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1% is all interesting to see that none of the two of these hundreds of philosophers have everli
agréed”in answering these questions. They have always differed. ﬁhy? Because they have been
speculations. They have been sweculating, theorizing. They do not know the truth. Well,
coming to bhe scientist. with due respect to his science, in my Opinion - and not in my opinion
but in the opinion of many philosophers like me - science never attenmtato answer thém auestions.
But science is investigating the different devartments of nature - which is all to be given.

It is like this - when a carmenter begins making a chair, before ha can do anything else he

must hﬁve a viece of wuoﬁﬁfiAnd when he has & plece of wood then he starts chopving it into
vieces and according to-‘che_ '_o_lan. he makee it, ZExactly thatls whaf science does. Science takes
for granted the existence Sf'nature and once it has taken for granted the axistencezof naﬁure,
it goes on to investigate it and then goea-on to.deﬁcribe.it_- what is_fhta picture of this,
vhat is this p;ctura of that and how it kcts and how it re-acts, and so on and so forth. EEKII
But if he were to ask the first question - where did this come from - they have got no answer.
That whole field of_inwestigation is limited by the boundaries of his ﬁature.- They cannot go
beyond that; They will have to be confined within this boundary. And therefore they cannot
account for the origination of ths_ﬁniverse. They can account for how this universe-ia con-
stituted - the beautiful design and the working of these different cells and so on and so forth.
And that's what I have always wondered - over the titles which Charles Darwin gave to his mon-
umental works. The first book he called_TﬂE ORIGIN QF SPECIES. But_ if he wai'exltr_ying to an-
swer this first basic question in order to entitle it as THE ORIGIN 0?.SPEGIES he would have
called it THE ORIGIH OF LIFE, But he didh't do it and he didn‘t do i% riahtlv because he could
not, he was not dealing with the origin of life but the origin of the spaciea, havinm first
taken for granted that 1ife-exists and then he goes on to deacri’be haw and vhy anﬂ 50 on.

The second book that he entitled was THE DESCENT OF MAN. Man has deapended - I know not from
what in his opinion. But if he were dealing with the origin of man, he would haveﬂéaileﬁ his
book THBE ORIGIN OF MAN,not THE DESCENT OF MAN., So we should be cafaful of cﬁurae.. These
things we ordinarily don't take into consideration,especially we who aré in high échoola_and :
colleges. I was a kid like you AHAST, el €07 $ake in everything the teacher said but I think
ve must think oéer these bhings - why it is so and Qhat does it explain and what good does it

do to me? In what way does it help me? And so we find-that in philosovhy we have gotten

http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Lectures.htm

25



	LinkTextBoxLeft: http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Lectures.htm


