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with its integuments and muscles, ail conspiring to one end, viz.,
to receive the image and convey it to the brairi-all will follow
as effeet foilows cause, and could flot be different. Yet, no one of
these scientists evèr saw an atom. They do not know their
wight, size> or shape-do not know, indeed, of their actual
existence. lIt is true it is generally believed that they do exist.
This belief arises from the fact that we can take a piece
of? molar miatter and divide it and subdivide it tillit-he pieces
become too srnail to be seen with the naked eye. We then eall
in the aid of the microscope, and continue the subdivision with-
out reaching the end, and wve are compelled by the law of thought
to suppose, that if this subdivision could be carried on
indefinitely, we would finally arrive at particles~ of matter which
would 'ne indivisible. These we eall atoms.

The opinions of learned men vary imateriaily as to atoms and
their constitution. Leibuitz and Faraday suppose them to be
centres of force. Others suppose them to be hard, impenetrable
substances, possessing length, breadth, and thickness, and of
defiaite and uniform shape. IProfessor Clark Maxweil thinks

bat, though their properties are unalterable and theniselves in-
tesutible, they are not 'thard or rigid, but capable of internai

ovemaents." Dr. Chalmers says, thouglih changes may go, on in the
eavens and in the earth, these atons-" the foundation-stones

the material universe -rernain unbroken and un-morn. They
ntinue this day as they were created, perfect in number,
easuire, aud weeight."
Is it not surprising, when so littie is known of atones, and
ins are so widely different as to their constitution, that a
noft Professor Tyndall's experience and learning should make

ne the basis of his argument in support of a theory which is
upset ail our received opinions ? Is it not wonderful that in
e atones of which we know nothîng he should see the
remise and potency of every quality of hife ? ' We have
doubt, Vo arrive at such a resuit, he forsakes the reaine of
bseration and experimeut,," and fails back on the «(picturing
ver eof the mind." H1e must flot be disappointed if others

oose to reject this kind of evidence. Some one has well said,
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