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or even enough means to lay the foundation ; 4th. 
Science is shutting out revelation by prpving that 
after all, really, there is a sad lack of talent ex
hibited in the structure of the universe, in some 
parts no wisdom nor even a show of design, in 
feet there is much muddlement in God's plans 
generally and Mr. Huxley or Mr. Tyndal could 
vastly improve upon the work of creation ; 5th.

Evolution will shortly be the creed of the world ” 
and all existing cosmogonies will give place to one 
to be expressed in tile profound formula of Topsy 
"'^peéjtijï growed”; 6th. "Now-a-days in any 
book by a learned man, who feels himself at 
liberty to say what he really thinks, you will find 
the, miracles abandoned”; 7th. The rule of Mr. 
Disraeli has put back the clock of humanity to the 
pre-Christian time, as is proved by certain pic
tures of the Zulu war in the Graphic /

.All these heterogeneous propositions are set 
forth with such an air of oracular wisdom as is 
Well o&lCulated to do* terrible havoc amongst 
young men. Rowing the Devil's seed of scepti
cism under the pretence of a mere literary dis
quisition is about as bad a piece of work as any 
man can take up. , Professor Smith passes for a 
Christian, what then doee he mean by easting 
doubts upon the immortality of the soul and by 
iwafeimting that learned men who are honest 
abandon miracles ? What good purpose can be 
served by tolling Churchmen they cannot be hon
est if they agree to differ, to live in peaee? 
What sense is there in hashing up with literary 
apices-the-silly criticisms of speculative Atheists, 
oritieisms which imply that the critic ie divinely 
write even if do*is not?, If jtbe Profsesbr hae 
any light -to throw on these high questions we will 
bask in itj, but the retafling &tale materialism, set- 
ting men together by the ears, suggesting doubts 
to ÿoung mitide. leading them into a jangle of 
scepticism and fearing them there, covering up 

thoughts by a oorruscation of literary 
fireworks, is work reflecting no honor upon one 
who owe# ah his culture, his literary feme and

the artide in queition, and with a ohnâkle daims 
Mr. Goldwin Smith as a disciple cd lngerset

num ”, and will conclude that scepticism at any 
rate has bad manners. But if all “ learned men" 
now-a-days, who in their books ^say what they 
think," have abandoned miracles, as Mr. Smith 
affirms, then all the learned apologists of Chris
tianity - now adays " are hypocrites, and all the 
great writers of Christendom according to Prof. 
Smith are a pack of clever liars !

His logical process seems to be thus : “ Almost 
every learned man who says what he thinks aban
dons miracles, A is learned and defends miracles, 
therefore he does not say what he thinks ” ; or 
thus, “ Almost all learned men abandon miracles, 
B. stands by them, therefore B. is not learned," 
—this is quite up to Evolutionistic logic, its style 
in fact.

Mr. Goldwin Smith owes it to his order, his 
reputation, his honor to declare, 1st. Who is 
writing books accepting miracles against his con
victions, for whoever knows such an author shares 
Ms guilt by shielding it ; 2nd. What books are 
alluded to by Mr. 9-, books written by learned 
men accepting miracles which they really dis
credit, for whoever knows of such works shares 
their dishonesty by concealing it. But the proof 
of miracles is an easy task compared with the so
lution of these questions, and à learned man 
writing books contrary to his thoughts would be a 
living, testimony to the miraculous.

By a recent English mail we have two fetters, 
one from a “ Broad " the other from an “ Evan
gelical " clergyman, both highly learned men who 
see much of the world and read widely current 
literature, domestic and foreign. The former 
writes thus : “ There is now a wide spread reac
tion against the gross materialistic notions which 
have been abroad to long, man art tick of tptouia* 
dont, science has spent its best forces against the 
spiritual with the result of intensifying religious 
convictions, widening Ohnreh sympathies, and 
discrediting party agitations, the ÇtowjhuffA 
never so strong in numbers, inseal, in the whale* 
hearted dekotioh of the, laity." Théo** *rtto* 
“Modern Sdenoe is largely a gain» of guessing, 
one day the shout goeewpthat the.secret differ* 
ation is fodnd, next day Jhfe is forgotten ip tito 

of a more sensational theory, some-

trine S£ a flwoovwy his

Mr. Goldwin Smith is an open enemy of our 
Ghurch, be haey publicly avowed his sympathy 
with Methodism, Sectism and their allies in ,pttr 
camp. We ask them to reflect upon his views 
and do not shrink from saying that such covert 
infidelity as Mr. S. indulges in comes by natural 
“Evolution” out of that so-ealled “liberality", 
wMoh would be more truthfully dubbed the license 
ofindifferantism. We are thankful that the Ghurch 
Catholic gets only sneers from a writer, however 
brilliant his style, who mtingates that a learned 
Christian author is probably false to hi» eonrie- 
tions who gives ourretoey to the blasphemy which 
asserts that ihe Universe shows neither wisdom nor 
design, and who proclaims Me unhesitating belief 
that the Atheistic theory ef. self-existent matter 
oapable of self-evolution into all risible phe
nomena, will erelong unseat the Father of man
kind from the throne ef Humanity, leaving the 
world without $riaa law ami dfcrinè control Ip
sink into the darkness of moral chaoa.
Smith is like a child who totiog the t tidii ijjfef 
dreads aaother deluge. The tide oi iiAdaHfyjftift 
■o high a Century ago that 
the Goldwib Smith School, WW*’mill 
Grose submerged. WWSSwiptiS 
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