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tiîfnlntss trltereîît front lus Ouli, lc cnn t Possilîly conceive. il înay îimagine,011 monte distant star, lîeings hliglier than lîlmacsif or different ini theircoinu to il ,xternHIi alîpearance, Yet the Positive and final predicate, whieli lie givesient of oui,> o these lieings are ncessarily (tr wn front lus own nature. An analysisWe art ut of ail sueh conceptions will show that, aithougu uvceaui extend ournie inito tli thiouglits q uantitatiî ely, yet tihe quai ty of our tlioughts i8 de-teýininedldetermoju it, 1)i oui- nature îîit stit-roiil itîigs. We cati have ideals su perior to our-hiose reuîiiî - les ais îidjvîduals, but no ie the cicînents of uvhjch do lýot exjst in)S. the species to whîch we helong.
s'tss ,11h t Keepiug iii vien tiiis ob% its principlu, a rigid analysis of religion uvil ITh'le col- ýitttl>le us t.> se tliat, as a mystelul of thouglit in çlich phenoniena ared hy ages of a.'crilhed to a lieing or tg) leiîlgs belice'cd to Uc proper obîjects of uor-sluig,and rever. il i8 an jidireget foniî of sel-f-kiou lcdgeý. As Feuerbachi has slîown withsîlosition to iii icli fi! îess ani %,tiity of illustration, mnan Uicoisciouisly stifd jus lis0ow a pig-r own nat ure in theutitelatioui of goils long before h ii initel lectriai and >the natural iiîîîral natture becoiîîes a direct object of stiidy.

In every atge inan discovers and revognizes that what wvaF in a preced.I lîeing uI. îig age regarded as the truc god uvas tihe subjective niature of nman viceelhighest linotdbjective!1'. Wiicu a nation or a race lias outgro%çn a religion, the oidtii and van. god contes to lie regutrdod ah ouly ai conaelîtional being corresponîîlg wjtluouîr carlivl dite tiental conditionil the tirues iii wivh it prevaileil. The portraitinan uxi t,. akeuii i chldhood camînot Uc looked upon as a correct likeness of tUet
destrucîîf sine uîîdividial grown to manhood. No more cari uan Ulle ased withnis tend(li>. the mental image el iiself that u'as formed during bis intellectualbecy p)resul. thldiood. As betwcen tue likeness of tUe youth auid tlîat of the muanbeing ui, here is more or teps reseiblauce, so between the gods of two periods,ce eartlî, bat wplsrateîl ly agus2 and widely different iu their intellectual conditions,ýentai states îhire will Uc inucli in comnuon.
tortu of! a Tue îurofoundly religions nman of to-day neyer recognizes the idcntitynistiîct ilit l',teeu iinselt and tht object of his worship ; but Uc Oses the applica. 4of wor-4l,.i Itiiey of tliis principît ii times anid among peoples having conceptionse worslisrv of (God that arc grossi and low. The culightcned Christian readily adt-gn pasent aits tlîis to Uc truc of the ignorent savage. TUe well-informed Chris-l.ai and the cnliglitenod Hebrew o! to-day admit that many of the Oldri, froin th( Testaiueut represeutations of deity are very ituperfeet, and they apologizeman's Isar. for tiicir grossucas lîy saying that Gi>d in those days accommodated hitu.*unian mnd ,*Il tii tue rjude, ignorant condition of tUe people, since they weres unablei.bove or gel lo couprhmid any concepitions of God unless tUcy were of a being likeessentiaill iheîîselves. But it is .uust as certain that tUe conception of God by the


