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us ta shift the argument ta grounds which are, if wo mav
say sa without suspicion af punning, very uiîcertaîn. The
question at issue is hencefortît the vexcd anc of the mcaning
of certainty. Professor Huxîcy's position cteariy is that
certainty is given ta us by the logical facuity and by that
only. But it cannat bave escapcd bis penetratian that every
deduction of the lagical faculty is itscîf the product of at
least two factors, each of whicb is given us by intuition,
or if ho woutd ab ject ta that Nword, by a natural proccas,
and so incapable of Ilogicat denionstration. Tîtere must be
first the fact or facts furnisbed by observation or cxperi.
once. Professor Huxley is toa keen a metaphysician net
ta perceive that the simpîcat fact given ta us by any of
aur senses, e.g., the sense af sight, is really thc result ai a
process ai inference, and tbat in evcry attemnpt ta lagically
justify its crtainty we arc at once thrown back upon aur
innate or constitutionai faith ini the îetiability ai the
physical and mental processes which make up the act af
perception. Then, again, every logical inferonce front
accepted data invoives aur intuitive faith in those convic-
tions which arc formutated as axioms, and the certainty of
which cannot ho justified by any logical proccas, though it
is impossible ta doubt it. Thus it appears that in resolv-
ing the whole cantravcrsy inoaone touching the nature af
crtainty, in other words, of knawledge, Proiessor Huxley
ia really tranaierring it ta the battle ground ai the aid
mretaphysics, where the ghosts af thec stain are perpetuaily
reappearing iin endiess processian ta ronew the contest xitb
their equally unsubstantial and indestructible antagtonists.

r!fLE spectacle ai Mr. Gladstone iollowcd by Mr. Parnel
and the bulk af the Irish Nationaliats, going ino the

lobby ta vote witlî tho Goveroment, and against the lead-
ing Radicals, was an unwonted anc in the British Commons.
The question directly in issue so exctusivety cancorna the
British people thecmseives tbat we mnay 1)0 cxcuscd frami
venturing an opinion upon its mcrits. Jo fact it is not
very easy te say what woi-c, in the last analysis, its exact
murits. ''lite point was net %wiîtttr a sunt oi moncy should
in titis particular instance lic voted front the pultic funds
as a provision for ane af the Qct' grandciildrcît, for if
that proposai was not mlstinctly negatived it ivas at least
sigoiticantly evadcd ini the shapc in wbich the resolution
was reported by thoý Coin nittee and acted am i y the fHouse,
that ai an incrcase ai the annual atlowancc ta thc Princc
af Wales, the better ta enahie himi tet makc provision for
bis own ctildren. Thme terins ai Mr. Atortey'4 uuotion andi
speech would seem ta bave mtade the question ane itîvotving
the generat principle ai the obligation ai Partiamient, that
is of the people, ta make Provision for inembers ai the Royal
Famity other than the cbildren ai the reigning Monarch,
and sucb grandchitdren as mighit ho in the direct line ai
succession. But in regard ta this there seoms ta bave
been scarcely a difference ai opinion; or if there was the
decisian of Parliament was nlot directly challenged in
regard ta it. Perhaps we sltould ho nearer the truth if wc
shouid say that the (location voted upon was whether the
Qten's promise that îîo funther grants siîould ho asked
for the grandchildren ai Royalty during the present reign
should ho accopted as sufficient for present purposes; or
a distinct refusai by the flouse in advance ta con-
sider any such application shouid ho recorded. The fact
that, as Mr. Chamberlain pointed out, a general deciaratian
against such future grants would, ho worthiess, combined
with the consideration that the passage ai sncb a rosolu-
tion, wouid have been an act ai very scant coiirtesy ta
bath the Queen and the Prince ai Wales, wouid no doubt
have sufficed ta securo a large tnajority for the Govern-
ment. But Mr. Gladstone evidently voted on what toalat
believers in hereditary monarchy witl seema much higher
and mare loyal grounds, while there is oveny neasan ta
helieve tigat the butk ai the Parnellites who voted witlî
him, did sa as a personal compliment ta him, net that they
carod for Queen or Prince, or for the principie involved.'
Take it att in att the situation was a pecutiar ane, such as
could nat have been passible at any proviaus period iin
modern Panliamentany histary.

IT is naw morally certain that "4Prof." Hlogan, who

Sascended in (Jampbell's air-ship from Williamsburg

two weeks since, met with a fatal disaster, and will nlot i
return ttot the tale ai bis amërial voyage. This re'ult is
ta ho deplored, not only for the sake ai the fearless adven-
turer himseli, but in the interesta ai the science ai acran-
autics, in wbich ho was choson ta conduct a most important 1
experimaent. If the facts ho as reportod cancerning the i
success which attended, bis voyage at the start and up ta
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the timie ai the accident, thîs exporiment, notwithstanding
itsç fatal issue, witl stimulate tather than check the zeal
af those wlîo are tryimîg ta salve thte pmoblem aifaÉërial
navigation, [t is aaid ttat aiter riiing severat hundred
f0(4 Hagan. had no difficuity in lowcriog theo ship ta within
anc bundred feet ai thte ground. Everything seemed ta
ho comptetety under [,is contrai, and ho guidod the ship i0
a nortbcrty direction, turîtcd it about and arrived at bis
starting point. .J nat at titis manient, wlîen succeas seemed
alneaciy achiex cd, sotnething went wrang with the machin-
ory. The tower propolto roi the sbip, used in reguiating

étheo altitude, foîltet the ground, the steering prapeiter
bocame motionlesa, the sltip abat up ta a great heigbt
and driited away. Nothing more is known, or is tikely
ta hoe known. But so far as tii attempt bears upan the
.solution ai the probeof ai arial navigation, it points in
the~ direction af uttintate succesa rather than failure.

THEL SUNDA Y QUESTION.

T -HREE or four year a g, ven the question ai SundayTcars was agitated, ive gaveoaur opinion in faveur ai
rumîuing a certain nuttiber, au. certain times, on th(- Lord's
Day. \Ve pointed ont at that tinte, that, in a great city
like Toronto, it was very desirahie, sorne might Bay ovon
oecessary, that, the poorer classes who tive in the very
hîoart ai the tawtî sloutd have the means ai transport ta
the freslb air wiîich is ta ho found in High Park and ather
aimilar resarta. I t is a long way fî'am Centre Street ta
the Hîmber, and the' menC, antI woîncn anti children, who
sttauld acconmptisît a journoy ta and ira, would probably
feel that the Dtay ai Re4t bail been thte iardest warking
day in tite'week.

\Ve confesa now, as we poitîteil out befare, tîtat this
argumnimt for theti Hdtay car settuma ta us a mluch astratîger
one tItan tht' plea on- behalftf aiciurcît-gocrs. There are
now 50 tîtaiy thon-lies ini Torointo ai eveny colaur and
sltade tbat a r'asoîc:ble Persomi catiltinti no dittictttty in
attcuîding oc aioflisi0-11 Carîtîttuiian withtoot any grievaus

efor. f ii so haril ta l"ttthat ho mnust go miles
before lic can ilid a cimurli to0 suit imii, tiien let hini pay
for~ iis pleasure wiithtout, xpccting muchtlicompassion front
bis nei"ltboors. Býut the case aiftepaontitan is quito
difflrncmt. I [c caîtiot get open s[îaces, anti trocs and gnassy
siopes at lus owrt doar, andlieîmîay fainly comtplaiti that
lic is ncfused acceas ta thectî.

l'le argunonuts ciaploycd by the opponctîts ai Sunday
cars arc ai variaus kinds,, saine ai a mîîerely .Judaiechcarac-
ter, samc vnguely bibhicai, but the groate4t nîuiben irankly
utilitarian. The only togicat Sabbatanians arc the Seventh
Day Baptists, wbose contention up ta a certain point is
perioctiy soutti. If the fourth cammandrnent is literatly
bîndîng upon Citristians, then the day wbich we catI Sat-
urtiay slîould bc kept as a day ai rest. On Saturday no
avaidable work sbould bc done. The son and the daughter,
the titan-servant and the nmtaid-servant, the cattle, the
stranger within the cgates, ail theHso ld rest and do no
manner ai wonk. Thte cooking ai fail, for exampie, on
the~ Lord's îay is ntot necessary, andi, on tiis theory, ought
net ta he donc. Hanrses should certainly net ho made ta
draw carniages; they shoutld rcst from their labours an this
day, the comînanilment being precîse.

Moreover, wo must enîphasize the koopiîîg ai the Sat-
ut-day and not the Sunday. If the cammandment is liter-
aliy ohligatory, thon it requirea rest an that day. Ther,
is net a grain ai authority for the statemont that Christ
or the apoattes changed the Sabbath irom the seventh day
ta the first. X2he £irat day was kept in cammemoration ai
the reaurrection, wîthout the slightemt roference ta the
Sabbatb. It was onty by slow dogrees that the Jewish
Sabbath disappeared ; and thon the principle ai nosting ain
aon- day aut ai sevon was recognized by the Christian
Church, which graduaily iîîtnaduced. regulations, differing
in differont places, in order ta sectîre the observance ai thte
Lord's Day. . We do net propose ta domoamre bore than
state the simple facta. Tîtoso who care ta investigate the'
whate history ai the subjects will find ail that they need
in 1-essey's Bampton Lectures on the Sunday.

The graund, thon, ai Lord's Day observance is simpîy
the grannd ai Christian expedioncy. There are persoasta
whom such a ground will seem altogether inadequate and
unworthY. Expedioncy ! theywillaay, this is aomething
paon and mean and despicable. Lot us move an the bigher
plane ai pninciple.

Sncb people are a iittle tnyixtg, an even hopetesa. They
have a knack ai converting their awn private preferences
into universal principles, and ai appasing these preferences
On prejudicos ta the well-cansidered conclusions ai mare q
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thoughtful mnen. It is of no use telliîg th(-,e peopie that
1three-fourths of the du ties of huiuan tif c areiinmply dictated

h y considerations of expediency ; that evon the deepest
and most seif-ovident principles cannot bo applied in
practice without reference to utititarian considerations ; in
short, that next to tire plain (hetates of conscience whicb
say : Do thi#, and, Do not do that, there is nothing of
higher obligation than the prescriptions of a reasonable
Christian expediency.

The Sabbath was made for mari; and sa is the Lord's9
I)ay. Even if we were under tire iaw, our Lord bas taught
us that its commands imust he understood spiritually. I t
is lawfui to draw anr ox or an ass out of a pit on the
Sabbath. Jt is Illawf ni to do weil on tire Sabbatb day."
Certainly then it is lawful for us who are not under the
Law, but undcr the guidance of tire Hoiy Spirit of love, to
consider how wc nîay so use tire lay of Rest as ta con-
tribute to the highest good of tire community.

After the Sabbatarian Argument, the value of which
we have sufficiently discredited, the principal roason urgod
against the use of cars on Sunday is the fact that it imposes
unnecessary and hurtful labour upon the drivers and con-
ductors of the cars; and also upon the horses. With re-
gard to the horses, the objection is utterly absurd. There
can ho no difficulty whatever ini providing such an addi-
tion to the number tif tho horses as shall lay upon these
animais no more burden than they already beur. May flot
the Car Company 1)0 trusted to sec to this? Are they
likely to ho guilty of such inhumanity to their heasts of
hurden as wilt destroy or injure their own property t With
regard to the mon omuployed in tire car service, there need
ho no greater difflculty. No maan, we imagine, would be
expected to work for soven days ; and it womtld ho quite
easy ta make sucb arrangements as wouid imposeooniy two
or three hours' labour on tire Imc i cployed in the car
service. Tho moment we couic to workç out the scheme,
we find no0 real diïfhcuity in any part of it. Lt becomea
quito possible to accommnodatc the pub>lic without inflicting
any injury or incanvenicoce uipou ir e nen employed in
the car service.

Biut, it is aaid, this is lctting in the thîn pund of tice
wcdge. Wlbat is tire mcaning of imuch an objection?' Does it
nican tbat, bccausc we are (loin- aomctbiit' whicb is l1w
fui and riglît, we mtay lw askefl, by-and-by, to do sanie0-
thing whichi is unlawful and wrong, andt shail ho unable to
refuse it? If it does not nîcan this, wo do flot quite ami-
derstand the moaning of the objection. But, surely, this
is a very unworthy argument. i t is to toit us that wo atre
not governed by principle but by selfislh consilerations,
that we shahl yield to importanity that which we wouiml
not concode as the fulfilmient af a duty. Such an argu-
ment is not Compliihntary ta our 8trength of character, or
ta, our public spirit.

If less than this is meant, thon tire thin end of tire wedge
is in alroady. We bave aur horges anti our carniages in
the streets aiready on the Lord's Day. Mon and cattle do
actually labour on the Day of Ilest, that othor nien may
drive ta church an Sunday instead of walking. If this is
wrong, thon lot it ho stopped. If thiii is not wrong, thon
neither is the proposed running of cars on the Lord's Day
wrong.

We have taken some pains to go into this subject, more
that we may put on record aur own dohiberate judgnmmnt
than with any great hope of convincing Sabbatarians of
the absurdity of their position. We are not advocating
Sunday labour. We are as anxious as any One can b
that the greatest aniaunt of rest may ho secured ta ait
persons on the Lord's Day. But we mnaintain that it is taw-
fut ta impose a certain a;nount of labour uipu the~ minarity
for the benefit af the majority. Unless this principle i.
admitted, it is difficuit ta undorstand how good people can
go to cburch on Sunday and make thîcir clergy go through
sucli an amaunit of labour on their account. As regards
the Sunday car service, it is a tittle absurd ta, imagine
that every other city ai the samne sizo in Europe and
America is quite wrong and that we atone are right !

We are groatly afraid that the utterances of aur Sab-
batarians are provîng a stumbling block ta same who are
not sa well affected to Christianity as its adherents would
desire. It is a bad tbing to, lay aurselves open ta the
change of fanaticism; but it is even worse ta ho suspected
of insincerity and incansistency. One af the most flagrant
instances af this-sbalt. we soly humbug ?-is the tolerating
of the hideous noises af the Salvation Army in aur parka,
and the prohibition of the playing af military bands. On
what principie do wo apprave or condemrn the use af
music ? Bîther an the ground of the actual emotiona
which it excites, or on account af the associations to
which it gives rise. Tried by either principle, good
music, whether secular or sacred, would ho more edifying
in every way than the howls ai mon like dancing dervishea
aided hy the naîsy um l a1-gdru.


