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THE DESERET WEEEKLY.

In a few days more.” There was nu
response, but jin half an hour he placed
his hands underneath his head, and
calle@ out, I am golng to sleep, good
night.”’ When the nursge turned to him
& few moments later he eried, “Why,
Luff is dead!"”

So ended the brief career of a young
life. Thousands, since the war, have
gone the same way. and in many
homes, as In his, there iz that sorrow
and sadpess which is only borne or
lifted by Inotelllgent, undying faith.
Peace to the ashes, honor to the brave
and true!

SCIENQE AIDS REVELATION,

“"Why do we live?" I3 the important
questlon discussed by Charles Richet
in a French scientifie Journal, quoted
by Literary Digest. He concludes that
it cannot be answered, although he ad-
mits that everything conpected with
our physical existence points to a De-
signer. His argumentation is of great
interest at a time when the tendency
of scientific thought is In another di-
rection. It proves that the philosophy
which diacards a personal Creator from
its system Iz pot satisfactory to the
mind that looks beneath the surface of
the mysteries of the universe.

Mr. Richet finds that the human
mind §8 utterly unable to comprehend
the cause of the world In its immensity,
hut this inability, he says, does not ex-
tend to every part of that world. Even
the strongest adversarles of the so-
called teleological argument for the ex-
istence of God must admit that. He
argues:

"For exampie, la it possible to deny
that the eye is intended for vislon?
We have taken the eve ag an exam-
Ple, but we might equally well have
taken any other organ; the ear, for in.
atance, or the heart, or the stomach,
or the braln, or the muscles, The ani-
mal machine is like a marvelous au-
tomatic apparatus, each of whose parts
has its use. This s so true that when
we have not been able to discover the
use of an organ we go to work to
find i&. * * * Untll recent years
we were ignorant of the use of the
thyreld gland, of the subren:] capsules,
of the thymus and other glands:; but
we have now been able to discover their
functions, so that the hypotheels of use-
less organs 18 becoming more and more
problematic, or, we may rather say,
untenable, Nature (it makes little dif-
feremce whether we write this word
*nature’ or ‘Nature’)—Nature has made
no useless organd and bas made all
for a purpose.”

Then speaking of the various organs
with which animals are provided for
the ¢vident purpose of preserving thelr
llves whether by procuring provisions
or defending themselves agsinst ene-
mies, the author remarks:

“Now, whenever an account I8 glven
of thes¢ processés of protectlon, the
writer falls necessarily Into a finalist
method of expression, since he ls led
to Bay that the various funections of
defense have as an object the protec-
tion of the attacked organism. ® * *

“I am absolutely convinced that ft Is
not possible to suppress the doctrhie of
final causes in anatomy, zoology, or
physlology. AN we can do iz to use It
In moderation, for I recognize that we
have to do only with hypothests, prob-
able though it may be. When we say:
the eye was constructed for vislon
. e we state a hypothesls. In
reallty, if we desire to use no hypoth-
esias, we should sa¥: the eye gerves for
vislon, the Iris for accommogdation. But
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the perfection of the Instrument is 50'a personal God endowed with

in It an adaptation to
mined use.

“We may go still further, for in the
search for final causes detall Is not suf-
ficlent. e have seen that ft would
be ridlculous not to suppose that the
organs have a functlon, an adaptation,
a well-determined object. We must
now ask whether living beings have no
great general functions adapted to an
end,”

He next considers the Instinct of re-
production, the purpose of which I1a the
preservation of the species; that of
fear, foreing us to avoid danger and
disgust which keeps us from partaking
of food dangerous to life, and draws
the following concluslons:

“All the preceding propositions lead
to the general conclusion that living
beings are organized to llve, whether
we speak of the life of the species or
that of the Imdividual. .Anlmated na-
ture offers us the spectacle of living
substance making every effort toward
life, and trylng, by all possible means,
to realize a maximum of life, * =+ »
But this struggle for life is only a fact;
it 18 neither a theory nor even a hy-
pothesis. Can we go further? ¢ * ¢
Ought we not to assert that life con-
sists of a tendency to live, of a sort of
proximate finality? Certainly. The
ultimate finallty Is hidden from us, but
we have made a step in advance if we
have shown that beings tend to llve
and are organized for the purposs of
lue_ [ ] . [

“To deny this proximate final cause
would be to force a mutilation upon
theught, and I do not know how to ac-
cept the truly heroic abnegation of the
physiologist who Iin proving, for ex-
ample, the sensibillty of beings to pain,
will not conclude, for fear of helng
thought a finallst, that paln is neces-
sary to life.”

Mr. Richet, as already stated, does not
beileve that thls reasoning can furnish
the reply to the question “Why do we
llve?” but he perceives that all nature
glves evidence that there iz a Wil
anterlor to the existence of life, and
In this he comes remarkably near the
truth.

Even a Christlan’ teleologist can, by
his own reasonlng, go no further, He
finds himself in the midst of a world in
which he Is everywhere surrounded by
evidences of order, not to say design.
The more he studles the more striking
this order appears to hilm. He mees it
through the telescopes that reveal to
him worlds in the starry sky, and
through the tnicroscopes, that reveal to
his wondering eye worlds in the dust
or the drop of water. He feels com-
pelled to conclude that beyond this or-
der there ls the actlon and purpose
of some Intelligence wastly superlor to
hils own. He knows, from observation
in the sphere in which he himegelf
moves, that the production of order
means necessarily a purpose, a design.
It is lmpossible for hm to think of

n predeter-

the world he contemplates otherwise as |1

constructed by somebody. He I3 as
morally certain that the earth that
takes him across the Immense space is
bullt for a certain purpose as he i3 that
the ship on which he crosses the ocean
has an architect.

But he goes one step further than
that. He finds that he himself Is a part
of the world, and consequently must
look to the Constructor of the universe
as the cause of hls own existence. And
when he recognlzes that intelligence,
power to will and to love and to discern
between right and wrong, belong to u
class of existences superior to those
who are not endowed with these quai-
itles, he necessarily concludes that the
Cauge of the universe is such a Eeing,

the high-

admirable that we have a right to see egt Intelligence and moral qualities.

But here the Christian teleologist ang

| the philosopher both stop. For further

knowledge of God, and eapecially for a
true knowledge of the duties of man to
God, revelation i8 necessary. Mr
Richet's article suggests this truth. yp
proves that though human thought may
convince us of the eXistence of Him
who s our Origin, it'is fmpotent o
reveal Him to us. There is mueh food
for reflection In this to these who be-
lleve in science only, to the exeluslon
of revelatlon.

——

LET US ENOW ALL.

Later reports give the difficulty be-
tween General Shafter and newspaper
correspondent Scovel a decldedly gi¢-
ferent aspect. One account says that

the general first slapped Scovel's face
and the latter retallated in kind, al-
though realizing that his act wagg a
capital offense. This would seem to
show that he 1s a Very courageous
man, even for a Jjournalist, hecauge
the severity and generally tha certain-
ty of the punishment would pe likely
to have a restraining effect upon most
people, whereas to allow tha natura}
fmpulse to return blow for blow to have
sway, argues the utmost indifference
It is an ugly affair at the
best, but both sides and every fea-
ture of it should In justice be glyen to
the world.
There seems something wrong with
almost everything at Bantlago. Whap
it 1s or how it came about {3 not fully
known, but enough has come abroag to
show that the atmosphere thereabout
has and has had a decldedly malodor-
ous talnt. It looks somewhat as if the
lustre of the grand events In the blocdy
arena back of the town before itg caLp-
ture were becoming dim and fading
steadily away, while 2ll that has char.
acterized the new rule has been wup-
satisfactory if not something worse
The American people are entitled to
know what it Is all about, what j¢t
amounts to, and why it Is that repre-
henslble proceedIngs are not stopped ae
once if they could not be nipped {n the
bud. We all understand what an
Augean task It was to undertake the
cleansing and rightlng up of that Jo.
callty, but are unable to und >ratand
why It Iz that affalrs become worse in-
stead of better. Troops have been
dispatched to the Sceme and scop we
hope to hear of better things.
—— Rl

OUR NEW PUBLIC LANDS,

A suggestion recently mszde regard-
Ing the preference of soldiers and gailors
of the war In the matter of the allot-
ment of the new lands acqulred abro
by the United States, seems to be t.a.k:g
root and growing. The first man tp
glve publle expression to the fdea of
homesteading the lands was Col. JTohn
J. Astor, a man of Infinite wealth and,
as has been abundantly shown,

ample
courage and profound D&triotisl::n.
n an_ Interview by the New York

World he gave not only expression but
elaboration to the view, and thig was
added upon by that paper asking, why
not open such public lands to oup S0l
dlers and sailors? It Is pointed out that
the outbursts of enthusiasm which
greet everyone of those who comes
back from the scene of strife and the

preparations being made to
glve a heartfelt welcome to
those ordered north to e

cuperate are signlflecant signs of the
way the people feel

There is rapidly developing, says the
World, a strong belief that the govern-
ment should do Somethihg more than
provide $13 a month for the brave fel-
lows who have braved death and dis-
ease, freed Cuba and captured Parto
Rico. It iz understood that Im Cuba,



