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We are sadly endenvoring to undo
the passionate cvrrors of centuries,
especinlly of the last century
or two; aod if we had po very dis-
tinet fuith of eur own, we decline to
commit ourselves irretrievably to
any exclusive creed, or to any mili-
tant echool. We hold on, obstinate
if somewhat hopelesy, to toleration,
to u general unwillingness to let go
any substantive element in human
nature. We feel that theology has
much that all the evolutionists and

obliterates the pagst.

discipline are to these modern evo-
lutionists a cause of offense,n shame-
ful blot Jn man’s history, best
quieted with disdain.??

Thus he says this age stands with
its retrograde theology, dwarfing
man’s nature and confining man’s
light to one epoch on the one side;
on the other side ¢“with a revolution-

Ages with their genius of beauty, | is onu of its
their passionate self-devotion, their! that if provides salvation for Dante
strength In obedience, fellowship, and PPlato alike, as well as for its

materialists ennnot give us; and that [ary self-contained criticism; which
they can never, in fact, take away. |jg ready to solve every socinl and
On the other hand, we feel that|gpiritunl problem out of its own

science hns swept round the intel-
lectual bases of thealogy till they are
crumbling In mere impotence; use-
less solitary relics. Bo, too, we feel
that our modern’ industrial life haa
a great deul that is very cruel, and
yut a ?ran.t. deal that is quite indis-
g:mm tla. Let us face the facts.

cligion, iodustry, morality, sci-
encedo net work hand in hand to-
gether, indeed, they often work at
cross purposes, each ignoring the
other. And yet this age bhus not lost
its taith in apy one of these. Is it
not plain that the want of this age
is that which can reconcile them—
some common term which can ex-
press them all?*? .

Mr. Harnson also says that Catho-
tie, Protestant, 'Trinitarian, Uni-
tarian, Calvinist, Jesuit and Evan-
gelical are all obsolete, and are in
our day absurdities or anachronisms.
They mergly extol and magnify one
epocih of human history; they ideal-
lz: one personage, use one book, or
parts of one literature.

“From all the rest of human
story, the rich and glorioue roll of
man’s couquest over unture and his

rogress in knowledge, in worth,
rom nil this they turn with a frown
or a sigh. To all the theological
creeds, the earlier systems of life s
well as all Inter phases of develop-
ment are naught—vanity, the cor-
ruption of nature; if not devilish
and worldly. tull of self-glory ari
self-indulgence; at most blind stum-
bling in the dnrk, wasted life; so
that even to Dnnte the sublimest
herces and geniuses were all lost
souis, sadly conscious that the best
was not for them. Theology is
bound to pass by in disdain or
sjlence nll that was great angd beauti-
ful in the vast ages wiich belicved
in many Gods; the polytheisms and
the theocracies; the heroie growth
of Rome, the thought and gruce of
Hellas, the complex civilization of
Egypt; all that the Assyrian, Per-
sian, Indian or Chinese tenchers
nnd propheta ever gave to to the
countless myraids who rose into
civilized life beneath their carel®

Hu says that this onc-sidedness |8
not confined to the nlleged Christ-
inn theolegian, to the narrow ortho-
doxist, or to the pharasajo pietist.
“All  the Eurely revolutionary
schools, whether they lssue . from a
materinlistic or from metaphyslcal
types of free thought, are even
more one-aided, more blind to all
hut tho one phase of human nu-
ture, or of history, that they se-
lect. Progress in their mouths does
not mean the curye which is being

traced in the vntire course of man’s | On the contrary to the student his- |
| method. He set up n second Bible .

civilization. Kvelution with them

head, treating the vast series of
phases in civilization as waste pa-
per, and between Lhe two the con-
tiouity in human life, its gpeness is
lost sight of.»? b

What this nge wants, what the
desper henrts are silently and sadly
yearning for is this—a key to man’s

history: In these few words Mr.
Harrison puts in a nutshell the
needs of the age, the relations of
man and the world with religion
and seience. And it is here the
student of what s ealled “*Mormon-
ism’? must pause and ask’ himself a
series of guestions. The theology or
philosophy of this creed is pot
touched on by Mr. Harrison.
Though he speaks of alf creeds he
refers to those which centre about
the Nazarcth epoch. [t iz evident
that he has pever investigated
“Mormonism.”

But the next question is8 in how

far does ¢“Mormonism’? go to supP]y
the deficiency of the as Mr,
Harrison defines this nggﬁciuucy.
Does it ignore history? Does it ig-
Inore science? Docs it ignore God-
liness? Does it ignore progreas?
Does it ignore the intelligence of
the pnst? Does it confine itself to
the epoch of Moses? Ig it content
| with the epoch of Jesus?
Is it femeed in with a barbed
|wire bastion ke Calvinism or
Lutheranigm? Is it like material-
ism entirely oblivious of the past
and indifferent to (he future? To
all of these ?ucstionﬂ tho |'e|iﬂy must,
come that “Mormonism? is what
Mr. Harrigon states to be the neces-
gity of thoe age; though the gentle-
man seems to iFnorant of its ex-
Istence. Itis true ¢‘Mormonism?® hns
nlsc n fence, but it isx one which
takes in the whole human race, and
in its orderly way finds a place and
n method for every race and every
natter. Tt does not condemn Dante
to the hell of his own creation or
Imagioation or rehgion. It does
not hedige all its spirituality with
8t. Paut or 8t. Peter. 1t does not
litnit its theocrnoy to Moses. It
does not sink ils philoso'ghy in
Plato or Socrates, in 8ir Thomas
More or in Frederick Harrison. And
yet it does not ignore any. It holds
that all have performed their work,
and that all were necessary to the
enlightenment and progress of the
present, and that it 18 itself the proud
| spire in the world’s mmﬁle of splrit-
unlity and infellectuality in the
human family.

Dovs it ignore histpry, whish the
wedern critie bases all progress on?

tory appears in ‘“Mormonisia® an

whole life, complete being itsentire.

"PH DE'SERET WEEKLY.

The Dark | apotheogized materinlity. Genealogy

pedestals. and it is thus

own President or Keyholder.

One critic of ““Mormonism’? whom
[ have read, after indulging in a
severe denunciation of tﬁw faith,
finally winds up as follows: “They
belleve that mind can travel and
exert influence, even ncross the
ocean. The locality allotted to the
good and the bad after death or
Judgment Iz undecided; one tells
You there is no hell but this earth
we live in; another that this earth
will then become heaven; while a
third unconsciously, I suppose, fol-
lowing Dante, assured me weshould
be distributed among the planets
aud their satellites. Nor are all but
the Baints fo be excluded from the
heaven; everyone will be judged
according to his works, and those
who have never heard the Gospel
prenched,. or have refected it from
mere dullness, will be admitted,
though in some inferior or even ser-
vile position into the Kingilom of
some of the Baints.”> ~

Though - this writer or ecritic dis-
torts in & messure the tenets of the
Saints, yet he speaks more eloguent-
ly of *Mormonism®® than he in-
tended. He admits enough to shuw |
that this faith in a measure meets
Frederick Harrison’s demands.

Another ¢ritic spenking of “Mor-
monism’ and Joseph S8mith rather
inclines to the view that ¢Mormon-
ism? I8 n necessity of the times. He
says: ‘“‘Now, other and more gener-
ally esteemed men than Joseph
Smith—men whom the world has
aceepted as  philosophers, have
yearned, in these latter days, to su
ply the void which they felt to exist
as n want in modern Christendom.
Luther’s reformation in llurope was
directly opposed to the mystical
spirit which lies concealed in the
bosom of all religious commu-

nities, and which, though the
great  reformer solght to  ex-
tinguish it, continucs still un-

quuenched to the present time, and,
as his biography proves, was not ab-
sent in his deeper moods from his
own mental operations, The Chil-
ingworth doctrine of ‘the Bible,
and the Bible alone being the re-
ligion of Protcstants,” had n ten-
dency to substitute for the idolatry
of the priest the idolatry of the
book; and indeed it was a favorite
tenet, and, strange us it may appear,
the boast of the orthedox, that there
was nho visien in the iand. The
time for mirneulous communiecation
had passed forever. Emerson said of
maodern Protestant teaching that it
was an eguivalent to the ndmission,
‘God is dead.? .

““Agninst such teaching reason-
able men would revolt, and above
all gelf-instructed men wonld per-
ceive its fllacy. Hence the devel-
opment of & Joseph Smith in some

artof the Christian world wonld
Le a natural result. Bibliolitary must
first be destroyed. The infidel in-
validated Seriptures entirely, ol
the other hand philosophical rellg-
tonists classed the whole range O
superior literature as inspired. Jo-
seph Smith adopted n more coinpact
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