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TH1E Christian xîîan of the dlay shiould bc a thoughitful and azctive-iuidcdTman, for the air is full of confliet, and only lie whio kceps Iiis intellec-
tuai NCftpofls sharp and polished cau hope to enaein it successfully.
One of the batties not long since ended is the conitroverisy between Clivis-
tianity and1 Agnosticisiii. On the side of belief, stand the 11ev. Dr. Wae
of King s College, London, the Bi-slop of Peterboroughi, soxnewlatdage
into, it, and Mr. W. H MNallock, vho, like the Paulicians of old and the
Anabaptists of iloformnation, tinies, lias boon stoadily oxîerg-izing towards the.
liglit. On the other side arc Professor Huxley and Mis. H-umnphrey Ward,
but Professer Htuxley lias four papers to Dr. WXace1s t-wo aud to t.wo micro-
scopical answer,- froin Bishop Magce. Perhiaps a littie gocs a long way frour1
a bishop. The controversy began wvithi Dr. Wace's paper on Agnosticisin
before the Anglican Chiurcli Congrcss wh]icli Dr. iMagec approved, ,tigma.%
tizing Agnoticisin at the saine tinie as cowardly. Profe-ssor H-uxley vainly
tries to show that an agnuostic is not -an athoist, disavows Comite, Harrison,
Laing, Spencer, in fact ovorybodly but huînseif on his side, and maintains
that it is net cowardly to bo truc te your convictions. To the last of thiese
Mr. Mallock replies, init. tining thiat Ag,,no.Rticisrn shirks the probloin in
aIl its aspects, present aud future, presented, by the moral and spiritual
l)henolnena of the world. Profc.zsor H-uxley says lie can't acccpt tlio New
Testanient account of Christ on canons of literary criticisin, -and, with a
great shiowv of learniug of the Tubingen ordor, tries to prove thiat the gospels
are not oyiginal but compilations, proba'bly froin apeeryphal sources in parIIt,
tliat thecy wovro, made np iii the second century, and repeats uncritically ani
ad iiauseaîn ail thiat work of imagination ca lod the ]ig.her criticismi wiche
'%Vesïtcott, Gâlissen, Sal mon, and even :Reuss and Renanii hiave shieNvu, by a
great %wcight of likitoricai and litorary te-stiîneny, to bo baseless as the fabrie
of a vision. NL"ext, ho0 tries thre gospels by the canrons of Ihistorical eriticîsmi
and finds thein to alt'otnd ini niarvels imilar te thlese decribedl by Egin-
liard, the secretary and biogr-apher of Chiarlemagne. No doulit Mis. WVard
supplied tire Agnostic Jove -%vitlr this thiundorboît, for it is exactly in the
lino cuf Rlobert Elsmere ind lier contribution te tho controvorsy entitlcd Thre
.New Roforrxration. In roviewiug lier work last winter I deait wit this
arg uet, puttirrg Sulpitius -Sevrus' Lifo of Martin of '1ouis -in opposition
tu~ tihe Gospelî. Sulpitius died in tihe ea«irly part of the fifthi century,
Eginhard in the middle of them ninth. The periods whien tirese coniparedl


