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ing on to know the Lord." The article should have
appeared as a supplement to thiat by the same author
which is puhlished this wveek. Thie article taken in
this anîended order will preserve the proper sequence.

The Minister's Trap.

It is easily possible to entertain ut the one time,
principles uitterly at variance with eacli other. One
nîay believe in the truthi of christianity and be an advo-
cate of principals fundanientally opposed to christianity.
Miaterialismi is thoroughly inconsistent with religion of
any and every kind. Yet there have been those wvho
believed in the supernatural aînd at the saine tie wvere
advocates of the principles of matcrialîsm. Priestly
wvas avowvedly a materialist. le nevertheless attained
suflicient faitlî in tlîe supernatural to continue, to the
last a Unitarian Hartley derivedi ail knowvledge [rom
sensation and defined sensation to bic the result of
vibrations in the nervous system. Yet throughout
lus lifetime lie accepted the funldamiental truthis of
christianity. These and sîmilar instances go to show
that in the oîue mind there nmay lie, side by side, princi-
pIes thoroughly opposed to ecd other.

It was this that a certain Reviewer hiad in mni
wvhen lie described Benjamin Kidd's famous publication:
-Social Evulution,' as the mnibjters trap, the not very

-_o11pleînentary title înîplied that the work, %%hile of
sucli a character as wvall commend it to tie christian
minister and to christian people generally, involves
princsples thoroughly antagonistic tu christianity.
This doubtle'sb as a grave charge. The question how
ever is, can the charge lie stistained.

A cursory reading of the book wvill discover that the
author does flot wvrite as ani advocate of christianity. It
wvill also discover that he doesnfot wvrite as an opponsent.
lits purpose is purely scientific. lie writes iii the in-
terest of social science. Consequently lie linlits his
investigation to the varied socîid phenoniena that
prescrit theinselves.

In dealing wvith social phersnena, hioever, the
author discovers, as cvery obserer will discover, that
in evety age religion is of the niost prominent con-
stituei. of social phiernmena. lie also discovers that
ini western civilzation, christianity is one of the most
proininent constituents. This makes i necessary to
examine in their social bearings religion in general and
chribtianity in particular. ht is while conducting this
exainination ihat the author gives bis estimate of
christ îanuty.

\Vîut the autbor tluinks of J,îrà.%tianity nia> bc suni-
nicd up in three stitements. It nî.i> bic b.siJ first of ail
th.at lie regards clîristIanit) as tic life of Western
Ci% iliatiosî, the c,. oh an"t force dh.1t 'i the course oi
the cenitities dceloped western %LI'1ali.1tioli out of
priaistie barliarism. Hle admit.% that other forces have
donc sonmethîing tu prodluce moderni.iiain lie
Jassiiis luoiwc'. e tht cliris>ti.tiîit> is% b) far tlie mnost
effective of these ftites and vithout '.'lîclî stern
1-1% slaj.itjosi could flot ha,.ec been produced.

.%noth1er pasitioni th.at lie hold:s i,% that cbrîstianity
lis prodîacd this resutlt ans virtue of its ethical s).%tem.
The cîhiies of chribtianitî. are, as be sa3s. altruistic.
Ciristi.tiîaty i%, therefore, i strong tltrtiitit force. At
the beginning oif our cris it isntroduced into hbtory a
iniglit) tltruistit; force. W.> % iî tue of this force chris
tianiîy ba: iii thie cotirse of the tge.s transforied
pranhiti'. barbari.su tito modersi ci%.ilization. It
abolihcd %l.cry. It has secured political equai;..
It w.ill sectire '' quiality ai opportunity." AIl this it
h.is donc and %vill do becatîse of the di.stinctivcly ai-
trîîstic charâcter of its cthics.

The third position tbat lie nmay bc said to liold is
that the aItruistic cthics of christiansty are such a
migbty clevating force hecause tboy are sanctioncd by

a supernatural religion. Chiristian ethics lie holds
have their root in a supernatural religion. it is be-
cause of this, lie conteîids, tt'ey have been able to
produce so grcat and so happy a resuit. There are those
wlvcs say tl>at christian ethics would have produced
western society without the sanction of a supernatural
religion. The author examines this view coming. to
the conclusion that it is altogether faIse, that christiani
ethics wvould be largely powverlcss to produce such a
resuit %veto it flot that christianity is a supernatural
religion.

1*liese tlirec positions sum up wvlat the authoe
positively teachies iii regard to cliristianity. With
eachi of these the ortiiodox believer wvill cordially agree.
lndeed thcse are some of the positions wvhich the church
persistcntly dlaims for christianity. And the devout
christian can liardly fail after reading the book, to be
abundantly thankful tlîat such a powverful and persua-
sive advocate has been found to plead these dlaims in
its behiaîf, and the fact mnat the author persues the
course of bis agument in a spirit thoroughly indepen-
dent without prejudice or preposession wvill only go
to intensify thus feeling.

There are other views evidently held by the author
wvhicli the devout believer cait- hardly accept ; some
indeed whichbch must decidedly reject. For instance
it would scem that while the author rnakes so much of
the supernatural character of christianity it is Nvith him
a matter of indifférence wvbether the supernatural !Le
objectiv3ly valid or not. It is true that as a scientist
dealing wîth social development, %vhat he bas to con-
sider is th~e evolving power of the idea of the super-
natural lodged in mind and heurt. As bo says bim-
self. IlThe question is not wvbetber anly section of
persons liuwe,6er learned is of opinion that these beliefs
are witbout founsdation in reason, but, m hether religious,
systemrs have a function to discbarge in society." It
is also truc however, that ur.less the idea of the super-
natural wvere objectively valid it wvou1d cease to be an
elevating and elvolving force. Tlic author sbould
therefore have made it sufliciently distinct to subdue
ail suspicion that %vith him supernatural religion wvas
not only subjectively but also objectively validi. If he
liad said distinctly that it wvas flot objectively valid
every orthodox believer would imimediately part com-
pany %vith hum. The complaint made is that lic seems
to regard the subjective valîdity as the only important
matter and consequently that lie dues not inform the
reader wvbat bis view is, in reference to the objective
valiJity. H-e would almost mnake the reader suppose
that lie maintained the objective validity of the religions
of Greece and Rome as rnuch as he did that of
Christianity.

The book certainly contains very defective views in
rega. d to the relation of religion and reason. Ile defi-
nîtely bolds that reason canr.itjustify belief in the super.
natural. lie believes that the-idea of the supernatural
will alwa3s exercise a largeelevating influence oiver the
race. Semebow the idea bas taken possession of our
human nature and it will always bold possession. He
denies however thiat it cani be _shown that there is a
real supernatural corresponding to the ideca. In other
words cbristianity doubtlcss is v bat it is said te be.
This howce r cannot be provedi. In this viewv no or-
thodox believer cars follow the author. Such a view is
altogether antagonistic to christianiîy- The intelligent
christian wvill unbesitatingly admit that the truth of
christianity caniiot bc established m~ith mathemnatical
certainty. He will bowever most empliatically cdaim
that its truth can lie cstablished willi moral certainty,
in other wvords, that the evidence advanced is of such a
clîaracter that reason wvill justiy taith iii christianity as
a supernatural religion. The church has alwa«ys miade
this dlaim and must continue to make it. To admit
that reason cannot justify belier in the suipernatural
is to admit wvhat, if truc, would ultimately overthrov.
christinnitv.

It wvotld thus seeni as if there 'vas truth in the
charge implied in the phrase; . lMinistcr's Tmup."1
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