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bas showîî itself to be of wonderful potcncy. It

puts a new lfe int Philosophv, Science and Ris-

tory, and( to its laws religion înîîist now be maade to

conformn. No riglit-îuinded mai cani (leny the im-

tinense value of tbe theorv, and nio strident cani

afford to Itelittle its clains. But wheîî xe coîne to

apply it to Clîristiaîîity aird to mnan's spiritual life

there are certain crucial poinîts which the Conifer-

ence flot onIy failed to make clear, but on some

occasions seein(l carefully to avoid.

Il Developmieîut is ail that its enthusiastic sup-

porters claiuîï for il, and if Clîristianity meost be

mrade to r-oiforin to its mnethod and laws as soe

phiiosophers and critics hold,-How, we wonld like

to ask, is Christ to bc explamned ? Was He a

simple developunent of Jewisb life ? This question

was raised aI the Conferenco but it was not

answu'red. Furtber, -vas Clîristianity a simple de-

velopument of Jitdaisin ? Is it possible that the

nmost exclusive people and religion on earth couid

(levelol) mbt the niost runiversal maan and the mnost

universal religion without the intervention or inter-

ference of soine oxternal eleinent not contained in

the previouisly existing serios of conditions ? Fur-

ther, still, Is the nowv lite a simple developmoinl of

the old life of man's heart ? Whien lte soul is boriu

again inuost xe not postuilate an external force or

power which as a principle of lite enters the soul

that trp to that point was spiriîtuaily (lead ? In other

words, cari the llueory of Developiiient, as a for-ce

aéting in existing conditions alonc, explain Christ,

Christianity, aîîd the Christian lite ? And if il can-

îlot, docs il explain thern at ail, or if aI ail, more

titan îîtadequ(Itately?
If we camînol explaiii these facts without resorting

to thre ici-a of anr înîervening act cf God, are wc

warralited in looking at the Christian records as

beiug puirel1 explicable on tire laws of I)eveiop-

mnt ? Soniue enieis, wbio seeni to nany goodly

people t1o lold more strongly to the developineol
tîeoreY thamu the do(1 to the word of God, have no

lIesitaîicy in c'ryn onit and ciitting uip the Scrip-

tures in orclor to rnake tireur tally with the tbeory.

Buit tbis is trot the course which sciexîlisîs take with

(God's revelatioîî of Hiurseif in the Book, of Nftture.

I)evelopnîeut is the best working theory to explain

nature, but when a fact cnmes along that the theory

canîlot explain, the scierîtist dees not straiglitway

dimnp that faîét overboard or cali it an interpolation.

The I)evelopment theory does not offer a salisfac-

tory explanation cf man's mental and moral nature,

still no on1e dreains cf throwing inid andl morality

oveî' on tbat accounit. The spleen we heard at the

Conference had nio known use ; in other words, it

does itot confonmn te lte law of development, but it

wornld be a very serions undertaking on that accorînt

le attemnpt to blot it ont cf existence in the humnan

ecenomny. Se in the Old and New Testaments we
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înay do well 10 take lte more conservative position

and net be toc ready to rejeét this, and that, and the
other fadt, simply because we cannot nuiake it faîl iii

lino with the Ibeory.
Timne and study and saniétified researclb will bring

aIl things 10 pass ; and in the îîîeantirne while wo

xvelcomne light. lot uis not 1)0 too eager to receivo

what is new until fair and solid tests have estaît-

lished ils truth.
C ONSERVAT IVE

THE PHILOSOPHIC STUDENT AGAIN.

I'm a cold blocded horror, 1 am
Se I am,

A materialistical clam,

-atical clam,
The Lex ana-ires swear,
Pum a brute! l'm a bear!
Pum a beartîessly icy nonentity! There!
And they cuni iup their sweet littho nose in the air,
Their pretry, collcélix e nose in the air,
As they tell with a %,in-
Diélix e toss of tire chin,

Hovw they'd cnt
Me eternally dead if they but

Couîd know.
Could xith approxim-ate cerrainty know,
My title and pedigree; verily st)
Funny is everything hiere beîow,
In this vale et continuai woe.

Neverlheless 1 still hold viilh proforind conviction

10 the belief which xvas expressed in cetîcrelo formn

in a previeus article, x'iz That ralional lov e should

net bo confoninded witlh animal passion, but shotild
ho controiled, subjedted te comparative and anaivtic

criticismi, and onily entertained in so far as il 'on-

tribrites te the attainnient of a ratiomual idoal. 'Stcb

a iexv is naturally repulsive to iniy indeed xvc inay

say bo the majority. 'lle ignorant mari despises and

hales education ; the abandoned sinner despises annl

hales the eievating influences ot lte Suniday Schoeî,

the ConversaI., and tbe Rainbow Tea; siiiarly lthe

being wlto babituially ic'lds te lthe impulses of lias'

sien will ultimnately shrink frein the calin reasening

cf truc philosophy. Particularly nîayIbisbeoexpedt-

ed frem womnen. Uttder the prescrnt uinfortiinate
and unbalanced syslemn cf societv, w'cnen bave been

nurtttred and eduicated mbt a total mnisconceplion
cf their relation to titoso wiîo according te nature,
reason, and scriplure are Ibeir natural lor'ds ;they

have been enceuraged le desert the truc positien

assigned thein in the Garden of Eden aîîd confirined

by the Aposîle Paul; and empty traditions of the

age cf chivairy, dreamns cf certain imaginary rights
of women, and lite sentiment and bornage cf genera-

fions et infatuated mon, have rendered lhe whoie sex
peculianly incapable of jndging wliat is for Ibeir w
good. Il is piliable and almest discoui'aging te note

how Ibis folly bas heen ai-d is stili enceuraged by
those whe ought te know belter. The calmner veice
cf reason has been frein lime 10 tinte heard, but sel-

dom indeed has it been heeded. How cuinningly


