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dence io entitled to na more weight than any other body o
men, when speaking of oubjects nhich lie within the range of com-
mon obscrvation and experiencr." Su do the star. and muci of the
wonderful pienomena of nature "lie withii the range of common
observation and i many instance:, erperience alho, but b> parity
of reasoning a respectfàsl hearmng should onl> be gihen to Galileo,
Kepler, N!ton, Lyell, Ag tsiz, and *rndall Such is law but can
it be dignitied by the name of being common sense ?

The student of thi> field of nature must Ie put on a par with
the igneAle rutgus. The fact i>, there ib more aberration of mind,
than is " dreamed of in our philosophy." A good man> Lids of it,
whicl carry mn ever> act respronsibility, and conoequentls liabihty ta
adequate punilîment, are claniied tu shield crime. Sonie jurists
avoid this, but juries do not. The lawyers say, the prisoner is
crazy. The judge splits hairs about it, and "muddleo u, so," quoth
the foreman. " Not guilty, my lord. It is certain, that if justice
is ta be metcd out, either we must have a neo and restnctcd defini-
nition oJ this brarnal, or mental disease, or certain classes of it must
include moral guilt. Reasou nia) be blunted and wvarped, but not
lost, and thus decoives the conscience, as to riglt and wrong.
Herein I differ (as will bc seen her.after) from the expressed
op:nions of all the medical juri>ts I have read on the subject.
Conscience is mnly a judge ta iear the evidence reason prescents, and
pronaunces a verdict according to such affirmations. If the evi-
dence should Le fihe, then conscience will give a wrong decision,
and if followed, mrg/t imoIlve moral guilt, consequently, ta say,
that we are in the path of rectitude and sanity if we folloiw the
dictates of concitence, is a fatal error. It gisoo deciions according
ta the evidence, but cannuot dicriminate as ta its crediblit) , that is
the work of judgment, and it only. If this dcfnition of the function
of conscience be correct, then a prop- s.nse of rght and wrong
includes ratioal and true cognition of the objcts or subjects of con-
templat.n. In other words, the logical po, . must be deficient in
unsoundness of mind, pure and simple. This is always perceivcd in
the subjec- of lunacy. The premises may be false, but takmng them
for granted, the conclusion may be right. Or, the syllogism may
be correct in the major or minor prermises, but the deduction
erroneous. Such self-delusion is common, and indicates sound
reasong powers, but unscund judagmeont, which leads conscience


