
around us, the Book of Nature, and yet wvhich, in truth, is a book writ-
ten in plainest limes in every page, shotild, since they both have corne
froin the same gyreat source, be rather attrihuted to a lack of skill in
those who atternpt to resci them ; since if %va aecept the st-xternent that
the Bible is the word of God, and the othier statemnent, which. is equally
true. that there is au averrtiling, force whiich controls the plieno-'uena of
Nature, in accordance wvith certain fixed tind, in some nases at least, well
known Ia.w.9, the interpretation of sucb phenomiena should, if correct,
acgrep in their essentials even thoih viewed froin different standpoints.

The terni Agnostie, which now-a-days one frequently hears, has of
late yearr. assumpd considerable prorninenre, and possibly inore than it
really deserves. The derivation of 'lhe word is f'roni the Greek, and
literallv means one without kno'vledge. In its ordinary acceptation,
however, it is held ta signify onc without definite knowledge of the
Creator or Cod, or of the plan of creation. If "'e take the word ini the
broad and nattura.l sense it bas no rntaning at al! as applied to, mankind,
since every one is supposed to possess at least a certain amnoulit of in-

formation. while no one is held ta be perfect in every branch of know-

ledge.
If, ôn the other hand, we lirait its meaning to, t hose who have a

lack of knowledge of bbe, ftndarnental trntths of theoloýgy, we, as Chris.
tians, nmust also, even fromi our owni standpoint. to say nothing of that
of the scientist, properly so called, acknowledge ourselves worthy the

titie in certain respects, sinco unany of the accepted tenets of Chiristian
belief are articles of faith only, and are not susceptible of actual demon-

stration. Thougb we may clairs we have a, clear conception of the

Plan of Creation accordinct to, the- schenie laid dowvn in Geriesis, the
exceeding terseness of the seheme as there presented is such thas we
know tluat it cannot be taken in its iteral sense, and the theologcian

is indebted ta the scientist for the presentation of inore hight upori a
quesgtion which lias. produced ,nuch tiineces-sary, and often unuseemnly,
controversy. When such uncert.ainty exists, therefore, it <lacs not, ta,

niamy, seern the ivisesb course that anyone, should dogmnatically assert

any particular line of doctrine, and claini for hiinself itnf<llilbility iii its

interpretation, especially îvhen bbe dat.tgiveni are confessedly so inmper-

fect. Ib is, therefore, easily seen that this tarin auinostic is ane exceed-


