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could beget faith in the Jays of Abrabam, surcly we may
safely say that in 1 - aincteenth century, when science
has begun to show how wonderful is the order of nature,
to establish this would be to do away with apologetics,
and rid the world of Agnosticism.  Supposing that he
does not actually snhow that the laws o the two worlds
arc identical. What then is the result?  Is it failure?
I8t ds, it is a failure greater than most successes. My
Drummond proposes to himsclf three objects in writing
this bool:. Hec wishes to satusfy the scientific demand of
the age, to give greater clearness 19 religion practically,
a »d to make religion rest on nature as well as on author-
ity. ‘o accomplish all that he attempts to do, would be
indced to satisfy the scientific demand of the age.  But
what he does actually accomplish, only falls short of this;
for unquestionably he cstablishes an analogy, between
the phenomena of the natural and spiritual worlds, which
almost precludes the idea of thewr having had difierent
authors,

Fhe simmificance of lus method and its results can
hardly be appreaiated unless we bear carcfully in nind, the
methodemployed by the greater part of popularapologetic
intciature up to tus time.  Its method, as we have shown
wits to reconcle rehgron and science, by showing that
their spheres ae mutually exclusive and the results were
essentially of a negative character. So that science and
revelation, our two methods of getting at a knowledge of
God. mstead of bang alhies hivee come to be hittle short
of encmies ; heace the shyness of religion in listening 1o
sucnce, and the scareely disgused comtempt of science
for a rcligion resting solely on authority.  Mr. Drum-
mond has at least peremptorily denounced this terrible
wistahe and let us be grateful to lum for i ile has at.
tampted a recondiliation by showing the close analogy
between the laws pervading both spheres.  1e has given
Apolugetics an impulse in the right direction and one 1t
must and can keep if religion be truc. How far the lack
of faith in our day may be traced ta this divorce Letween
rcligion and scicnce, which certainly exists in the popular
wind, and how much vur faith may gain in camestness
and depth by dwelling on the power of God as disclosed
in the works of nature, as we dwell on His will as dis-
dused in Ravelation, it is impussible to caleulate. The
eaistence of this analgn between things spiritual and
things temporal, the knowledyge that = the invisible things
of Gad fram the creation af the world are clearly seen,
being understood by the thiags that are made,” the cer-
tainty that the mysterics of veligion are but the mysteries
of the natural world, has been a very open secret among?
theologians, cver since Christ preachad in parables, and
for that veny reason this book has not struck theologians
as forcibly as it has strudkh many, to ahom these things
have not been so clear.  And there are many who have
no idea that the position of religion in this quarter is <o
strang.

Nu une who has read this book can deny that if the
sole object of the writer had been to give a greater clear-

ness to religion practically, it is well deserving of its pop-
ularity ; and here again the theologian finds nothing
new -at least in the conception of the Christian's life act-
ually being a life subject to the law of spiritual biology.
‘They have known it and have preached it for hundreds of
ycars, but men have not always understood it. The
writer in his clear, crisp style has preached this doctrine
boldly and in a concrete form, which nobody can mis-
understand.  * Until Christ be formed in you ™ has been
to many a very metaphorical expression. Our author
has left no doubt that a great change is necessary,
before the merely-moral man can said be to be possessed
of a lifc which is corforming him to the image of his
Master. And he has given to this hitherto often ridicu-
lous (?) doctrine a scientific raison detre.

A very severe critic in the English Guardran has cen-
sured Mr. Drummond for exalting religion at the expense
of morahty. But when we find that this means that Mr.
Drummond has made religion the basis of truc morality,
instcad of morality the basis of religion (as this captious
critic says it is) we reccive no small comfort, especially
il the thirteenth article which speaks of good works be-
fore justification, occurs to our mind.  We have always
thought that it is the peculiar boast of Christianity that
alone among religious systems, it makes religion the
basis of all truc morality. It is onc of the very corner
stones of our faith and to establish it has been one of the
greatest difficultics with which Christian theology has
had to contend.  The clear distinction which Mr. Dnun-
mond here draws between morality and religion is not
the lcast important result of a book which has been read
with advantage by many, and may be read with advan-
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tage by all
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1 conut tham and they are feven

Seven wlinte stars that alnoe:
Scven white wheeling candles.
Seven white apint tall,
Shod in thcir golden sandals,

Gioxing mild n:oon alar.
Serene in ey xilver o
Rillowa that never fall,
Nor risce, 23 it seems o wmes

Qaly tho stats «pred om,
O'er mista thal are the Eartlea yeam

Tuie the moan’s great heart—
A liaven fasduoard 10 team

This is the reign of pezoe:
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