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& assumption such as Fascal's—even if it were ever absolulely true of
" any age—would, with res?:ect to the deepest forces of modern doubt, be
&% utterly unjust, as well as

| genuine fellow-workers those who, in spite of their scepticisms, recom-

| tile spirit of infidelity had developed itself in modern times—the his-
.. | torical, the critieal, the philosophic, and the scientific :—

| the imagination; the eritical unbeliever tore to pieces the saered fabric of the
| Word of God, distributed and rearrangsd the fragments, wiped out the pro- |

| fealing, was to he explained by the same forea of cirenmatances, and resolved |

| defunct belief and ntelligent affections. On its intellectual side it was distin-

| mind as the immediate teaching of God It thus placed the natural tendency

| of intellect to idolise itself upon a new basis.

“| What, then, must be our weapons against these new forms of unbelief? &

+ | Our safety would consist in a bolder and firmer atlitude; persoually, &
{ in an increase of apostolie holiness ; pastorally, in an inerease of apos- &

| tolic diligence and devotedness ; ministerially, in a more earnest, p‘l‘ﬁn,

il what constituted an unbeliever. Formerly a man that rejected the

| mob which he had called together to do mo more than he thought! :

| guised but ridiculous hostility to dogmatic teaching; just as if any-T
| thing ever was taught except dogmatically. The New Teéstament in
| every line of it presnpposed dogmatic teaching—it was written for

' stition. The to declaim against superstition, but to see

_' as if it were true for all time, must, I think, be vergagravei{ﬂqua!iﬁad
.| indeed as regards English scepticism of the present day. *

intellectual difficulties in the way of faith, which has been, and
'still is, so common, seems to me a great mischief to the
' Christian Chursh, and also wholly without warrant in the

. it is a great source of unhappiness when the intellectual constitution is
~ a bar and check upon the spiritual life. Those are far ha.];‘pler whose

| impulses of the soul. But it is not always the happiest natures that do
| the most of God’s work in the world, though it may be the happiest
| natures which have most of God's being in them ; and, for my own
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WebpNEsSDAY, OCTOBER 5.
There were two sections open to-day. Iu the morning the meeling
at 5t. George's Hall was presided over by the Bishop of" Chester, and |
the subject was
PHASES OF UNBELIEF, AND HOW TO MEET THEM. y
The first paper was read by the Rev. E. Garbett, vicar of Surbiton, §
who observed that there were four prineipal phases in which the versa-

The historical sceptic construeted a new history of the past, purely a work of &

phets, stripped God of His personal agency, and tore the mantle of His Deity
from the august form of the Saviour of mankind. But, many-sided as modern un-
belief was, it had aunity of its own, which presented special characteristics. Its &
half-contemptaons attitnde of toleration towards religion as a necessity for
weaker minds, or as one among the other equal forms of human thought and |

by the same analysis. On its moral side it was distinguished by the predomi-
nance it gave to the sentiment of religion—its purely subjective side over its §
objective facts; and substituted a dim, vague, shapeless religiosity in place of

guished by identifying the spirit within the man with the divine personal Spirit
of God without him; and, therefore, regarding the conclusions of the human %%

practical imitation of apostolic preaching, like men who were intensely
in earnest, and who dealt with others out of the fulness of a faith which
was the light of their own intellect and the joy of their own heart.
(Cheers.)

Canon Woodgale observed that in these days it was difficult to say

Catholic faith was held to have rejected everytbing, but now the 5
smallest shred of belief was looked on as a sufficient title to the name &
of believer. It was the peculiar feature of these days that no one ®
rejected the Scriptures. And why should he, since everybody claimed 38
the right of making them speak jusi what hLe pleased? All this arose]

from the dangerous notion that the Bible was given that every man i
might draw from it his own creed, from which there must be no appeal
except to his own private judgment. Bat those who maintained this
principle wera hlind to the conseqnences that must flow from it: for
how could they bid any one to whom they avowed it, stop where they ==
stopped? A political demagogue might just as well ask the excited

prudent. One great cause of the pravalence of unbelief was the undis-{

those to whom the Seriptures ware assumed to have been taught, as
5t. Luke said, catechetically. Infinile mischisf arcse from the [pjudi-
cious method in which many good people treated what they called supsr-

what was good in it and make that a basis of further teaching. Such
was the course which St. Paul adopted towards the idolatrous
Athenians; but the result of the modern method was that while
rooting out the snperstition (which wa# an easy thing to do) people too
often destroyed belief in God altogether. (Cheers.)

Mpr. R. H. Huttyn, one of the editors of tho Spectator, read the following
paper :—
What Pascal has said of the sceptics and scepticism of his time,

As it is the
purpose of God,” he wrote, * to be visible to those who search for Him
with all their hearts, and concealed [rom those who are disposed to shun
Him, He so orders his communications with mankind that the signs of
them are Pl:lirl te those who geek Him, and obseure to those who do not
seek Him"—which is really equivalent, of course, to this—that those !
who have not foand, have never earnestly sought God. Can any man
who is really familiar with the higher sceptical literature of modern
England—of course, T do not mean the scofling scepticism, but the con-
scientious, truth-seeking scepticism—or who is familiar with the
difficulties avowad by the learned and cultivated laity in their most
earnest moods, deliberately subscribe to this? Tor my own part, at
least, I must say that I have not found it so; I am sure that any

atal to any chance we might have of con- ¥
vineing men who are haunted by them. I think thal to those of us
who believe profoundly in the divine government of all spiritual
natures—i.e,, of all natures willing and eager to submit to Gc::d'ﬂ
government, even though they do not recognise it as we do as being
God’s, the fact T have mentioned involves no less a conclusion than
this—that the fine network of doubis and difficultiss which have
occupied so important a place in the religious hisiory of our time are
themselves instraments of God, intended by Him to effect a great tem-

rary work, and are not merely temptations to be overcome—infi-
ginlies to be resisted. Indeed, the sort of holy horror of these genuine

New Testament. In the New Testament, indeed, there is plenty of
eangura of all moral recoil from God; but thers is no censnre any-
where that I can find for those who are genuinely bewildered by
what they think the discrepancies of evidence, and who cannot draw
the conelusion their hearts make them wish to draw. Undoubtedly

natures move harmoniously, conviction following edsily the spiritual

part, I cannot doubt that all the genunine hesitations, difficulties, incre-
dulities of high, disinterested, ang trath-loving minds are-part of God's
direct teaching to us of to-day, and are likely to do a great work in
purifying our Christianity. And I believe that unless we approach as

mend themselvés to us by a deeper than intellectual judgment, as
devoted seekers after truth, we shall not only lose all chance of gain-
ing them over tous on earth—which I dare say in some cases is not
ften v ereat—but a much better chance of ourselves profiting by



their difficalties, of sllting oot from our own Enith the basen metal which
it containg. By lle more reverent snd sympathetde mod: of treating
doubt, sven 1 we & oot susseed in convincing thoss on whom cortain
t difficultes bave, as it were, seiced with o Launtisg fores, that
hava merely lost themselves in the lnbyrioth wich, properly
threaded, leads o fith—yet b 'I‘Biﬁ:li:-lng and sifting and apprecinting
those diflcultiea [aidly, wa shall bo o leava out much sod perbaps
put in more, in ourown mode of presenting the groandaof fath that
will greatly alter fe ralations to external thought. And I ihiok it may
b ghown wa ganll in this way adapt our intellectual viow of Ohris-
tinnity much betferto win the minde of the paw genemtion ; that we
ahall smahls i seimnts mars Genly tha pslativa worth of thess diffi-
eultics for the fotar, and to avoid the danger of exagperaling them,
1 will give two llindrations of what I moan, from the depaciments of
molern wheh are at present, 1 imagine, most fall of thos diffi-
cultles which hinder foich in mi merally aliraeted Lowweds Chrise—
first, na regards fath in God; ihen, a8 regards falth in Christ. The
speculations of Mr, Darwin ob natural history are, 1 think amengst the
mast of medern canses which sliensto earness minds, notsimply
from faith in Christ,bot from [aith in (God; and the reenit aas baen that
Christians hawe felt & very nataral desire, and in some cses almost &
Tﬁtunl oWigation, to disereditand overthrow even the solid substratum
fxct on which thsse speculations nre cortaioly based,  Mr. Darwle's
theary has booked ts many like an attampe to aecount for craation and
the richness of erestion withoot nssoming either a divine purpess or &
divine will; and tooither & Christinn or a theist no attempt could be
wors painful. Yol 1 think that the Wn{' in whish tla greatest of
| modarn nnturalists hos oo offen been met ;nihang-?lnnahu done far
more 4o give o fale im nof tha weakness of thedogy, and 1o
landd am tmpalse of factittons popularicy we the fanoled abesm of i
theery, than to throw dosbt upon & geaninely scientilic netbod, how-
avar axteavagant]y 't may have been ussd. Howsver wide Mr. Darwin's
Tacts muy be, and no doubt are, of supplying any general 1ypotliesis a8
to the origin of apeies, sgorely t do prove as mush as chis, that one
af the great formstive priociples in the asimal world which vitsll
mindifios and improves species is the competitive prineiple, = the struggle
for existemos” amongst individunls of ike ssme rase, o7 amoBgst
different races which either feed on the same food or ar fed npon by
ke suma predotory tribes ; that this active and often forions compatition
¥ tends to the acconalation in esch race of all those pemlinrities wnd
| g favourabis to swooeas in Salmng food and in avoiding dnuger,
| apd to the gradiual veeding oot of all those individanls and mons under
| great relutive dissdrantages for elther of these functions  The hawk
with the wing best ada for soaring and hoveriog Ends ils prey
| more easily than one with & shorter and wenker picion; i feeds s
| little ones more essily; ls brood prospers botler; mon bawks with
| thoea favoumbla peenl i ond il& type of tha
| whole species is monlded sa as Lo adapt ta profatory habita,
On the olher hand, the littls birds on whish it fesds will develop in
| Yk manner the quiities for avoiding its pumnit, through
the mara rapéd destaction of thoss gpecies and individoals less qualified
for esape.  Now, | can quite understend aud sympathisc with the
superficie]l dread of o theory of this Kind, which seems at fimt sight in

vidence of avery svent in the animal o less ihan it lhe buman

But is i§ more than ssomiog? r. Dnrwn, we must
remember, hing notdiscovercd the facts, only o new and generl regult
of the facta,  The bird falls to the ground—the paturalist would
say—becanss ila kabits exposs it fo tha beak or the gun of the
destroyer: becsase it is not ewill eoough, or not wary enough, or nnt
insignifiennt eoough, or not like enough in eclosr to the groand over
which it is skimming, to escapa.  The bind falla to the ground, snys
gur Lord, bacanse itod wills it 1f, then, we sombine oor Lord's sny-
ing and the natualisl’s obsseeations, they come to this—tbal He
Father of all givestha swill beak and strong wing to the sawk thnt e
may the more easily prevail, and by prevalling wodily he organisa-
tints of the whole tribe in future: that be gives the bind of slow
flight and too conspioucis plumage snd wnwary ways over be destrue-
ticn, b order that Gie spacies may be 8o modifisd as to fvour swiller
fight and less complonous plomags snd warior ways ia fulurs, sud
that He himeall decress this constant compelition between the pifts by
which the fugitives escape destrnotion, and the pursaers fulliet b
Well, thal s, afte- all, not very different from the tewhing of thla
Poulmist, * Tha yenng lons roar after their prey; they ssek their
ment from God.” * But what I want to iosist on is this, Lhat the whels
point and deift of Xr Darwin's facts do not cousist in nuy pew eiress
ou the superfcislly croel compstition in nature—all that was Tamiliac
hundeeds of vears bafore—but ouly in this, that the effect of thia com-
potition s te perict j‘nulmﬂy the organistion of esch tribe of
aniuials for i1a owe peouliar purposs—te make the hawks foer hawks,
Darldiog sullaplesd B praylog ; b wake e vacious iles which cowsi-
tuie tha pray of ihi hawks beitar adapted o escage them; in a word,
4] m.uulnfw the Bighest perfaction the physical pecallirities which
enabls each tribe o live, 8o that ae the woeld goss ov awiftor and

.

nobiler hawks pureis swifter or waricr or lesa eaally detmted tribes of
inferior birds,  Now, sarely, so fur as this theary goes, it uet ouly, dees
ot {nereass any moml ﬂ.iﬂ{null:_'r inn the apparently eruel mpetition of
mature; bub Ih?nn. o fur ns it goes, make cleaver the intallestual par-
me at work in meation. when we see that physienl progress from
le more et prginisntions, isa part of ihe very law of the lowest
anioeal Life, It may be sid, * that is preciesly tha thing we dread.”
A wolural explaestion of the gmdial  Gmprovemont of  physioal
orgnoismtion seems to suparsede Gad, I yon weed ot thie pocrer
apecimens of each arganisation by waturnl mesns, it seems g0 imply
that growil in perfection s mob due to God, whe could easily
maks the organdenfon perfect al onse,””  Naow, T think itat if we face
that question fairly, we shall find that falth cwes muock & Mr, Darwin
for putiing i, instisd of having any Teason to discredil Wig facts and
inveigh sgainet auy reasanable inforences from thege faes.~gdn naturn
I aglna. he asperts, by physical improvement atbsl throngh
Ee sharpest proces of wouling st weak Igﬂclmeu& amd leaving ruly
the more espable siecimens of auy type.  Sopposs we pant it How,
then, did natore, with this for its great !nrln-d]‘:'le. attair to the law of
Ia’t-itmd sympatly for woakness, the law ol self-gacrifice, tle law of
?:I: ¥ 1s it nod obwious thas the more clearly Mr, Darein shows that
improvements in physivlogioal orgaoisation are attained through cloes
compuotition, the mora cerlninly b proves to wa that haman oadire 3
ils Irh.u-t fom:, the Chrigtian nalurs, has some other and very diffe
rout from ph; law, and that the charity, pity, and self-sncrilics
for inferiors which is of 1he casence of the Gospel of tho Cress, is no
development of thet law which governs physiolagical progress, and ulso
the production and distribution of human wealth. Bat the Dhristian
m-Tl.Hnu which teaches that the splritual is lord of the nataral—that
the natn lng from God, contains no piters of God's
wabily bub ouly of such of s parposes an -roru.'linainnq- ta the rove
Iation of His mind—is ia!hﬂte]l;’ sirengthened fnstend of weakeoned b
itlia that Bhera is nothiog in the lower world belyw man whial
eould possibly be devel into that noblest and most chamaoteriati of
honan sympathie which reverses the law af physiotogiel, and not las
e law of politics), economyy,and makes our bi larr lpeonaist not
n the speoumbing of the weak to the strong, but in the seli-sceifics of

Bl imperfect agresnont with our Lord’s teaching es to the special pro- |
world,—" Not & eparrow  fallath to fhe ground withool your |

the stroog for the weak. 1o a word, grant Mr. Darwio's prociple a8
[ il mearet of physiolog ol progress, and you establish that ths lower ls
ol the rock of (e higher, that the law ufnuillm] life o of selfish Gom-
| petition for wealth {a oot the core of that law of moral progres which
ng sleadily tendsd to check and transform the physical conpetitlong
all the lower universs by the nobler competitions of divine sellsaorlfion.
In other words, ibe superonturnl is not a development of the natarsl,
dlnoe the supernatural comes ip o ewrich ihe oatoml by con-
quering, subordinating trunsforming it. T lake this, of coore, simply
ad one {llustratlon of the wiew, that i we welsomed every new
dlscovery in sclence, ioetead of slarting back in alarm, we shoubd
aften nd new woapors for faith, fostead of new simulos for donhbe
Uheers) As to Ci;oriuilnily. The grestest difficulty, I funcy, which
most cultivated seeptics of the day is somothivg of this
| kivd ;(—Tho Apestles and {leir contempornzies, it is said, bud e real
| knu’w‘[pd’gs of tha ssiortific im hility, or of the eritiesl &ifficulties
| in the way of much of what they believed. What we call “laws of
| nalore’” wers nnhunwthlhm; eriticism as we have learned it was
| mlien b them, When 3t Paol said that lhe bare grin which men sow
| is not that body which shall be, bt that God giveth it a body “ns it
pleageth Him," be never draamt that organic chemisry coild prove
| that this body must be subtracted [rom earth and alr in which the
| seed i plased. Ina word, bad we lived theo, we should kave felt &
huwdred difisulties, axd applied a bundred bests of Lrath, of the mers
| existenca of which the Apostles 414 not 8o nueh ws koow. Just as we
| should not ascept & datement as to any lneredible Sntensity of cold
made by men who lived before thermometers were dscoversd, sa n'ei
| owoght not tosccopt evilence of deviatiows from all koowo lavs odlered |
| by men in whatever good faith, and howaver fotensely we might desive
belicve i whoe lived before scicolific apd bistorio erticism  had
begun fo exist.  1f, infead of marely condemning this nititade of mind
as sinfol, wa would aspreciate It faldy, it hrmﬁnl, 1 think, fach nen
ﬁum! desld me to the trox mode of presectiog oor fuith to the vorld. [t
ne bopn Lo much theoustom to go far beyond the Aposils on ihe
historical and mwiracolms side of onr Christian evidenee, while slling far
short of their position in other mespocts. T think it i3 tree that the
| Apostles did not in the least cotey into tho @ grierd diffioultics which we
eog in miracle, nnd tha: as ordinary witnesses of mers physioal marvels,
their festimeny should not ba received as of the bighest weizht.  But
thsn, on the otber band, thay tid not build oo mere minels atall, a8 wa
ehould do, and fe cur writers oo Christinn evidence have dooe, sup-
poslog it proved.  Ti {3 s very remarkable thing thal, in spie of dpw
mirscies of which the Goapel nareatives tell oe, the Apcetlss wera
wever finally convioesd that their Lord was above nature tll they bad
oouversad with Him sker His resurrection. The miracles of which we
read in His lifo bad little apparent part even in the Goapel thay then
nm:ﬂmdr no onch partas thoy wonld havs had with any witnasacs whe
Eud applisd to them sdentifia tests. What fionlly convined {hem,
hoplog and hesitating befors, that their Lond was above natare and that
they mipht trust implictly all He told them of His lile fn GGod, was 1is
pazsage through desth snd His victory over it 00 this they regarded
ibemeelves a8 the wiipesses, apd all the sopersatorml in Hi pravious
life fell inta the shads weside it Bk Panl probably koew notoue-tenth
part of tha details which wa read fn ths Goespels Fven St Peier
allndes unJEiaw the Trusfiguration in addition wo the death and resur-
reedion of Magter. The notion of cauvassing minutely the hislorical
domils of Christ's lifo was ﬂrdle forelgn to the Apostles. They must
have heard all eorts f vanations in the incldental toaches or the
coull hardly hawve banded down to we acconnts se different Yet it
gertainly mever poourmd to thom that the sifting and armeoglog of
minutn historien] coinddences sod confrmations wouald irnble
They reatad aheolutely on two points, the image of a eharaser highar
than nature=-a charcier impressed wpom their hearts—a charaster

whese inner movemenys wern natdeterminad by the morts] amidents of
life—a charpcter whith wae ag seréne in the fierce mnﬁntn:] tha
aloments as amidst ke violence of & ervel mel; aod on the extornal
confirmation of this imige given by the el thal their Lord bad paased
throngh death, and wa3 the same after as balore the great morkl nf’.;n
Now, suraly, of these two facts they weora compstent wilnmses, E
acientific incredolity of miracle would bave mads them mor: {neredia-
lous of the resurrction than, from quite other camses, thay
certainly ware.  No faei in ilnlut-uu'y b2 more cerialn ham  ihat
they bolinved themabves o have held repeated conversations
with their risen DLord, apd this, too, in large proops;, and
that their whele [utore Lifc was determined these oconreraations.
And the less seientific thoy were, the less th now what fiture ages
wonld expest from the spititnal and mornl chamector of One standing
out thus above natura  Yed that tha chearacter was sech a0 40 be in
keeping with this superiority to the lnw of natumal phenemenn, we
| know by the imngu be't in their traditiong=—nn image fnr besond Lheir
| power e conesive had they net perceived it and which is only the
§ mare romparkabily that (be detalls vul of which we gabler 1§ wers lefi
flonting carvlessly wity no historical superintendence on the mind of
that gemerntion. I think we may fairly thank the ssapties for painting
out to us bow widely we have shillad the point of vew of ths .!]‘..m.ﬂ-_-n
in our mecosts of Christinn evidence. Did Ohrist overcome deth? Was

Ha spiritnally and momlly ss much sbove uaiurs a8 He therely proved
himsalf to be natnrally? These are questions, suraly, on which the
Apostles bave shown tremeslves to be competent witnerses. Whédmﬁ
that bayomd the snswar to thess questions the bistorical dekil iz snc
a8 wo cught to expect from the tradition of an nnsclentific age—that it
is uncritically armoged snd, taken alone, woeald have beon inanfficient
i havo proved the exetsncse of the phyeically supernatoral, bad ie not
bowns proved for we by che resurrection 7 1 think it has heen the stiampt
to put ourselves on ground & great desl surer than that of the Apostles
which has produced sc much doubt.  If the eernost seaptics siould lead
us back o the grounc teken by the Apostles—trust in ihe woount of
Himsal{ apd Hin owp natore given by onn whe fransfigarel life and

uorsd death, ther will, 1 think, have dons us n t warvios. Fow
me, | confess that study of the best modern mt:l; brouglit me, ou
the whale, move faith than the stndy of the mixlern ipologista,
(heevs.)

Mr. ¥. Norfolk read s paper for Mr. 7. Lawndes, who grasplad with
that sttitade of mind which scnetimes disposol & man to wiih that Lhe
Gospul weretius but walch prevented kin Irom absolutaly balieving it :—

Raligion mest b &2 mirs 1Ra0 & , hawevar 3 and b

rafnssta dohave n baals of Pacl, whioh profession i Behaees 1L 4o
Thess precfs wost be sueh as Fme enmnit effase ar
s they must be such ns requioe no rere

Fur the retigion is to bs wi

seribed by or finary human cowdEEn - ‘“
Time wiil nat parmit, nor 13 1t here nestil am'-;,E‘ e
dutalls but it is by this, [ um persaded_ if ab sl thel e s,

ivmﬂllun we bave besn conaldering, 16 to ba bed ints the right 1.“&“?""
f, lowever, the argmment ehould fail, the soeptie should be
et to abandon his mantal standpoint, bowever ansatiy

e s strong in & fwofold fath; be pluees widness ol |
Do, ] he ﬁuu falth in that Tomoe Iimﬁ:hrm:‘d W“' o
thne'God has iven tn him forhie guido. 1t world be an 1] exchages cb B
or for elther of thans, 13 aceaq, an (e supposed asthority of Chord s
arthadnEy Elbe most unlmrlﬂlm if, all the whils, an |lnner i g
henrt were contisually mpitailing him, In soms such words as r

ruligion of yours Is one to which you lave no reht, fog yon heve bes
Lo tnke IL up valy by e lesclng che AL, TNE T
ol your uw: nut"rﬂ‘:llml.'hr i i .l‘un!umm:,.—_r‘ -

Mr. George Warringiom pointed out the importance of
objeciora to revelatiou ca their own pround. It was 1o e
example, to gay that w bocdk of the Bible was inspired, or that
tha anthorily of the Charoh, to & man who doubted its inspindim,
demied thet the Church bad any right o decids the mikiter
works a8 Die. Posey’s on Dendal oF Br. Westeoll's on the ennim if {fa|
Now Testomant wers admfrable illustradions of a mars di
affteacious treatmont of the question. When Dir, Colouss !
osmiz arigin of tbo laok f Glonesi, ow usiatis o
inm which his proposi fd genemlly been peslsied. T 0
mode of dealing with #he mfter would hove been o hu.““ b |
crilicism with soondgr iciam, aud o bave showa, as
boan done, that granting Gonesis to e a ccmpilation, it was § me.
;gn‘.:irm oot of the I‘: i of Hammel o; ol Jervmiah, but of Mosm

nrE. -!-fn-m,w nn sormed dispened .
(n. that 9:5 Ealnam's nan, EE .?:u bo pointed ,uiowﬁﬁl:gﬁ"
thers waa In such a might b reminded that whi pey
& prophel wos fotent upon abusng the gift of specch for bis gl
cnda, e fell beventh the bumldest crentore of God that would
it in conformity with the will of sts Maker. ({heers) T
W, B Clarke, vicar of Teoton, bad no sympathy with thes
dwelling within the Church, professed ta haliove ber deetdn
dended thom in thair Jives ; bot towards those homest doabters wi
tha Church, alr'ivins o koew tbe truth snd long failisg to kng
wj;::::}:mltl_m B ﬂimpgtl:} —
] s inuer man ojure many & book writken

dhemnselvis Chrlstiana, whires he Inml!hml his moral cnu;:u?uﬁh -

oy others wriiden by scepilee. We shonbd discriminate snr fes) ol é

Jqer —

take oare that argumaend o erity moved sach 1 168 proper spl
munt amd anathema wore 1l B S pAmen Bt P'“hil"' # liEdle man
ormer ani less of the woald bo best  (Cheers) Cerivinly gy
of anathema wias not 1o sapply the place of arpament, sl sartabely ek
whit wid nnw miost commonky nsed.  Wa musl meet the seeptls wi

sl sk Bun s oy wigadel lal we sloslil wsl s<oept 44 SIREEYE Iy
ephere of thenght.

The Rer. S, S, Regiue Profesor of Divinity ol Doblab]
fngisted on the necessity of distingnisbing belwesn the Tacs aad gef)
imaginations of sclence. Mo was far from deprecinting the lutter, e
imagination Lad in fact ben the parent of mest of the prasdet 8 |
coveries of modern Hmes; but wo should bs carefal how wa oo
us facts what bod pot yeo been established sg such.  For Jostams |
when Le first rond astronowy i€ was bold ilat the ootion of ser p
netary m heing nnstadla by reason of a slght aonclemboe wl
had been obeerved in the motions of the moeon, bad besn “E:g‘

Mr. Adams had been led to conglude, by mome recent caloulations,
thera wos semething after all in the old opinicn. If, thes, 8 Ep
tant & quostion as whether our noiverse contained i it the sedio

ment and with sympaibiy; wo st mest hlm om bk ows ground ; and v m |

. | digsolution depended first npon obearvations which took thoumads

years fo bring to light, md npon computations so sbatruse thd il
required the most eubtle istellect to understand tham, we ought to by
ntions indesd hefora wa mid whet was or whet was pol
fnal. (Cheers) After o fow words from the B, D This
compluining of the wusymmibetic tone adopted by theologtuns o
men of ssience whoe ju fheir way ware anthosiastie searchers af
truth, the Her. J. M, Mocmooglht dwalt on the impropristy of pl
forward [ndivldual crotehed as Bl they wers Divine rovelations:—
By unbelict that mornieg b meant anbelled in Jesus as pevealior il Fatlery
reconciling the sinner, sendisg the Haly Spirit, founding o gprea sty of
Chareh, and precoring everlmting Hie Cirent azd lnmeniable unbelel ane
from very vi s ososes. Thore was an wolellel of the Bible boome |0 o
ool o b tres. Thees was mbeliel that arcse from only pasiial appradeaten
of 1ho Guapel There was orbelief which srose frem seebng Cheilndiy s
onlled tanght by a priesthond or o clargy owsing vest seetlons of the
of acoaniry, and yel clalmirg Smmanicy from the taxes of thst canay,
dietating tyranny’to those who were the civil holiure of autuarity o el
eouniry. Evorybedy woeald reogniss tha Franeh pletors bedoro the Berdsio
Ansthar groat and fertlle soaren of unbeliel was distraction frem fie Gogsl
coming from men beviog their minds abao iy mutarial consldersiing
Then thors was {he distraction which came from L e

conoap
after some ovil thing, 10 he were paked how [t should B deslt with, be weikl]
auy ihag even ihe womi pluse of snbslel-=—ibal which aives fom ibe

of some sln—oancoplsconee, i callad it—amil #181] mnre from ofher phaes,
abould be met by Christisnmen—aed mnstof all by Christlan e
with temdernesa and manlines—manliness of Ingellect 4nd of knowledge. Thg
must k with saintliness oad devolsdness, snd above all things they s
specik By thelr aets and thelr [vas  (Cheera) ;

The e, & Fosge noxt spokn, hob the frrevarance of bis langus
was such that the meating refised o allow him fo proceed, Elﬁ
matised Transubstantintion ns o “ moostrons lie,” sod sxid te
irananbetantiation that he would allow took place in the stomei—0e
transubstanzintion of food into ehyls nod thenen into bood sadde!

The Rew. 6. W, Bromels sald that unbeliof, sa |.ua lludf'dﬂﬂi
somothing far mers serions fhan any donomioations] differeas |
poioda i nn eatablished ered, The subject should be taken ool b2
sphere of party; sud as all believers, of whatever name, In ;
evil, nll should be maked w0 woite io o bearty attempt to renedy
Ha belioved thal (ho remedy must bo sooght in s mmﬁnﬂ ol
intelligent n?prﬂ:lau.ml o the Kew Testament, He Kd‘ﬁ:
those who aitribated tha provalent Scepticism 1o the muk bl of &

Ha sacribed it, or at lonst much of it o the nninvilieg foen
which the New Tastameni was preseuted to fhe people. [t s qute
impossible tlas the Episte to tbe Bomaos, as given in oof
eould be ondarstood by the massed.  Edueated men warn posd
{lse porsletent retantion of & corrupt text,  Bo far us Tnglasd v
cored, Tischendorf migh: never have lved. ".L'Imum_hﬂﬂ cerifaly
racognlsad i sorvices, bot we hud, us o Charch, utterly et §
nor lisd our awn gross scholurs fared bettor. We gtill read i @F
churches, noet without shme, but withont L ench "m;-- '
John v. 7, % He trusted dnt the heads of the Obuseh, sud, i
able men out of it would ik this matter in band, and giveth
modernised, but o corrected Now Testament.  ((Thesra)

the onn land, & depeh of wisilom sl gpiriteal insighd, mot only Bayonl His,
beyomd onr tine, k

e

earry with 1 A At which sven
bave been considering emuot hobd ont? B
atrnet an indalligible Jifeof Jesus on o merely natoralistie hypotheds nppesrs
to have been o fallora, Hava the logends of & *”"“"M'i"ﬁ,'“' Tsimtayizen
fnerusted round a beantiiol half-fargotten life?  Hat tho hernty, the divinasess,

e8I dh logende.  Reduce this life to the blog of & mmn, elreum-

The eezaton then closed.






