
ON SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 2m
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methods arc more modest, naturalistic results

are more secure. They aim lower, but they
reach the mark. If the long-drawn " conllict

between religion and science " has robbed us

of some illusions which we abandon with regret,

the knowledge it has spared us we may hold

with assurance. But when wc turn to the

narrow Theism of these lectures, fittingly

couched in the outworn languages of the pulpit

and the Sunday-school, can wc find in it either

the glory of metaphysical speculation or the

security of positive knowledge ? It has not

the courage to explore the unknowable, nor

the power to add to the known. It dare not

fiy ; it will not walk. It is neither philosophy

nor science ; nor does it seek the modest
security of some middle way. How, then, arc

we to class this strange amalgam of criticism

and credulity ? What purpose can it serve ?

To whom will it appeal ? Whose beliefs will

it alter even by a hair's breadth ?
"

These are pertinent questions. Let me try

to answer them.

The customary claims of Naturalism, which
I have here put into the mouth of my im-
aginary critic, seem to me (as you know) to
be quite unreasonable. Otherwise I have no
great objection to the statements contained in


