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plime in tIhe -systeini. as ail inscrtutalile enrywhicli lies 1'ack of t'Il
i>IR'ii<>lleilftl s5<'ElielIc(', andi< wlili is tiue gr(>Ull of ail chanlges froînl
th e1<>1 gne >1;t( the etrcn<usi ever recuirrintr qilcee.sioli.
This iliàsCl'tRll>(' p<>wer is terined tlie absolitte and ,nay lw idenitiflild
inila cerbdnii seilse witlî (hAd. sp)l>I1C(1s systemu is thils ilîonistie,
iîîaterialistic and ag(nostie. As nionistie it teans to pantlîiisîî ils
iiiaterialistic it lernis to atlieisîin, and] as 11gniostic it fdestr<>ys religion.

yet l4penee a111 egoil ahîding and uîîiversail filact on
mlen, and ie feels la>und to exl)lain it in i 501110 w'ay. W'e proceed to

cer expounlds ianiy tlîings a1tfer tie mnner of tue, positivists, hoe is
utterly dissatisfied vritlî tîjeir explana.tions of the origrii uti religion.
Re clearly discerns tliat even if present mature iiiuiiotlieistic forins
of religion ]lave beeîî developed hiistorically froîîî soine phase of
fetichlisnî, thie question nmust.stili arise as to liow the -eligYIOIs con-
sciou51XCss whichl even feticlîlisii involves kit finit cmie to bo
genorated. Observing tlîis Spencer properly f eels thiat, ho, inust go
back of every forin of polytheistic fetichisîn for ail explanation of
the (rigrin of re1icou[ for reiincannot ho explained iiierely by

tlhiat wvhichi alrealY, iînplies its existence. Spencer hiere las done
goo srice in refuting thie positivist fetichiistie explanation of

religion. As Maller also (lues, lic slows tliait tlue positivists do0 imot,
gou to tie ruot, of thie probleîîî. kt reîîîaixîs to lie seenl w1lether
Sp)encer imiiself shadl he o (re siuecessflul lu deilling witlî tlue Pro-
bi ..

In1 explainiîîg spencei"s views on this Sull ect, tlerc is conlsider-
aide (lithcultyý iii ge-ttinig hiis opinions clvarly and consistently before
us. This difflctulty arises largely froin the filet thaîit Spencer dos
nuot pias~resetIiils views intesaine way. Ide h iir
ciieu ut view exl)resse(l in lus various treatises is su great that it is
hacid tu nccoumît for it il) any, other wivay thmn tiaat opner p-
iions liave unldergrone substantia1 change uipoi thie question <,f the
origrin uf religion silice lie lirst set thiein forth. Ili ]lis " Fii-s
Principdes ',lie seeliis inclilnod to conneet thie origin of the religions

cuncîusîis m mnail witli tlIR restits of tlie prnil of vausation
il-- ohserved iniitnature. Thei idvia of thie suiperniatural or1 divine
-irise., hie savs, froîn a iniistaknei aipplication of tll.. principle of
causation to thie plienuiiieiia of niature. The storîn, the eartlîquake
&c., prouced .1 kimîd of 1-me lu thie mnd or primiitive nnand ho
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