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This may be taken as & warning
or in any way the corruptionists
choose.

A WORD WITH PROF. HUXLEY.

In the North American feview the
following excellent remarks appear
concerning the sense of perception,
which every liveand awakened per-
son enjoys to some extent. They are
from lhe pen of Liyman Abbott, the
talented and learned editor of the
Christiar Union:

Over against Mr. Huxley’s agnos-
tic prineiple, that the soul can
obtain certainty only by evidence
which logically justifiesthat certain-
ty, I desire to putihe contrary, and,
if the reader plenses, the gnostic
principle, that there are propositions
which men ought to believe without
logically satisfying themselves.
This, undoubtedly, the gnostics
believe, and this gnostic belief I
frankly confess to be my per-
sonal profound conviction. The
agnostic believes that all cer-
tainty enters the human mind
through the logical faculty, and
that it is immoral to assunte cer-
tainty for any truth not certified by
evidence which logically justifies
that certainty. Gnostics, on the
contrary, avow that there arcother
doors than the logical faculty by
which certainty enters the human
mind; that there are abgolute con-
victlons which.are certified by evi-
dence which the logical faculty is
incompetent to certify. 1t believes
with PPascal “‘that the heart has rea-
gons of its own which the reason
knows nothing of.?? It believes
that the soul is furaished with a
sixth sense, a super-sensible faculty,
sometimes called faith, sometimes
called imagination,sometimes called
inslght, which gives direct and im-
mediate cognizance of invisible and
gpiritual truthg that neither the
senses nor the logical faculty ean
perceive, It isthissixth sense in
the artist which sees the divine
something which the mere mechanic
or even the mere critic ean not
gee; which in the friend discerns
beneath the features of the pure and
noble woman a beauty which the
sculptor’s art can nof imitate and
the sun can not copy. The gnostic
sees a golden beauty in a field of
daisies, while the agnostic farmer
sees only a weed that impairs the
hay crop. The gnostic hears in the
strains of the organ or the grehestra
a gpiritual voice speaking—the voice
ot Beethoven, S8chumann, or Wag-
ner—while the agnestic, closing all
doors of thesoul to truth except the
door of logic, hears only so many
violins, ’cellos, flutes, and brass in-
struments, or at best, certain extra-
ordinary chords and combinalions
to be scientifically studied and criti-
cally analyzed. The gnostic does
not—at least he ought not to—imi-
tate the dogmatism of the agnostic
by declaring that it is immoral to
deny that we can he certain of
the objective truth of proposi-
tions without logical evidence
to  certify them. He pities
rather than condemns the man
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who i deficient in the faculty
of spiritual vision. He, looks upon
him as one who, having eyes, sees
not, and, having ears, hears not.
But he declares with great and
growing positiveness of conviction
that this philosophy, which denies
to man all faculty of discernment
except the logical faculty, and all
certainty of truth except that which
logic ratifies, is narrow and unscien-
tific; and if not in itself immoral,
and if held, ag it certainly is, by
some nien of pure and Jofty ethical
natures, yet would, if it were gener-
ally adopted, dissolve the very foun-
Jations of thc moral life.  For there
is no evidence which logically justi.
fies the moral certainties on which
modern society is built, If Professor
Huxley were to attempt by a logieal
process to convince a Soutll SBea
Islander that cannibalism is wrong,
he would certainly be eaten up as
soon as he had completed Liig demon-
stralion. His only hope would be to
developameoralfacuity which would,
without the aid of logic or there-en-
forcement of evidence, perceive the
moral hatefulness of the practice.
When a convict is sent up to the El-
mira Reformatery, Mr. Brockway,
the distinguished superintendent,
does not begin with a course of philo-
so&)hy to render more acute the logi-
cal faculty of the agnostic before
him, who 18 not ceriain that it is
wrong to gteal because he has had
no evidence which justifies that cer-
tainty. He gives the man a bath
and puts him in the workshops, and
under meral discipline. He sets to
work to develop in the conviet a
moral habit out of which will grow
in time a clear moral perception.
Tihe man who relies on evidence to
Jjustify the certainty that robbery and
murder are immoral is a very unsafe
neighbor. In faet, it is doubtful
whetherthere Isany evidence which
will suffice in a purely logical mind
to produce that certainty. Why
shall I not lic? Beeause it will in-
jure my neighbor? Bui there is
not always evidence which will jus-
tify the certainty that it will injure
my neighbor. Is it, then, uncertain
whether it is wrong to lie in such
cases? No! Not according to Mr.
Huxley. whose condemnation of
lying in the interest of good morals
I heartily agree with. But, c¢ven
supposing lying always did injure
my neighbor, why should 1 not lie
if it will benefit myself? Whatevi-
dence is there which will justify the
certainty either that lying will al-
ways be an injury to me, or that
there is any obligation on my part
to abgtain from it when it will be
a benefit to me? Theevidence is in
the soul itself; in its own moral per-
ception of the beauty of truth and
the hatefulness of lying. If any man
has not a soul which perceives this
beauty and its deformity, the reme-
dy is not new evidence adiressed
to the logical faeulty, biut a new
goul; or, If this bc thought too
theological a phrase, then such a
courseof instruction aswill develop
the now rudimentary facultly of con-
selence. These spiritual certainties
are no more dependent on the logi-
cal faculty thanis the certainty of
those material phenomena which
are objects of physieal sight. Aud

they are no more logivally demon-
strable to men who are color-blind.
We take only a languid inferest in
the critical discussion as to the au-
thorship of the four gospels. We find
in them a portrait of a character
whieh transcends human limitations
and that is enough. We listen with
abeolute incredulity to the comclu-
sions of the positivist that the.e ig no
freedom of the will. We find our
faith neither strengthened by phile-
sophical arguments insupport of im-
mortality, nor weakened by philese-
hiecal arguments agaiost it
[:} realize in ourselves a
nature superior to disease,
decay, mortality; we do mnof
think we shall be immortal, we
kaow that we now are Bo. We do nob
accept God because He Iz logically
presented to us as the most con-
venient hypothesis o account for
the creation, We are sorry for the
agnostic who does not see with our
eyes. But wedeclive to accept the
limitations which are of his own
fashioning, or to deny that we knew
what we know, because he has
closed in his own soul the windows
which we have left open, and shut
out from himself the visiou which
lies open and patent and visible
and certain before us.
e

JUMPING AT CONCLUSIONS.

Tag suit about to be brought
against Salt Lake City by a resi-
dent of Utali County, who claims
that the boring for water by this
corporation has tapped the source of
some springs on his land and tlhus
deprived him of water, ought not
to take long to decide, 1t ought to
be clear to everybody that a man
has the right lo obtain water, if he
can, by sinking for it on hisown
land, no matter whether his neigh-
bor bas or has not availed hinmself
of a similar right. |

It does not follow, because & Spring
censes to flow about the same fime
that another is made to run;thatthe
first hias been tapped by the seconq.
Coincidences are often viewed in
the light of cause and effect when
there is no actual relation of one to
the other.

The folks in the neighborhood of
the main sewer claim that digging
the trench has drained their “.'el]:“’-
This may be true. And 2gun it
may be a mistake, for at the same
time that the wells in the vicinity of
the sewer tremeh “gave Oub’’ 8
large number of wells in th€ en,st.e.;rn
and southenstern part of the ity
“ran dry,’”” and they 9 quite
remete (rom: the sewer.

“Flowing wells’ that oBC® pro-
duced a large supplyhave 9'!50 failed.
It is thought that in some ms.ta.nees
the lLoring of other wells D the
neighborhood has caused t.hel !05?'

But it is quite possible that this I8
an error, for the volume of water has




