called the dualistic point of view,  Without
doubr dualism as a personal condition was
practically possible, and was met with among
ewinent men. But with regard to philos-
ophical eriticism it had not so much weight,
because a belief which had no connecti n
with science would always run the risk of
being charged with arbitrariness by those
who did not share it. He propused to
examine it the thesis which was the point of
departure fiom this dualism had any founda-
tion , if it was true that, aceording to modern
philosophy and science, nature, in the
emp:rical and henomenal sense of the word,
was seltsufficng and sufficed for us  The
lectures of the present year, he explained,
would be devoted to the crit:icism of natural-
ism in philosophy and in science. Those of
next year would have as their subj-ct the life
of the spirit itself, in the moral, philusophical,
and religious sense.
Scholastic Philosophy

Dealing with  * Scholastic Philosophy,”
Professor Boutroux said that the distinctive
characteristic of the philosophy of the Middle
Ages, which had its cu'mimating point in the
philosophy of the scholastics, was the attempt
to establish by the reason a collection of
metaphytical doctrines fitted to weld together
in the highest degree the Greek philosophy
of Nawre and Christian theology. While
the philosophy of Greece was part of the
idea of a Nature wholly informed by the
divine spirit, and had given way the separa-
tion of these two things, the scholastic phil.
osophy, for which the divine was in its
essence an infinite personality and an infinite
perfection, distinguished radically, in the first
instance, between God and Nature, and only
accorded to the latter the indispensable
attnibutes of an accidental existence, There-
alter nothing stood in the way of the
conception of a perfect and divine spirituality
co-existing with an imperfect  Nature,
Transcending things, God was untouched
by their imperfection,  The very impe fec-
tion of Nature furnished the reason, with a
ground tor those arguments by which it
established the philosophic verities—implicit
in the supernatural Venty, and thus the
conditions of a natural philosophy and those
of a religious were rcconciled with cach
other.  This philosophy, how.ver, in ils
turn disappeared, stifld between a mystici-m
which found incompatible with a divine im-
mensity the theory of rising by the reason
from this world to God ard a materialistic
naturalism which set out to explain, without
any recourse to the super natural, a world in
which the tendency was to regard as an
innert thing lacking a true causality
Modern Rationalism

The fourth lecture dealt with “*Modern
Rationalism.” Professor Boutroux said that
modern philosophy represented in the first
place a reaction against the philosophy
of scholastics, which it charged with hav ng
rendered sterile the naivia scieices by 1ts
appeal to transcendental causes,  I'he main
problem became the conditions of scicnce,
and the desire was to obtamn a science which
was certain of the reality given. It was
shown by Descartes that the ongin of such
a science could only be found in ideas which
were at the <ame time innate in the reason
and valid in regard to things, and thus
rationalism, which seemed to him to give
assurance of the intelligibility of nature,
whileit also guaranteed the reality of the
spiritual world, became the governing
principle of philosophy. The material and
the spiritval were unmited by 1ea of the
infinite  Upon this basis were founded the

hilosophies ot Descartes and ot §;ancza, of
alebranche and of Lebouz,  From the
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beginning. however this philosophy pre-
sented a difficulty How was the passage
from thought to being accom: lished ? How
could it be shown that the ideas of the reason
were vahd for the objects of experience? As
a matter of fact, it became evident, with the
progress of the sciences, that the reason
could not by iself prescribe the constitutive
laws of nature.  Kant, however, showed that
if all our knowledge was derived from ex-
perience, experience, on the other hand,
c u'd not be self sufficiug from the point of
view of philosophical analysis, and that i3
form and authori'y could only come to it by
the co operation of the reason,  Experience
engendered all our knowledee of things, but
it presupposed reason. This result of the
Kantian critque had never been seriously
shaken by later criticism, It remained firm
to day.

ST P——

The Most Acute Question in New
Testament Criticism.
A. TI. ROBERTSON, D D., IN BIBLE STUDENT,

The trend of criticism is not in one
direction for a great length of time, Action
and reaction have ful force in this realm as
in all others. The pendulum swings back
and forth all the way from the sober «cholar-
ship ot Sanday and Z \hn to the widest vagaries
of Schmiedel and Van Manen. There are
real principles of historical crivcism,  ‘The
trouble 1s not with the principles, but in the
application of them. When a Van Manen
can by critical procesees to his own satisfac-
tion disprse of Paul, and Schmiedel can
likewise reduce the genuine words of Jesus
to a handful that answer to his tests,
criticism becomes an absurdity.  But this
very extreme is of service, It marks out the
road all the way to the end.

In spite of all this, in spite of the
Encyciopedia  Biblica, New Testament
criicism m kes progress toward the ap-
prehension  of the historical origins of
Christianity  The chaff is blown away and
somewhat remains It means much when,
in contrast 1o the extreme position of Baur,
Harnack admits the first ceniury origin of
nearly all of the New Testament books. It
is a grent point gained (o see the battie won
for the Pauline epistles, with the exception
of the Pastoral Leiters and fragments of
them grudgingly acknowledged as genuine.
It will be hard for the subtlest critic here-
afier to confuse the world about Paul’s
Epistles. It means much to see Mark's
Gospel put so commonly before the destruc
tion of Jerusalem,and possibly also Matthew
and Luke. But the Synoptic Gospels now
holds the field with reasonable cri ics. They
are put usuady not far from the time of the
destruction ot Jerusalem in A, D. y0. There
are mazes yet in Synoptic criticism, but a
general working basis is clear, the use of
decuments and the oral tradition as Zahn
says in his Introduction.

The day was when Lightfoot, Abbott and
others seeined to have settled the Johannine
Question.  The di-covery of Tauan's
Diate. aron and the recognition of the
shorter reek Ignatian Letters put the
Gospel oi ,ohn back to the time around
A. D. 100 as being near the approximate
time, what then ? Gnosticism is now ap-
pealed to- as the explanation of this most
spiritual and lofty Gospel,  See Prof B W,
Bacon'’s article in the Apnl * Hibbert
Jeurnal.” True, the Gouspel fights Gnosticism
but that could be an interpolation, or may-
hap there is a Johannine base that
Guosiicisin nas reworked .

The present temper of the anti- vper-
naiural criticism is to compromisc on the
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Gospe! of John—to say it belongs to the
scrool of ] hn, was the work of a disciple
of ] hy, but it 1s not the work of John him-
selt. T is position is a necessity in the
light of the recession trom the latter part of
the second century to the end of the first,
unless one admits the genuineness of the
Gospel.  The usual opinion has been that
the Gospel of John was written by John at
the cose of the first century. Exiernal
evidence has brought v: right up to this
period.  But to surrender would be to
give up the whole thenlogy of the anti-super-
natural position,  The Gospel of John
teaches beyond controversy the deity of
Jecus. This fact is the crux of the Johannine
problem. It is the Person of Christ.  This
is said with no purpose to impugn anybody'’s
motives,  Far from it. But none the less it
is easier to suggest new hypothescs about
the origin of John's Gospel than to change
one’s theological conceptions

There are real difficulties connected with
the Gospel of John, speeial difficulties that
do not lie aganst the Synopic Gospels.
But these difficulties are not insuperible save
10 one with pr judiced theological concep-
tions,  From a stnictly logical point of view,
the balance of probabilny is quite decidedly
in favor of the Johannine authorship,  The
external eviderce is conclusive.  As matters
now stand « stronger case can be made for
the Johanrine author-hip of the Fourth
G sspel than can be made for the genuine-
ness of the Synoptic Gospels,

But the Gospel of John is on the firing
line of criticism to-Cay, not so much because
of the critical dificu'ties involved as because
of the view of the Person of Christ hercin
presented.  There is no doubt of the out-
come.  The Ritschhian theology can not do
what Baur faled to do. The Gospel of
John will s:and the test to the end of the
chapter,

The Proposed Dominion Lord's Day
Act

Editor DomMINION PrespyTERIAN: Kindly
allow me space 10 announce 1 our nuMerous
friends among your readers that all Petitions,
addressed to *“The Governor-General in
Council and the Purliament of Canada,”
signed by Pastors and Clerks of Churches,
Presidents and Secretaries of Labor Organ.
izations, Fraternal Societies, and  other

jodies co-operating with us in securing a
Lord"s Day Act tor all Canada, reaching me
at 133 Confederation Lite Building, Toronto,
any (me up to and including the 8th of
March, will be in time to be publicly pre-
sented.

In the Circular of directions sent out,
request was made for these Petitions to be
rewurned by Feb. 231d, and an  immense
number of them were on hand by that date.
The prompt action taken by our friends has
already served the special purpose for which
it was desied, but the general end sought
will be as well served by all Petitions reach-
ing us before March gth,

There 15 no change in plan regarding the
other Petitions to be signed by individuals,

Thanking our host of friends for their
enthusiastic co-operation, and you, Sir, for
the opportunity of making this announce-
ment, 1 am. very truly yours,

J. G. Sueareg, Gen, See. L.D.A,

‘Toronto, Feb, 27th, 1904.

Why Modify Milk,

For irfant feeding in the uncertain ways
of the novice when you can have always
with you a supply of Burden’s Eagle Brand
C ndensed  Muk, a porteet cow s mnk trom
herds ot native brecds, the perfection of in-
fant tood ?  Use w tor tea and coffee.




