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I think you wiIl ail agree with me that the one
virtue in a trutb seeker is wbat Carlyle calîs
4 9veracity. " Tbere mxust be no haze iii your
mninds as to what you believe. The idea that
there is sonietbing specially pleasing to God
in obscure thinking is a strange survival of the
inedieval doctrine of "iniplicit faith.- We
dare not have faith in anything but the truth,
and if. we are asked to believe what is shocking
to our reason or our conscience, we must firmly
decline. What we caix verify in our experience
we must believe: what bas no mneaning for us
we must refuse to admit. But I would not
b4ve you tbink I am insisting upon free-
donm to think anythixxg that happens to occur
to us. Truth is not a happy guess: it cornes
only to those wvbo are willing to seek for it,
and to seek for it witb mucb expeuditure of
toit and in the face of niany discouragernents.
Nor, again, does the discovery of trutb mean
that we are to begin de novo, as if no one had
ever thought before. On the contrary, 1
would have ail young truth-seekers ciNtivate a
spirit of reverence for the beliefs wbich have
sustained our forefathers, beliefs wbicb were
the resuit of the sweat and tears of humauity.
Wben tbey bave riseu to tbe level of these, by
bonest toit, they may then hope to see beyond
them. And even then, let tbem remember
that the possession of futter ligbt does not
mean that the past bad no light. At the best,
ail the advance in truth any of us can niake
will only differ in degree from the trutb of the
past; and therefore we should rather in al
cases seek to enter sympathetically into the
ideas of others, than be forward to empliasize
Our real or supposed originality of thought;
indeed, it is only by a catbolic sympathy witb
ail and every belief, even that most divergent
from our own, tbat we can get a fully-rounded
system. In the region of knowledge, as in ail
other regions, we must "die to live "; we
must exercise that charity which " bearetb al
things, believethi ail tbings, hopeth ail things,
endureth ail things."1

But, white we must always be willing to do
full justice to the ideas by wbich others seek
to rationalize life, we must be resolute in hold-
ing fast that whicb is good. We must, indeed,

be sure that what we hoid fast is truth, and
tiot mere prejudices or half-trnths ; but what
we see cleariy and feel intenseiy we miust be
prepared to figlit and il need be to die for.
The utrnost liberality of thoughit is flot incom-
patible with the most tenacious conviction ; on
the contrary, the basis of ail liberalisai iii
things of the mind is the belief that trutb is so
strong in itself that 'no assauits can overcome
it. And this means that the love of truth is
so deepiy-seated in our nature that we have
only to see it, unobscured by the mists of
ignorance and prejudice, to yield ourselves
joyfully to its persuasive influence. Hence 1
shouid advise you, when you are asked to
accept any doctrine whicb is based upon the
supposed unknowability of the true nature of
things, to ask yourselves rather what element
of truth gives it plausibility, than to believe for
a moment that it is a final view of our nature.
Ail knowledge ultimately rests upon faith in
the rationality of the real, and any theory
whicb. exaggerates the imperfection of our
knowledge into au absolute limit is self-con-
demned. Durer, in the picture to wbich 1
have referred, seems to suggest that the only
science whichi was beyond the reacb of doubt
was inathematics. ln bis day, when chemistry
was as yet unliberated from the perverted
industry of the alchemists, and the physical
sciences were still in their infancy, it was
natural to take a gloomy view of the future of
knowledge. For us there is ixot the samne ex-*
cuse. The dreams of the alcbemists have
vanished like sinoke, but in their place we
have the science of chemistry, wbich bas at
least been able to formulate some of the special
laws of the combination of elements; physics
bas developed into a vast body of systematized
trutb; the new science of biology has been
able to detect the process by which ail forms
of life have developed; and the great histori-
cal process of evolution bas shown us how
tbought in ail its changes is the differentiation
and integration of a singie rationai. principle.
None of these sciences could have made a single
step in advance, had they flot, consciously or
unconsciously been ruled by faitb in the intel-
ligibility of the universe, or, iii other words, by


