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there such a thing as revelation, as
cummonlg understcod? Are there
any possible or probable channels of
communication between divindty
and humnanity other than the scnses
the mind, and the conscience, and
these in their ordinary operation?
Are wo justifled in believing that
God has ever spoken, or does now
apealk, to n few men in a mannper
in which He does not towards all
men? [f so, why not reveal today
as well as yesterday, or a thousand
years ago? T certalnly would not
dare fo assert that inspirntion is an
impossibility—that if God chooses
He cannot communicate with man
or men as He pleases.

‘“Mankind wns never In more
necd of some clear manifestation
from the unseen than now; or, 1
mAy say, so well prepared to under-
stand any message which might be
communicated.

“*Mind was never so developed as
now; observation was never so keen;
morials never so receptive, so intelli-
gently sensitive. There never has
been, in short, a time in all the his-
tory of the world, a8 we nre able to
zrell that history out, when revela-

on could be so appropriately nnd
hopefully made as Just at this pres-
ent time.

FRANK SHERIDAN.

EVOLUTION.

The “conflict”” between so-called
science and so-called religion is
a contest which will continue
until the former shall become more
religious and the latter more scien-
tifie. The reeent controversy in
your eity botween Mr. Watts and
the Rev. Mr. Braden, serves to both
illustrate and emphasize the truth
of this proposition,

During the last four or five hun-
dred years scienee has been slowly
but surely pressing its adversary,
otherwige known as ‘forthodox
Christinnity,” to the inner wall,
and will soon force an unconditionnl
surrender, unleas orthodoxy shall
sufficlently purge itsellfl of pagan
errors and human dogmas as {o pre-
sent an invulnerable front of relig-
fous truth.

If the writer has correctly inter-
preted the Clospel of Christ,ns taught
by the Prophet Joseph Bmith, all
truth comes from God and should be
accepted as such. That the Consti-
tution of the United Btatea was given
by Inspiration, has cver been as-
serted by the entire body of Latter-
day Bainte; and further, it is gener-
ally helieved that our Father hns
revenled, and is continual reveal-
ing,through whataretermed seenlar
channels, such truths as are neces-
gary to the eontinued progression of
His children. Hence, all truth
should be reverently accepted, no
matter whether it be religious truth,
revealed through God’s cliosen

prophets, orscientific truth, revealed
through the nstronomer in his mid-
night watches, through the chem-
ist, in his labomtory, through the
geologist, in his patient study of the
enrth’s strata, or the truth arrived nt
by the philesopher in his investign-
tions of known lnws and prineciples.

If the conflict between science
and religion could be divested of its
acrimonions persounlities, and the
love of truth be made superior to the
love of victory or triumph, science
nnd religion would joip im n peace-
ful search for those precious gems of
truth that lie hidden iu the great
volume of nature, or that remain
undiscovered In the vast cxpanse
where revolve those countless suns
and worlds. It is equally an net of
folly to repudiate the existence of
God, or to contemptuously deny the
conclusions of science without a fafr,
unbinsed Investigation of the sub-
ject. In order to illustrate the
“tweedle de and tweedle dum*’ of
the ‘‘conflict,’’let us take one of
the bones of contention in this re-
ligio-scientific discusslon and exnm-
ine it in n spirit of tolerntion.

'The very mention of the word
“‘gvolution,’or its popular synonymni,
‘‘Darwinism,*’ is sufficient to arouse
the ire and contempt of the average
orthodox Christian. He seems to
forget that there are tens of thou-
sands of infelligent men and women
who entertain that most-obnoxious-
of-all “scientific heresies*’ as n car-
dinal truth. Nor does the disciple

fof orthodoxy seem to realize that, it

Isthe inconsistencles of his doetrine
of the creation, as drawn from un-
inspired transiations of Holy Writ,
darkened by the lnterpretations of
the mother church, and insisted
upon by sll her daughters, that
have driven thousands fo the sup-
posed alternative doctrine of evolu-
tion in order fo aceount for the ex-
istence of mankind.

The man of science ln apexamin-
ntion el the remnins of the various
forms of life from the earllest ages
down to the present time, thinks he
sees in thelr successive relationship,
evidences of a gradual modification
of structure and funection, sufficlent
to warrant him in believing that all
recent forms of life are the result of
a slow development or unfelding of
life in obedience to an unlversal
Inw; paralleled by the lllustration of
n seed placed In the soll, that the
fully developed tree bears no more
resemblance to the secd than does
the highest munmal—man—bear to
the jelly-like protozoan or supposed
primordia ancestor of the human
family. He believes that the first
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germs of life were sufficiently plastic
as to be easliy modified by their en-
vironment or surroundings, i. €
water, air, temperature, food, etc.;
and that, as the environment wos
progressively adapted to successive-
Iy higher forms of life, those forms
which failed to keep pace with the
progressive cnvironment became
extinct, while those more favored
survived, and tennsmitted their im-
proved structure and function 0
their posterity, until, to-day, the
various species havebecome so fixed
ag fo permnit of no further physi(‘ﬂ]
variation.

The above explained law has been
termed “Natural Belcetion, or the
“Burvival of the Fitlest, > i ¢, ol
ture selected those forms best adapt-
ed to existing conditions, and it 18
used in contradistinction to artificial
selection, which permits of an im-
provement of forms within specifl®
limita.

The evolutionist nlso believes that
ali mental, moral and wsthetic pro-
gress of the human family is pro
ceeding in obedience to the same
aw of universal progression, It iB
but justice toadd, that many earnest
disciples of evolution see no barrie!
in that doctrine to a bellef in God
and in Him crueified.

To term the evolutionists “‘fools”
and their doctrine “bosh?* will nob
facilitate the search for truth, nor
turn them from the “error of thelr
ways.*?

Therc are, however, many grave
difficulties in the path of the stu-
dent of evolution, hut like those il
the beaten path of the student of
special creation, many jump over
them and go on. A few of thos®
difficulties may be profitably point:
ed out.

About 85 miles west of Deserel,
in the shale formation of Antelope
Bprings, are found thousands of
fomsils of a flat, oblong ereaturé
varying inlength from one-ecighth of
aninch to two inches, and whiclt
resemble ¢petrified bugs,* and, 1n-
deed, are so named by sheep herd-
ers and others that gather them!
through curlosity. These fossilsal®
known in geological works ns ¢tri-
lobites,” and are supposed to D¢
among the very oldest knowR
forms. All of them had perfectly
formed eyes, many of the Inttel
having several hundred lenses; a1
how, upon the ‘“‘development by~
pothesis* the triloblte hecnme pu&
segsed of such perfect optienl orgnne
in the very dawn of life, while all
nature was in a rudimentary coll
dition, is a “stump” which evoll
tlonists generally “plow around.”



