers in science l'écl justitied in adding "1le
that dvel1eth in hecaven shial laugh Oienm t scorni the L ord sh.i have

them in derision."

But apart altogether fromîî the opinions of those among us %V'ho are
of a religionis turn of miinci, 1 -cel l)ouncl to maintain that sucb assertions

as the one 1 have quoted fromi Roscoe Schorlemmier are not reasonable.

Tlo ignore the existence of life and the wonderful influence which it

exerts on organic substances is îîot a scientific procceding. Andi it

appears to me to be still more uinscientific to ignore the Auth.r of life

and of the unity andi order of the universe. Is it reasonale, 1 ask,
after baving contemiplated the miyriads of miracles observable ai arouind

us, the wonderful intelligence and power dîsplayed in nature, the

astonisbing phenomena and inexplicable resits which are exhibired

in every department of science, to stop short in our reasoning, shut up

our mental vision and declare that we can ktno% nothing of the Originator

of ail these marvels, because perhaps thieir complete explanation does

not lie ready to our hands. 'l'o me the wonder is that men are forth-

coming s0 trained or school bound as to be able to put fetters on their

reasoning faculties just at this point. No doubt there are limits to the

ubowers of the humant intellect, but I do not sec why wve should stol)
short of these limits. 'lhey have been deinied h)y Emmiiianuel Kant in

bis treatise on pure reason, but that did not prevent L.iebig and othier3 froni

thinking and writing of an unfathornable wisdonm 'l'le philosopher

who has attained to the bighest sumumit of moral wisdom, is lie who, if

lie use bis mind aright, bas the tlearest perception of the limits of

human knowledge, and yet the niost earnest desire for the lifting of

the veil that separates himi from the unseen.


