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Rev. Farsers, Lavies AND GENTLE.
MEN-——1 purpose this evenivg estting be-
fore you some ressous which will tend to
ghow that not to believe in the existence
of God aud in the divine orlgin of Ohris-
tianity is uoressomable, We are accua.
tomed, we Christiane, to heer oureelves
sometimes nddressed s well meacing
people who, unfortunately, bave not reason
on thelr side. * * * Our opponents
msy be divided inoto two clases. There
{s first the dogmeatio unbeliever, who may
be termed the “bully” of unbellcf; and
there {8 snother clase of men who call
themselves aguoetics, who regret, they say,
that nothing can be known about God or
the future state, They measure the
whole human race by their own standard,
and, becsuse they themselves do mnot
know, or think they do wot kuow, auy-
thing about these great truths, they say,
therefore, the rest of the wor!d really does
pot know suything about them. That fs
why they have been called “pgnostics,”
It is & very fine word, but after uil means
“kaow-noiblrg” To the firet class of
unbellevers, ihe dogmatic, or the bully,
belougs the man spoken of in Lafoutaine's
fable, One desy when be felt tired he
stretched himsel!f to eleep under a great
oak, fnd as he lay there courting tleep he
begsn to philosophize ebout the visible
creation around hum, “It seems to me,”
says e, “that God mede a mistake, Here
are small acorne cn the great brauches of
that tree, snd below are the great pump
kins on the slender tendrils cf this plant.,
1t seema to me it would bave been better
to have put the pnmpkins on tho tree and
the acorus on lgo tendrlls,” Aud a8 he
slept an acorn fell on bis nose,
and he felt the smart and eaid : “God was
right after all. What would have bacome of
me if that acorn had been s pumpkin!”
Y ou sometimes read of ivfidels takicg out
their watches before & large audience and
saylng : “There is no God,and to vrove to
you that there is none I glve Him five
minutes to strike me dead.” And then
they wait five minutes in bresthle sii-
euce, put back thelr watches with a self-
satisficd air, ard conclude that there is no
God. We do rot ask them to belleve ina
God of their own makizg, but to believe
in God as He exlsts. We Christiaus and
deists hold that between God aud man,
the moet perfect of His creatures,
there 18 & greater difference than be-
tween man and 8 worm of the earth;
for both men and the worm npeed not
heve becn but Gcd in His very essence
s the only neceseary being That is
tbe ouly view that ought to pe attacked
by tho enemics of the deiet, Therefore it
15 absurd to suppoee that any of His crea-
tures can csll upon God to glva proofs of

His exictence whenever they choose, or to
expect that they sbould be punlshed on
the spot whenever they think fis to insult
Him, * * * Heisterrible when He is
silent. He ia etill more terrible when He
4s sttent and accumulates wiath. That s
our idea of the msjesty of God, not a
cruel Belog but & just Betog, and one who
ought to be respected. It is absurd to
suppose that God should resent these in.
sults immediately, No one would expect
Him to do thst, Then how can we expect
God to work miracles at the biddiog of
His creatures, There 18 one style of
argument used by these dogmatic unbe-
Mevers which is no argument at all. It
conslsts simply in ssserting that there
is no G.d, tecauce there is po proof
of His extstence, In order to
prove that there fs no proof of
His existence & man would require to
bave fifinite kuowiedge. To be able to
say dogmaticslly that there 1s no God,
that is to be able to affirm without doubt
that there 1 no proof of His existerce,
suppoees that & man knows and has ex-
amined thoroughly all beings outeide
bimeelf, not oanly everjthiog in this
world, but also everythicg 1n the vast
resims of epaca. If he has not done that,
he should never say there is no God, for
he might fiad somewhere some proot of
the existence of & maker, of the Creator of
all things. Therefore we my rightly that
to assert that there is no God is to claim
for ane’s self the same epergy as delsts
attribute to God, thas is to cisim for one’s
gelf iufinite energy. I need only mention
that to show what an absurdity 1t la.

Before going on to speak of agoostics,
who are really the most serions in this

catalogue of unbelievere, I would tay s

word about a man who is unfortunately

t00 . well known, aud who eeems to bea
cross between the dogmatic unbeliever
and the agnostic. The agnostic might be
called the “dude” of unbeilef aud the
dogmatic unbelicver the “pbully” of unbe-
lief. But there is a mau in the Unlted

States who seewms to be a cross beiween the

bully aud the dude, aod that is Col.

Robert Ingersoll, He has acquired for

himself & very wide reputation as & man

who slings all sorts of jokes on things that
are holy, Findivg the field of legicimate
humor already occupled by artemus

Ward, Mark Twain and others, he

attacked an illegitimate field of bumer

and posed a3 a mountebank. He is one
of the rare examples in the history
of the world of a great orator. Cicero
says ‘‘a great orator s a good man skilled
in'speaking.” Col Ingersoli is akilled in
speaking, but there does not eeemp to be
much of the good man about him, He fs

raised by his friends as a very charitable,
gind man. That he may be: there 13 no

man who hes mot some OO

qualities, and When & lawyer la as

successful as Robert Ingerscll it is very
ensy to be pleacant snd amiable, But
there is one very important bravch of
virtue which Col.” Irgersull bas neglected,
and that is respect for truth . . .
suppose there has not yet arisen any man
in the United States who could ccmpete
with him before an audience. Perhaps no
one has a sufficiently powerful voice or
the gifc of oratory, bat in the way of
wrltien apswers we have the crushing reply
of Father Lambert's “Notes on Iugersoll,”

200,000 coples of which have beea sold tn

the Unpited States, Canada, and England.

When people hear [ngersoll I am told they

are amused and tickled sometimes in

spite of themaelves, and then they go home
half ashamed of having giveu way to this

read Father Lambert's books the impres-
slon is & most healthy one and & convic:
tion that the reply is infinitely superior to
the attack.
famous speech some nine or ten years ago
fu which he praised Tom Paine, who wasa
freethinker, at the end of the Jast century
and the beginning of this.
points for which he pralsed Tom Paine
wes that he had the courage when he was
s member of the French Assembly, in the
time of the French Revolution, to go
almost slone and ask that Louis XVL
might not be executed. Col Ingersoll brings
out everytbing that could produce an effect
on an audience, such as this trait of Tom
Palne.
in his “French Revolution,” says thore
were about 700 voters.
almost one hali voted that Louis XVI
might not be put to death.
mer joined Tom Paine in his vote. Now
it requires no very great herolsm to vote
with 300 men when there were a littie
more 300 on the other side, especially
when, owing to absentees, the death of
Louis was carried by a msjority of one,

says it is not true that Tom Paineehowed
any s'gns of repentence before his death :
that he called upon Jesus Christ.
as against this we have the testimony of a
clergyman who afterwards became Birhop
of Bostoa,
see him whben he was on his death bed.
They beard from the lady who kept the
house where Tom Paise etayed that he

Col. Ingersoll gave a very

Now what are the facts 7 Carlyle,
Out of these

Over 300

He speaks of Tom Palve's death, and he
Now

Two pries's were calied in to

hid been calllng out : “Jesus Christ, help
me, Oh God, have mercy !” Arud yet
Ingersoll holde bim up as one who kept
to his unbelief to the very end and never
wavered, But perbaps the moet curious
fact about the Colonel’s mode of procedure
is that he never notlces eny reply made
to his aszertions. He has the key to the
North Amerlcan Review, His friend
the editor will not allow others to enter
on the same terms, Everything must be
done to suit Col. Robert Iogersoll.

And now [ pass to conelder what seems
to be & very serious difficulty proposed
by agnostics. 1 do mot deny that there
are d!fficulties in belief in the existence of
God aud in belief in the divine origin of
Christianity. No ; the Maker of this uni-
verse has wished us to use our free will in
the matter of faith, Faith always sup
poses a certain amount of obscurity. Faith
fs not eight. For instancs, I can have no
falth in the existence of" those gas lights,
I sce them. 1 do not beliews that they are,
I am using words in their strict philoso-
phic sense. In the strict sense of words
you cannot believe snything you see
You see it, you do not believe it. Bat
there are many things even in human
matters which we b:lleve thet we cannot
see, merely on the testimcny of our fel
low men, and this testimony is that on
which {e based our busluess and pleasure,
It is our common mode of proce.
dure and it is pe:fectly rational.
Let me take an instance. I belleve that
there s ® city called St. Petersburg in
Ruseis, and yet I have never seen it 1
might, if I wished to be very skep'ical,
pretend that I did not belleve in its exist-
ence, but I should find that unreasonable.
There are so msny people who tell me
there {s & place cu'led St. Petersburg, there
are g0 many geogiaphies and other books
in which the place is mentioned, that it
seems to me imporsible to deny its exiat-
ence. Somethiog elmilar occurs in
matters of divine faith. Itis not always
pecessary that the object of divine faith
should not be one that we can know from
another source, but generally epeaking
there must be a certalu amount of obscur
ity in order that there may be fiee exer-
cise of the will. In matters concerning
the existence of God and Christianity, itis
impossible that we can have that evidence
that we have in mathematical or arith-
metical questions, You can have mo
doubt that two aud two are four, you do
not belleve it, you see it with your eyes.
You cannot expect such proofs in regard
to the exlstence of God and the divine
origln of Chiistianity, You csnnot be
forced to believe these things. The evid-
ence Is very strong, especially in regurd to
the existence of God. It is a convincing
evidence, but not necessarily csmpelling
You msy use your free will and turn
away your mind from the couclusion, for
it1s always possible for the human mind,
when there is not absolute evidence of
the senses, to avold drawiog a concluelon,
Another remark I would make is that one
hundred difficulties do not make a doubt.
There are difficulties in every system of
eclence, politics and lterature. These
difficulties are inherent to the nature of the
acts of faith of which I have been speak-
ing.
gWe must not be surprised if there are
many things we cannot explain, In
order that a religlon may be
true it must be a religion of mysteries,
for fte very first tenet is a belief in the
existenge of a God supremely perfect * %
He muet be a boundless sea the existence
of whom we know but whose shores we
never reach. When yon have a stroog
argument to prove & fundamental polnt,
a tundred sgnments that have nothlngi
to do with the basls of that fundamenta
point do mnot attack it in any way. For
example, the strongest proof for & logical
mind of the exlstence of & divine neces
sary Being ls the neceesity of their belng
a first cause. We feel that mo effect can
be produced without a cauee, and we feel
that there cannot be an endless succeesion
of causes, because an endlees series would
be Jike a chaln hung up in space with
nothing to hang it upon. That does not
seem rational to our mind, As in humen
matters of government there must always
be une leading mind, or at least one lead
ing body which express one sentiment,
80 in all material things there must be
one chief cause, Even in matters of
sclence learned men tell us that there ls
one force that ls always stronger than the
other, or else there will be no motlon.
Two forces exactly equal and opposite
produce no activity. There must be one
paramount force rullng every thiog in the
world or nothing would be preserved in
order. Therefore, 1 eay, no argument
which does not destroy this arguament,
which does not prove this to be untrue, is
of any uee at all, It may touch on many
other questions but not affect that basia,
Men may say, “I edmit there must bo a
fizat cause, but how can I understand that
this first cause ehould buey itself with the
multitude of creatures all over the
wo:ld? 1 may not be able to_explain all

done nothing to weaken my position. You
bave simply thrown out difficulties. There
difficulties are no reason for me to doubt,
Let me try to explsin my meaning a little
more fully,
atk youreelf if {tin a difficulty of the imag-
iuation or of the 1eason.
Oae of the | imagloation is over-cultivated, There is
an effort made always to develop the imag-
inative faculties, and #o true is this that
even in matters of sclence the imagination
has become 88 it were mistress,

When yon have a difficulty

In our day the

Men ray

to us—iclentific men, learned men, who
are called philosophers—‘'we cannot imag

fne an Iufinite Belog” Oar answer to
them would be, ¢! never eaid you could
imagine an /nfinlte Beig.” We say you
are forced by the very laws of logic to
admit the existence of an Infioite Being,
but you can never imagice it. To imsgine
athing s to form a picture of it. Now we
cannot form a picture of aspiritual belng.
Most difficulties, especlally in onr dasy,
brought sgatust thelem,arise from th:t con-
fusion beiween imagination and concep-
tion, and that brings about a state of doubt
in some mer’s minds. * * * I now
proceed to say & word about the way in
which our agunostic frlends prove them

selves to be unressonable. They find
fault with ue for not having strong enough
arguments on our side of the question.
My first answer to them fg, have you read
our slde of the question 7 Many of these
people read only very weak defences of
Christlanity. Of course you admit, or
ought to admit, that Roman Catholizs are
Christiavs, and that they areau important
part of Christendom, The most numer

ous, but perhaps all do vot know that
the Roman Catholle Church contaius in its
theology an arsenal of avswers to {nfidel
objections such as is not to be found else-
where. M. Renan says that those who
have never been Catholics have no idea of
the strength of the battery of defence with
which the Church has glrded herself round
about. I observe that mokt of the agnos-
ties who attack the Church have uever
read our works. Therefore this is their
first waut of reason, They do not examine
both sldes of the question. This has been
the case always, but I remarked it not
long ago In an article very well written
and thovghtfully composed. The writings
of two persons were examined, one a
geat'eman, the other a lady, and these were
taken up ss exponents of the Chrlstian
side of morality. This defence I did not
read. I only read the answer made by a
Positivist, and I found that thelr defence of
Christianity was about the weakest that
counld well beimagined. Now, this {s put

tlng up & man of straw to knock him
down. If agnostics want to know the
strength  of Christianity they should
examine our works and best authors
They are alwsys ready to eay, “we have
not seen proofs ? We do nc t mesn to give
proofs that will compel. They will only
conviace a person who i3 reasonsble.
Most of our agunostlc friends are very
ready to take vp anythiog that is against
Christianite, snything from the anti-Carls
tlan scient fic poiut of view, and to find it
most convinelog. About twenty-efght or
thirty years ego M: Darwin wrote a bock
ou the origin of species, which contains &
great deal of learned examiasation of facts
{n natural history. The biok tended to
show tbat all specles and kinds of animals
and plants may be merged ome into
another. Acnd later on he wrote a hook
eslled “The Deecent of Man,” in which this
tendency was etill more clear, for there,
without saying It definitely, he led
up to the conclusion that man was
descended from monkeys, that we are
all monkeys who have worn away our
taiis by eitting on them. And he eajs he
has known monkeys who have worn away
a part of their tails by sltting on them.
This book is & still greater marvel of
learning, but there is one peculiar thing
about it—there is no great reasoning
power. Some people eay that Mr. Dar
win strikes them as being childlike and
bland, never meaning to attack the for.
tresses of religion. In fact he never dose
a'tack them buldly, but he 18 continually
inslousting and laying ambushes, He
examinessome certain facts, as to monkeya
or other animale, and eays “it seems to be
almost certaln,” or “it {s very lkely,”
“the ouly conclusion to be drawn,” “my
oplniou 18 very strongly i1 favor of this
view.” He never says it ls certain, but
everybody from his hundred perbapses
eays therefore. Now this is not reason.
able, A hundred thousand perhapses can
never make a therefore, The covclusion
can never be stronger than the premises
or the hypothesils, Accordiog to some of
Darwin’s followers we made a great mis
tske when we thought that we came from
one pair, called Adam and Eve—a mnoble
origin. We can all go back to the jelly fish
and from the jelly fish to the protoplasm,
aod that is much more sclevtifiz! But
I think they have not proved their point.
Their mode of proceeding 18 like that of
their great leader, Mr. Darwin, Mr,
Darwin leads us to believe that giraffes
are only horses whose necks have grown
a lttle longer. Darwin explaina it in this
way : The horee was in & place where there
was no grase, nothing to eat but the leaves
of the trees, and theee leaves were rather
high, so that the horses had to stretch their
necks and it was only the tallest horees
that could got at the leaves. Now these
tall horses gave rise to a progeny of horees
whose necks werea little lorger, and so
in the conurse of many years the strange
shape of the glreffe was produced. You
pee how slmple it 1s! One difficulty
has always struck me, and thatis, why
did the leaves continue to grow higher and
higher, They muet have done so or the
horses would not have kad to stretch thelir
necks more snd more. The leaves would
be renewed each year and I suppoee the
horees did not eat the branches ! * * * ¥
I think Mr. Darwin is a great artist. He
felt that the best way to 1each his con-
clusion was to sllow people to draw the
conclusions themselves, He knew that a
few pictures would produce more effect
than close reasonirg, But since his death
there has eet in a current against evolu
tion. At a meeting of sclentific men at
Wiesbaden Professor Virchow eald this
theory of Mr. Darwin's has been a useful
hypothests, It has enabled sclentific men
to study facts with very great advaniage.
It bas pushed men in the search for new
facts, but it has not at all proved that man

man,

things perfectly. Ooe would bave to
be God, but I bave that strong argument,

smusement. While with those who bave

You. have not attacked it yet.

roved.

bypothesls, and it is rejected by the great
body of learned men in Germany, France,
and of some in England.
tione of Darwin and Mr. Herbert Spencer
bave glven it such s start that it will go
on for some time as a popular bellef,
Now la it reaconable for agnostize to take up
a theory like this aud base a whole eystem
of philosophy upon it}

§a near the monkey, We have ctudied for
thirty years and we are mot one step
nearer proof of the Simian origin of
1 mention these facts to show you
that the theory of evolution is not at all

Bat the fascina:

1 do not deny

that Darwin’s theory has done goed in|eort of shadowy Ohristiantty —Chiis
some ways. It has proved to usthat there | tianity without Chrlet, Well the im
may be many varleties in one apecies, and | presson produced towards tho end

has shown that the diffsrent colors of skin

{n the human race are no proof that we do
not all dercend from Adam aud Eve

Well, Mr. Spencer, who is called by many

Eoglishmen, “our great philosopher,” has
really been going on the lines of D arwin.

I do not know if he took his theory

from Darwin, buf at any rate he takes it
forgranted, Mr. Spencer {s 8 man who
can be very clear when he wishes, but un-
fortunately when he comes to definition
he I8 far from clear. It usid to be aprin.
clple that when you want to sav whata
thing ts you should eay it as clearly as
possible. The definition should be clearer
than the thing defivel,  Mr. Spencer
wants to define evolution and this is the
way he doesit:

“Evolution {s an integration of matter,
and concomitant dissipation of motion
durlng which the matter passes through
an {ndefinite, Incoherent nomoeganity to a
defiaite, coberent heterogenity, and dur-
ing which the retalned matter nudergoes
a parall:] transformation.” Is this ace rd

iog t. the logical principle that the defin-
ition should be clearer than the thing
defined 7 Mr, Kirkman thus travesties
M. Spencer’s defioition : “Evolution isa
chénge from the nohowish, untslkabout-
able ailalikeness to a somebowish aud in
genera! talkaboutable not allalikenees by
continuous somethingelscfications and
sticktogetherations.”

Well, if the beginnings of evolution are
o0 bard to under:tand, what must be the
rest of the theory 7  Yet these men who
accept all these things as something like
the old view of gospel truth will tell us
that our own proofs are not strong enough.
What bave they set up instead I They
give us no definite anawer. Spencer used
to say that if there 1s a God He is un

knowabla. Well, it is true to a certain
extent that God 18 unknowable. He 1s
such asea of knowledge that no one can
kuaow all about Him. Bat if you mean
by ucknowable that we have not some
clear idea of God, then I cannot aimlt it.
Mr. Herbert Spencer was evolved lnto
something llke an atheist, for in the
Contemporary Review, he said about five
years ago : “About the mysterles which
become the more mysterlous the more
they are thought about, there will remain
the one absolute certainty, that we are
ever in the presence of an lufinite and
eternal energy from which all things pro.
ceed.”

Now, that Is quite enough for me to
sustaln my belief in the principle of God,
for if we are ia the presence of that in-
finlte energy, then that i3 the first
cause—Icfinite, having no limits, Irfinite
aud ¢ternal, baving no beglening and no
end, His exlstence is an everlasting now,
Now when we speak of the firet cause, we
mean preclsely an Infialte Belog who 1s
is etercal, all powerful.

Several others have followed in the
same way. Dr. Carpenter, who began by
beir g an agnostic, has become a thelst
Thus you see that thelr very leaders are
uncertain ; and yet religion must be some
thicg certalo, for it 18 something that
should take {n all mankind, ard which
must ba.esslly communicated to all man
kind, Most men have no time to lose
spending their whole lives searchig for a
religion. They mu:t measure thelr lives
by that work. Therefore, a system like
toelr's, which is indefinite and uncertain
and continually changing, cannot do
Moreover, how many things are lacking!
It strikes me that many of our agnostie
friends are much like Mr. Darwin, Dar.
win says that be had devoted himeelf o
eatirely to working out obeervations on
objects such as monkeys atd worms that
he had po taste for the great poete. lle
tried to read Shakespeare when he bec:me
old and eald, “I regret that I do not care
for him any more,” It scems to me that
s man who does not feel any pleasure in
reading such ja great wiiter mus: bave
many empty epaces in hia brain, Agnos-
tics try to gresp everything, and get
nothleg. They give us nnthing for the
poor aod the sutfering. When you put
aside the question of thenext world, when
you say that philosophy teaches us to
muke the best of this, you exclude feom
your system the vast majority of men.
It is all very well for positivist writers
when they have plenty of money and are
comfortably off to expstiate upon the
advanteges of charity and how the feeling
that you have done well will help to
swell the happincss of that prosperity
which is to come : but tell me ls that any
consolation to the poor man that can
herdly ficd enough to keep body and soul
together 7 Whll that stand in good etoad
to the man who 18 persccuted by his
enemies, who is shunned by his friends
and who ls afflicied with mental and
bodily dicease ?
There are numberless human beings who
have great sorrows aud burdens to bear
N,w what does agnosticiem glve for them {
Nothing, It is one of the marks of true
religion that it should give peace. Every
where in nature we find that animals and
plants that have their proper habitat seem
to be in the enjoyment of a kind of peace.
Is it ressonsble that a system of doubt
can be a true eystem when it produces un
rest in the mind ! Was there ever an
ego Jike this when you find earvest men
swallowed up in the sea of doubt? Can
it be that thie fight with doubt is the
natural siate of man ? le it according to
bis very nature that he should be contln.
ually in unrest? Why should he be an
exception to the rest of naturel No,
ladies and gentlemen, thers can bo no
trath where there s no ease of soul, and
there is no ease of soul outside of Chrle-
tisnity. It s a proverb ever since the
foundation of the Christian religion that
it 1s & source of nweetness and love. All
that our enemies can say to us is, “this is
o feeling that is not reserved for learned,
{ntellectual men. We great intellects
have to suffer. Poor ignorant people may
epjoy this peace, but we must suffer in
the battles of doubt.” We generaliy see
that when men fall away from a bellef in

practice of those virtues which we recog

P No learned man has ever pre-
ou have | tended that it was anything more than a

nize as the noblest and the purest.

which has become famous, *Robart Els.
mere.” It represents an Anglican clergy-
mon leading a life of great earncstnees,
with a wife most devotea to him aud to
all works of rel'glon,
meels with an icfidel who fs continnelly
throwing into his wind doubis, and little

Chrlstianity, they fall away from the | proceed toauow what has happened in the

After a time he

by little he falls & wictim to doubt, gives
up bis Avgliean religlon and tekes up a

of the book is a most saddenlog one
The course which Robat Esmere is
supposed t) have followed is not oue that
brought bim peace. The coutrast between
bis beginning and his end fs most painfal,
When [ read it | wondered whby the author
had killed off Robert Elsmere's mother
80 soon. Well the only reason why she
was killed off ecems to me that her Lrish
straigthforwardness and common eense
would have saved her son from the ruin
which came upon him afterwarde, and as
the autbor had to ruin the son ehe took
care to despatch the mother first,

I will end by a few remarks upon our
proofs, 1 have not sald much as to the
proofs cn which our view is based. First,
a8 to the ex'etence of God. I come from
the North-West prairies. There are places
there where no white man has yet trod.
If golne through one of these prairies I
sodderly come upon a watch I say to
wyseli : “Thore must have been a white
mau here, or & white man must have sent
it here, No Indlan made that wateh, be-
cause 1t shows signs of befrg carefully
made. They do uot know tnat trade.”
This reasonivg it perfectly legltimate
We cay that the care with which a thing
is done, the ekilial woikmanstip, shows
the wind, proves that the maker had a
wind, When you fiad a wateh you say
there must have been a walchmaker,
Well apply this to the world at large,
This great universe {s a much more mar
vellous mechanism than any watch or
clock, look at the regulsrity of the
seasons aod of the risivg aud settirg of
the eun, We see in the existence of thls
order proofs that there must have been
somebody to pat it in order. ‘T'nere mus’
be somebody to keep It in ordsr. It
must bs kept gcimg A watch must
be. wound up regularly, and we
can  only ucdertsnd that by the
pressice of aun abldieg epirit  that
hes mede thta world and that keeps
it golng Yer, but some doubters
will say, why ehould you call this epirit an
Iufinite God ¢ Well, suppose we grant that
the Maker of the aniverss was a very groat
angel. We eay who made this angel!
Did He make Himself 1 No, no one cin
make himself ; breause to make one’s self
would bs to exist before one was made,
which is a contradiction, an absuidlty,
Therefore, he did not mike bimself; who
made him ? It must have been a buing
greater than bimself. A watchmaker is8
greater than the watch. We cannot have
an infinite chain—a chain hung In space
without anytbing to hang upon, We
must at lsst come to one spirit who ls
so lofinitely perfe:t that mot only He
rever wss made but no moment
can have baen when He did not exlst, He
must bave been the First cause, That,
briefly, 1s our view of the existence of
Gud, From the adwirable order of the
universe wa rise to the bellef in the Buing
who made that universe, After a course
of reasoning We reach this conclusion, that
thit Biing must be infisite, and, beiog
{ufinlte, He must alwaye have exlsted
Now this we cennot imegine, but we can
co>me to this conclusion by the force of
our reason, and once the ¢ nclusion fs
borne in upon us we must accept it.

Now against thls teath what have the
aguostlcs to answer? They ray we cannot
know. That is noacswer. You musi put
other argaments which will destroy miue,
More negation is no proof.

Then with regard to Christianity. I am
going to give you the most striking proofs
a8 to the alvive origin of Christianiy, and
I think you will perhaps admit with me that
our proofs are very sirong, and Lthatl agnos
ey ure very wrong in denying the poleacy
o1 these conelusions. They start with the
assertion that there can be no mirac'es,
that there ean be nothing which they eannot
seo or feel, Miracles do not happen, they
say, because tngy have never swen them
themwselves. But here we pin them down to
plain fscts that hava happened in our own
time. In the years I858 there oceurred some
verv extraordinary events at a place calted
Lourdes in France. A young ghl sald that
she had seen the Blessed Virgin Mary, and
her testimony was stmple and extraordin-
ary. though the priest at Lourdes rather
doubted it at first, but a spring of waler
arose in the grotto where therc had been
none before  The water was examined by
chemists, who found that It was simply pave
water, conteining no ehemical substance
which would proauce cures, nnd yet wonaer-
ful cures were worked by that water. Kor
instunce. there was & mas at Lourdes who
was blind with one eye—perfectly blina. He
washeC his eye in the water at Lourde: and
recovered his sight Immvdlnml{. The doc-
tor who treated him daid not be feve ii, s0 he
wrote something on & paper, closed the
good eye, held the psper before the eye
which had been bilnd and the man read the
words Many other facts more extruordin-
ary than this have heen witnessed by many
physicians and attested by wiinesses who
are siill 1iving. A gentleman, about the
year 1860, seelug these worderful miracles,
and having the addresserof all the wiluesres
in the proceskes, published a challenge in
France to all the free thinkers to come and
examine these miracles. Y u say miracles
do not happen: come and gee. If you can
digprove ten of these miracles I will glve
you $2,000, And he deposited the $20(0 with
a notury. The money was walting In 1887,
aud two journalists took up the challenge,
but when they found that the witnesses
were 11ving they dropped it 11ke a hot CORl;
and the money 18 walting yet. Anyone who
wishes to get 1t can have a try. I can tex-
tify to a miracle which happened. | wasin
France in Javuary, 1873, when a gentleman
came 10 me with his son asking me 1o give
him soms lessons in English, We usged to
take walks togetner, and (his boy talked Lo
me freely about all his famlily; he gpoke 10
me about an uncis of his who Was & priest,
and had been paralyzed for eleven years.
80 weank were his eyes ihat he conld not
read. Tne hoy used to xay to me it 18 A pity
for he 18 a very clever man and he has not
been able 10 use histalents atall, We nave
tried everything, consulted d yerors and tried
noveuas snd prayers, Oo the 2)th August
in that year, 1 was at Lourdes and heard
that only tour days before the uncle of
this boy had besn suddenly and completely
enred, I waited two or three years before 1
could ascertain the facts fully and then &
bhook was written which glves the who'e his-
tory of the cure,and ia thatl found that
the Abbe had been ever since ucharge of a
parigh of 10,000 soule and that he was work-
ing a8 well as any priest could, making up
for lost time, Now if 1hia 18 not a cure, 1 do
not know what 1s—a cure of paralysis and
blindness. . Now we say to scientific
men, why dou’t you examine these facts ?
They snswer, miraclies do not happen : they
are contrary Lo modern relence, Some who
do not belteve 1n Christianity at all have
verified these miraclies, and «ay they are not
expluinable on any getentific theory, That
inall we want. If they are not explainable
on any relentific theory they nre proofs of
the hand of Gud. Oune real u.lracle 18 &
proot that God must be there. ~nd now we
sy, SBtarting with the principls, we Say
there 18 nothing irrationalin miracles, We

rest, (ireeks or Protestants, all profess!ng
Christianity., Mere uumbers are as nothing
in this msatter. What I want to point out
to you is that the Christiaus are the noblest
specimens of humanity thal this esrth can
produce. Lhey represout the fntellect, the
common sonse and the clvilization of the
world.

he Mohammedan and Baddhist systems
are couflned L0 Himits . . tuke 1he
Musselmun, the turk—=""the unspoukabie
turk’” a8 Mr. Gladstone calles nlim-—uas
rRVHgEd and spulled every country that he
has bren in, He 1s not & etvilhizsr. Palestine
wousu garden when he came there. Now it s

0 oessrl Can you compars sueh religloos
wiith Curlstinuity 2 On, some people say,
but the Turk 18 very hosolinbia 1o must
be good for somethivg It he s » human
belig there must bo some fair side Lo nlm.

He has sunough vad guuiitles 1o disgust any
one and Lo prove tane bis cannot be the trae
rellglon, And so we huve Lo come back 14
Chrstianity, and wost do we fod 7 Fhat
the Caristiaa Is the elvillzed mau, there 18
no natton 1nthe wor d that doss aot profess
Christlanity, 1f 1018 a eivilized nation

We are all teal s best wud noblest la man-
ina and we all profess a belief in the divine
origiu ol Christinnity. Now that isin 1selr
A very strong testimony, but when we go
back Lo the nistory of Chrisuanity we flud
It sl stronger

In order to polson the wells the agnostics
and Lhe posiiivists toll us that U restiaony I8
not now whut 1t used 1o be. Testimoi y 18
L0 bs meastured by the centuries 1o whieh
we live We Are now Iln R0 sgo Of DIOKTesS,
lu the days of the aposties men did not sx-
amine 10to the stories that they heard, bat
NOW we test everytuing. Ouarc testimony is
worth something, but toe testimony of past
ugos 18 of another Kind.'" We Luve chal
leuged all our evemies 10 examine into
miracles, Some elgut or ten yours sgo Cur-
ainnl Manpiug luvited the “men of hght
wod lendlog” 10 examine the mirscles of
Lourdes, but tusy pooh-poobed the laea, If
they are noL very particuiar about thelr tes-
thmony, I8 1t a4 proof tosl men 1o pasl 8ges
could not give testimory wboul miracles ?
Does it ueca any great nmountof lvarning or
FDTOWALERS 10 SRY Waelher s ninu I8 dend or
alive, to be able to prove thal the Tsrasilies
passod througn the Dasd Sea?  thisis only
wquestion of uslog thelr senses and from
th- beglunlug wen & wiys conld use Lhelr
senses.  The very history of Geoosls tells vs
that before the (Hod m-n would not velieve
tunt there was aopyining coming. In the
days of Cartst Our Lora dimsolf do we not
read of the Ineredulousoess of 86 Fhomuas *
Thomas would not belleve that Uhrlse had
risen unless he put his hand into His side
wod fato the wonnds of His hanas and fet,
When Foomas spoke thers were hundreas
of unbelievers. It 1s not at all true that
peopie were ready to belteve auy story that
was 10ld,  Replies nxve been glven W these
views over avd over sgaln,

aiud now let us procecd toexamins w hat
thattestimony of Coristianity telis us  We
sy that the Chrisiians at pres:nt oceupy
the best places 1n the world. All the lnteilect
aud refinement on this earth is in Coristian
countries and not outside, Now these men
huve s history of the past. They tell you,
and every one will kdmit with them, that ir
you go back nineieen centuries you come to
# Lme when there wWas no Unrisilanivy ay
all ; when thers was on the contrary some-
thing very different from Christianity. The
whole world was heathen, with the exoep-
tiou of the Jewish nation, whish was then
despised. The heathen woild 18 portrayed
to us by its writers, whom we sLiil have,
and from these writers we Enow what a
seething mass of corruption 1L was No
really good Christian conld have walged the
streets of Rome or Athens in the days of our
Lord without a blush for his numanity.
The mesnest aned most dlsgusting vices
were adored and deifisd,  I'bDere wWas no
idea of purity, no ldea of humility.
I'he very word did not exist, 9 here
wus no charity., Hospitals did nol ex-
1st until the time of Christiznity. There
was nolthing tone makes the beruty of our
present lves That world was & most
degraded world, 1 he Greeks were the most
cever of men. The Romuns were men of
ptrong wili of ygreat legislative anlilty
Lhey nad the reins of power luld upon the
necks of sul) ot races wond Lhey goveroed
them with au fron sway. But 1t 18 not true
1o suy that 1t had beon a period of progress,
o reality hilstory shows us thal every
natlon has had » season of rise and parfee
tlon and then decay Material discoveries
do not aff ¢t the mind, In the highest
reglons of mind L do not bolleve that we
have advanesd a step slnce the days of
Aristotie Betweon Herbert Speuncer and
Aristotle there 1s m spsce of 2000 years. In
my opinjon Aristotls was & much greater
man than Herbert Spencer.

There had besen very much more rectitnde
among the Romans than there was al Lhe
time of our Lord. The Greeks had h:d thelr
fine age, and then *hey had dwindied down
1uto a rory of clever people havivg no infla-
ence on the world.

The cohesiveness of a doctrine s aAlways a
strong argument of 1ts truth. Nothing can
be more natural than what our Lord did and
taught. 1le came and sald the prophets
have spoken of Me of old. He mentioned
them by name and verified everything that
they had sald. He vouched for the reality
and 1n&piraiion of all the books which had
gone befure Him, and then He sald I am not
come 10 destroy all these. You have had
your own borogs of the Oid Testament
avnourelng My coming, I am simply come
to makw»s them more convineing, And then
He latd down the law of love. You shall
love one another. He went aboul dolng
good And during that time when veople
asked Him for a sign, although Ho worked
pumbsriess miracles, still He cald He wouid
glve them but one sign, the slgn of Jonah,
vhiat He would be three days in 1he heart of
the earth and then He would rise from the
dead. He foretold that several times, Flually
we read that He did sueritics His I1fe, dlea s
most 1gnomintous death and rose the third
day faking thess book mere'y as his-
tory, no one will deny tha' Josus Christ did
wonders when H» came 1nto this world sod
that He showed Himself as (he falfiller of
the propnectes that had preceded Him, and
that He gave a8 the sign of 18 divine mis-
misslon, HI8 resurrection. we know that
He had chosen tweive tollowers, who, imme-
dlately atter His death, went out iuto the
world preaching that He had risen from the
dead Jadgs of the effect prod uced by their
words ana ree If thelr work was not divine.
Twelve weak men went out into the world
and said to men: “We preach Lo you Jesus
Christ and Him erueified” And men said :
“You want us to sdore & Man Who was
erucitied, Who suffered the ignominlous
death of the crogs 7’ The treek sald, “* How
wil. yoa adore & Man who died the death of
n klave?” The aposties ¢ld not change
their lapgunge for tha . * If you do _not
believe in Him you shall die the death.”
He has been crucified for you and this is
youronnly hope for salvation.” Chey sald,' we
wre the witnesses of His resurrection; We
swear to you that He dled and vhay He rose
again.””  And then they to'd thelr »tory,
how that He did appesr on 116 day of the
resurreciion to all of them—that they fell.
His body —ihat He appeared tweive or thir-
1een times to many of them, and finally
ascended 8 He had sald He wouid and
promised tn cOmMO wga'n 10 judge them nt
the end of the world. Now this Iy the sort
of teaching they taught, If it had not been
true 1t would have had o eflfect.  These
twelve poor men revolutionized the world
H“eeo the change that came over the worla,
'rom these twelve men sprang & hody of
Ohristians who suffered torments and deavn
in vast numbers—millions of them—men,
women and chiidren, gave up thelr lives
ratuer than deny their faith. The whoie
power of the Roman Emplre was agalnst
them. There were ten persecutions, Lhe last
the most terrible of tnem all, and yet afier
that persscution of Dlocletian the cross
which had been the punishment of slaves
was 88t in the dindem of the Kmperor?

We have developsd the teachinga of the
apostles in works without number. We
huve auswered all the objsctions that have
ever been bronght against us, and we fiud
that most of the objections of our days are
gimply the old objsciions of the opponen's
of Christlanity. dreat eflects can be pro=-
duced only by Rrent causes If the apostlies
preached to mun In Fucn & WAy ik to converty
vhem and to make them give up thelr
fmpurity, thelr cruelty, their want of
charity, 1t I8 & proof that they must have
proceeded from true facis in establishing
their doctrine, It would have been very
ensy for thoge to whoum they preached to
have verified whetner It were Liue or not
that Ohrisy had risen from the dead ¢ .
If they preached Cnrist risen, 1t was because
thev krew that He had rigen. Aud how
energetically they preached !y Bt. Panl says :
“1f Christ has not risen then vain is your
faith ; but 1f He bhas risen then you shall be
honored cnue day n He s now.”

Fluully, our view \s far more reasonable
than any other. There have been very
many grest men in ousl ayes, and these
men’s glevaruess has been handed down 1o
us  In our school days we read of Homer
and Virgll and thelr heroes. We read of

nistory of the world There are st present

not say all, but I will pointto & book

( reaar and Alexanoer, but I think we sshool
boys had no pardoular aflectinn for 1hem.

in this globs of onre about 1,400,000 600 of 1 v
1 will | ypen. Out of these 4.0 000,000 are Unristians That 18 the only sort of immortality tnat
About 250,000,000 are Roman Catholie, The

most men have. They very seldom ensure
Continued oun elghth page,




