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only in virtue of being thie ci-nbodirncnit of thouglît, and of a thoughit
dwclling ini its producer. 'lle scientific investigrator ccrtainly does
not contribute the thoughit whici lie finds in nature frorn his own
m-inO, but just as ccrtainly what lie finds is the cmbodiment of
nothing cisc than a niind. The attitude of the man of science
towards nature is that of an observer not a creator. Lt is truc, that
his owvn mind must supply the nccessary princîples under wvhici hie
vîews the objccts of his study. Kepleri coulId iievcr have d iscovercd
that thc hecavcnly bodies move in elliptical orbits, hiad the idea of
an ellipse not becn alrcady iii his mmid. Thiat flic angles at %vhich
the lcaves of plants grow as they diverge from the stem, thorouglily

and accuratcly express the idea of extreine and inean ratio, could
be disccrncd only by one, who understood wvliat suchi ratio is.
Whilc this is truc, it is equally truc, that unlcss flic objects studied
hiad rcally emnbodicd these ideas, thecy would neyer have disclosed
tliemselves to the searcher after truth. Nature shecvs in lherseif the
objective rcality of hunian thoughits, and so proclaimis that she is
the product of an intelligence whosc thoughts %ve are thus per-
mitted to read. It lias been assertcd tlîat, since the lîuman inid
lias thosc general principles and relations under whichi it views
nature, it rcally constitutes nature, simply reflcctingr into matter its
own intellcctuality, and flot necessarily prcsupposing any objective
fiÎtel ligrence. Tlhis wvould bc on a par withi thc assertion, that, since
a persoiî who observes the architectural principles dlevcbopcd ixn St.
1>aul's Cathedra], iust bring to lus observation a k-nowledge of
tiiese principles, tlierefore lie is siniply bclîolding his own thought
rnirrorcd iii it, and lias nîo nced to suppose a Clîristopher Wren, in
whosc mind these principles first livcd, and wvlo planncd and fashi-
ioned the statcly structure, so tlîat it should gyive cexpression to thcmn.
he attcmpt to evade ain intelligent source of nature, by -assertingç

that its oericsand capacity of being apprceiidcd in tliought,
inay bc the result of chance or la'v, is cithecr to offer an explanation
wvhich explains notlîi1g 0-r 1p takze the word chance or lawv, and
clothe it w'itli divine ai.'. .vs. Thus from the clawn of lighit upon.
creation, and cônitiniuously *vcr sixîce, we hecar another voice from
nature, with incrcasixig plainncss proclainîing, God cxists, a God
of intelligence.

The activity gcncratcd iii thîc mass of creation wvas not mnerely
for the sake of activity, howvever. It liad a rcfcrencc to, and was a


