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THE ASSURDITY 0F AGNOSTICISM.

'l'lie word 4Agtostlcltll ias invented b>' Prof. i1 uxley,
and lias corne tt wide ose. It nicaits literally kniow-
nio'iigness, especîaliy it relation tu nature -ntd the p)ower
that lies hack of it. It is soîlititiles very conveitierit for
tiidides wliii liard îîe cliy argumtent to escap>e by sayitig

titat the';, are agnosticb. ]lti stringe to Say the people wiio
claitii ta lic of titis ( lass profe-ss to know a great deai. Tiiey
are ofîcît ainiong ti- e îiost dc>gîîatic, and havec niticit ta say
about scienîce andc philo ophiy. lth>' geiierally pro ess ta
telieve si) evoltîtioni, wicl mI timir Serîse lmtans rrnatcrîak..îiî

and atiîelsiîî.
'The îîost iîratilielit piltosopiher of titis class is 1 lerliert

Sptencer, wltoiit 1 iarwîîî styled, " ottr great plîlosophier of
evolutioi.- 1 île tells lis titat ill WC know is plienoniena, or
apîpearances, anîd tue power wici is manifested Iii natture
is unknowiî aid tnkiiowable 'l'lits powver lie docs nal cali
(;otl-ie dc liot know wlîat it is. But iiow docs lie kniow
that Sucit a power exists, tînless lie kîîows soîîîething about
it ? le litas bten engagcd for ),cars in wriîing a work on
puhîlosophiy fi several %ohitiies. As plîilosophy iniplies
knowledge o! fact fin caîîîectioîî with t icir causes, 1 ask,
iîow cain tilirc be alîy philosophy In the lîroper Setise, if WC
know nothîiig but appearances, anid tiiese flot expressive of
tc cause or causes titat lie liack of themt e 'lo talk about
phlîîlsophIi tiner stictî conditions is absurul. Agîtosticîsîti
aîîd pliuopt y are tttcrly icoiptll. If Agnosticisîin
be correct tîtere cati be îo sucit tlîing as kntowiedge. TIhiis
inîplies the existence of corresponlmîg reality . but if plitna-
itienia are tnot expressive of tue reahity Iying back of ticm,
tdieu WC have noting wlîiclt caîti ti properly called knowl-
cdgc. I Icre agair. appears tue niosi palpab)le absurdity.
Spencer tells tîs Iît lits Il Firsi Principles ', tllai tue only
grotîîîd on whîiclî a recoticiliation bctwecn science and
religion cati bc based, is tue recognitioni of the tact iliat the
lînweur wiiicl tue utiivcrse mnifet!sts to lis is utterly inscrut-
ible. I lere again is a most glariîig abstirdity. Tihere cati
lie no religiaon in tue trtuc serîse wiîlîout worsliip, but ilîcre
cati lie ato warsiip witiiaut saine kîîowledge or recognlition
of a persoti. %We camînot warship) ait alîstraci and mindless
law af gravitation or clcctricity-iiîere mîust lie a persan.
ltit, .îccardtîîg ta Mir. Spencer, such a conîdition of warshlîi
is ahîsoltitely waîîtiîîg. Mieîn lie picks tilp anr old arrow-
lcacl, or a mtne lîatciîct, or a pmece ai silver coin, lie
rcadily secs tue agency o! mnîd . but wlieî lie looks oui aon
natture and secs îîîdescribaiîly greater mîanifestationîs ai
ttotîglît anîd desigîn, lie says we kttow îatiiag about it.
Tihere ita>' bc aile or tiany gods mît the tmnîverse, btît in
.ticit phlîîlsoîphy. a pcrsuiîal beiiîg is unkiîown ta us, and
lucrt. fore, tîtere cati be no such tlîiîg as religion or îvorshîip.
%Ve know iliat tic religiotns sentinîcaît is a funclanental and
mosi powerfui elenietît in tîmtati nature, but :\gnosticistin
docs tiot rccognize tîtis. WVc sioutld remeniher titat nian
lîelongs ta nature, anci tîtat tue science aîîd pliilosopliy nîust
be esscîîuially defective tîtat ignore tue îîoblest part ai
nature. «rite religiotns senitimtent iii mari finds its itigiest
gratification aîîd devclopmniît in tue worslîip o! a personal
God. I bmw ahssurd aiîy s>steiii o! pîtilosoph> WlîCî. ignores
its!

.Acotrdinig to bucli pli losopiiy tîtere cati lie lia stîci tîuing
as rizht or w~rong, as such, l'atalisni, or îîecessity coîttrois
et er tiiiig. jouît Sttuart MIill, witiiout atly Chtristiant pre-
P'ossessionî, saw titis, and severel> rettked sucli a syetem iii
the followisîg words . -A sicw (i! religion wlticb 1 hold ta
lie proiottndiy iniiiioral-tliat ît is aur dtity to worsbip a
licimig wiiosc mtoral attributes arc a:tirnied tal lie unkîtowable
li% ils, anid to lie pcrhis extreiiiely dilterent froi tîtose
wlm, 1). whc.s'etr IpCakit;g o! our fellow creatures, wce Cali h>
tlle sanie îîaîîî. If, iîîstead et tue glati tilitîg- thtat iiere
e'.istS a1 lictng ii Whîoii IlI cxccllcîices o! Wlîicl tue igilest
liati ît îti çan calîcive té) emîst iii a degrec incoîîceîvable
Io u, 1 axît imi!ornied tlîat tue world is rttled hy a I 'eiîig
wlto%c attrilîtît.es arc intiniite, lent what 11w>' are WC cantiot
learît. nr wliât are tue îîriticiîles ti! I lis goivcrinnt, exrepit
tuai tlite lioglit-u limitait ni%îrahity îvhicî wc are capiable cii
ranccit iiit. ,lous î:ot satio tt,îmî lu- c'îlimce Ille of i, aicl
1 will ilecar Iii fate aîs 1 iiiiy liut %itin I amît toldi thtat I
ittuNi hiclivve tlîîs, anîd afi the s.aie tigile Cali tue Bciîilg b>'
file liantes wiîiciî c.xpîess anîd alflhrni the lîiglicst limuitit
iioralitv, I say I mi latî te:rnis tuai I Wiii nlot. %%'lîaîevcr

illîl'er sîI a 11cii., iiI.aV htave os'er file, thiere is oute tiiî
wlmi 1. lie 11ah1 flot do. lic' lmot c70ilil I tlt t i'r) îj

1 lint." 'l'lie sanie writer say- agamn : Mlby opinion of this
doctrine (that WC cati have no Linoledgc of God) iii wlat.
ever way presented, is, tit it sîînipiy is the miost înorally
perniCiots doctrine now current, anîd tiîc question it
iîîvolves, is beyond ail others Whicli slow engage speculative
mnîds, the decisive one kbetween mioral good and evil for
the C'hristian world.''

T iougli the word Agiiostic mecans iitcrally a know-
nothing or ignurinîuis, titose who take tc naille, dlaini to
know soniething, which 1 (do flot deny. Tl'le qu, *tion
conies III cati we know anytlîîng? We ccrtainily have
positive knowledge of santie thiîîgs, tîotîgh WC niay tnt
albsoliîely conirfelînd theiti We cati Oe certain of the
nature of a tbiîîg or being, while ttie degree of kiiowledge
îîîay bc limitcd. Max: Muller truly writes - Il'lle truc idea
of the intinite is not a negatian nor a modification of any
other idea. 'l'ite finite, on the contrary, is iii reahty tic
limitation or modificationi of the infinite ;nor is it possible,
if WC reason in goad earnest. ta coniceive of the finite in any
other sense, than as the slîadow of the iiîinite We know
tat tîtere is a rniglîty pîower in nature, and so far as this

rnanifests itself We have knowledge of it, and titis power I
cail Gad. In tic nmanifestations I sc mind displayed.
The-se are expressicnls of thouglit, or as I>iaio expresses it,
Il'l'lie world is God's epistie to tnankind. " %Vhcre there
arc law, order and adaptation, dicte itusi be intelligence,
anid titis iniplies thouglit, and ihouplit implies mind aîîd a
tîtinker, and there cannot lie a titinker without pcrsonality.
''lierefore there iS cither a personal Gid or no God. %Ve
know reason, frcc wili and personaiity in ourselves, and
wlîen WC se tîtese nîanifcsted in nature arounid us, WC
intuitively and iogically conclude tîtat thcrc is a great
personal power rit work-that is, a personal Gad.

When we notice lîow credulous Agnastics are, we nued
not Wondcr at their zbsurd reasonings and conclusions. I
give an exaniple of titis in connection with Prof. lluxey.
li-e invcntcd the word 1rotoplasm, which he defined to bc
tlîc physical basis of lueé, aiîd thus to situt out God. 1-1e
adoptcd as a conclusive proof the jchly found at tue depl
sca bottan, whîich he cliristencd Bathibyns. This was
aftcrwards found to be notbiiig but tîte suiphate of lime, and
lie publicly abandoned it at a nieeting of the British Scien.
tific: Association. On lits visit ta Amerîca years ago, he
adduccd il. his lectures as the straîîgest proof of bis Agnostic
evolution, the fossil remains of what lie callcd a horse,
founid iii one of the Western States. Th'is was about the
size of a smiaii fox, wliiclt fad severai tocs, and the process
of evolution wcnt on until it liad but one toc or hoof. Thtis
animal (wbich neyer was a htorse) lost even that ane toc,
and i)erisliCd, for no horses w2re fouind in Amnerica when
the l:iroape.ts came herc. Titis I give as one of many
examlples o! tîte blind credulity of soute meni front whonx
better inigbt bcecxpccted. Iii view oi the evidence on the
subjcct, it is no exaggeration to speak of Agnosîîcism as an
absurdity.

"THE HIGHER CRITIOISM AND THE MONUMENTS."

lv D. MCENZIE. ký "'

Tlhis is otie of Dr, Saycc's mlore recent works. It ('irst
-ilppearcd four ycars ago Ind, îlîough the progress of
discovery iii the departinent with wliich it is concerr.cd lias
bcen exceedingly rapid, is still of great intcrest, worthy the
careful Iperzisal of cvcry intelligent Bible student.

As tue title iniplies, the lîaok deals witb the bearing of
Arct.~ alogical discoverics in the East, an the speculations
advanccd by Radical critics in rcfcrcnce to the literature of
thte ()Id Testament. That Weil known scîtool of critics bas
clone mucit to cast doubt upion tho authcnticity of the Old
TI'stamient narrative. 'l'le purpose of tItis Work is ta Show
tîtat tie records uîicartltcd fron te Uinounids and ruins of
Oriental lands ]eave ito ground for such doubt. Iu lias
i,~tling to do witli the imîportant question oi Inspiration.
It regards the Old Testament as so mucb literature ta be
cxaniiiiied and subjectcd to ordinnry litcrary tests and its
conclusion is tîtat tîte discoveries rcfcrred to establisî thei
subistantial tuîiitiity of tit literaturc. The author
cintertinis great expectatians front discoveries yct to be made.
lie thlttks, lt,îWcver, that surnicienu information lias been
alrcady gained ta justify tue conclusion ta wbiclt lic has conte.

llie nethod adoiltcd uhrouglîout is to miake use of t*.c
disco-veries mîade fin the diffcrent Bible lanîds to confirmi
tr factor of the niarrative clerived front those lands. Fur

inistance if the tîtird c!îapuer it is slîown liowr tîif. discaveries
:11BI ltntti.1 c- tîiisi the iiîl>Il it lctit in tue book
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