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teach the proletariat their proper place
in the world, but that beyorid tis, it
had no special significance, and that a
mian wvho wvas merety regardful of self
would find it to his interest to observe
it, altogether aside from the elenient of
superstition wivhch had clung to it froni
olden tunes. Indeed, they were willing
to go further than this and to grant
that Moses did knowi something afrer
ail, that there îuust have been sortie
great wisdoin possessed by himr which
wvas Jost to us, and that to obseeve this
niorality, tounded by the I-ebrew pro.
pleas, developed in Jewish history and
vivified by the if e andi examiple of
j esus, ivas in itself an object worthy of
our niost earnest endeavors, forgetting
that the veniest selfihineFs wvould lead
to the saie conclusions,. This thought,
a% 1 understand it, is the underlying
ptinciple of the so-called ethîcal school,
a sehool which lias existed in ail coun-
tries, in some forru or otlier, under a
great variety of trames, and whose
adlitrents h.ýve beeni able to point wvith
consîderable satisfaction to sonie texts
in the Christian and l-ebrew scriptures
for much of their authority. Aphorisns
without number have been invented
by this school ; such, f.,r instatnce, as:

l« 'The wori is niv cotittrv * to do riglit,
fil religkan."

"Tiiere is ilo religion so givai ais thie

mCoii le as olle %w11 loves bis f'oilowv-
tne',."

and a host of others.
'l'ie new unbelief. if I m-ay cail it

such, the fonm of unbelîef wvhich calls
itseif 'ethiical" culture or something of
that soit is nor, therefore, that of the last
century, wvhich rudely thrusts aside tire
whoie Christian canon and scriptures,
because they have been nrisunderstood
and therefore wrongiy taught by the
organ-zations of the Christian church -
it is flot the unibelief, the inirnediate
successor of this cut-and slash school,
which, a little m',re learned than its
predtcessor, sought to deny ail that
was flot proven, the "4demonstrationist"

schooi, as I rnight cali it; it is trot the
vagueiy styled "'agniostic" school of still
a later tinie, which, realizing the vety
narrowv limits of what they have chosen
to cal] "denionst ration," and knowing
the uttcr hoplessness of denying ail
that 'vas trot proven according to this
theoîy, have contented tîrenselves
with the mnore modest declaration that
they "«do irot knov" that whiclr lies
beyond the borders of tire "Idemon-
strable " No; the "etliicai" sehool is
content to take the mere rnorality wvhich
rnay be proven to be but another name
for a portion of the culture of the race,
and, erecting it into an object of yen-
eration, deciare that they are satisfied
ivith ilhat ais the ultimate good, thiat
that is a sufficient ambition, that to live
uprightly is to fulill the whoie Iaw of
the developnient of the race, and that ali
that lies beyond cari and niay "take
care of itself "-In short, "ethical" cul-
ture, as 1 understand it, is the attenipt
to niake a religion of the hum-an part
of faith only, the part whichi can be
perceived to be good and of uplifting
tendency ; or o's sonie one lias said,
"(ethical cu!ture is religion with the
spirit Ieft o>ut of it." To recapitulate,
therefore, w~e ivould have somiething
like this:

T1he unbelief of* the hast century was
nrerely iconoclasni, a reckiess denial, a
destruction %%itiîout the substitution of
anything whatsoevei in its place, a
"denia't" wvhich, according to-Leibnitz,
is '-wrong."

The so-called "scienti fic" unbelief of
the next age was a deniai merely, liko-
the precedinz, but rendered more
strong lry its appearance of greater
learninur. .. e

The next to be considered was the
"cagniostic*" forni, wvhich less bold than
the last, but equaily a contradiction or
deniai, rested upon the "dernonstration"
theory, and whilst not ini form denying,
was in reaiity stili oniy a negation..
. This might be called religion with

heart and spirit left out
Last, we have the case under con-


