
We admiit," we quote again, "tbat Ille operation of tuie
selises produces iin us stron<r convictions of reality, but wc
deinv thiat this conviction ainouints to kn-iowledgýe in Ille abso-
Ilite selise, for knowledge so-ralled received ti.-otngli the sense
15 iniediate kn-iowledgre, ancd therefore hiable to doubt. It wil
be clear, theln, that the senses afTord nîo ie or criterion of
certaiintN." XV..liv iniediate, andi wbv able to doubt ? We
hardlv feel callec iip1)01 to refiîte the tlîeory of Inniate Ideas,
and if the -%vriter admit th-at no0 ideas tire givel lis 'ithi ouir
being, -wlîat koedecati be more direct t lan thiat received
thronghirl the seilses, -a know'ledge prior to whichi wc bave
iloue ? Nor do w~e suppose thiat - to uise his pet ternu - Ille
writer's be/1ici in idealisnm would (hc.ate bis actions. W'e ask
anyoile to tell uis in ail candor w'hietlicr wlhen standing ol ýa
railwav track a short distance ini front of a m vi tr'inii his
senses would iiot produce in iihiiu absolute kn-iowlcdge of thie
advisability of gýraniting- it rigrht of Nvav. 'Plie uipholder of
tluis unique doctrine of thie muiittial independence of behief
and kn-iowledg;e, the foi-mler of wlîich lie cails II the groiund of
our activity," iuav replv thiat lie believes the cugine wvi1lilîot
stel) aside for inii, thiougli bis knowicdgc tliat there is ani
engîn*iie thiere at aill adinits of doubt. But belief anid donb.
ii'comipatilîle ; bvcainmîoL subsist in thle saine stibjeçct Ciun-
cemnînig the siinîe o1.ject. We vnav be/ùe'c the possibility of
a thnald doufbt its pro7babî litv, bunt the two camuot coicl
tog*etlmer. Wv snl)lnit thiat tlî*s is a litle clearer thau tliat
Ille senses aflord i1 mle or c riterion of ctanv"w1hicb is
not, in its author's philosopiîv, so clear as Wo anmounit 10
knoN0ve(lge, and is oîîlv beliuf in wvhîci lie dctccts a sprilikliiig
<of doiiht

There are lu thle article inian v otlh cm passag'es wlî iclw
shiolld like to Subuîlit to Ille tests of logic auid couisistency,
]lit our space is ]iixnitcd ;and inoreover xvc think we hv
s1aid elîoingh to shlow tiat -%vc bave failed 4to grasp Ille
tmnltm" of the distinction bctwecii hehecf anid knioNvledgc.
XVe kn-iow xîot wvhethier oui. Oppouient xviiI ciss nls aînong
those Il educated persons wlho injur.e thiinselves l)v a too con-

ltat eC utenîiplation of the niegative sirle of thI csl "o


