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as bad-but without candor, fairncss, intelligence, bis
positivencss is nothing but stupidity. It is not wvitli the
biolding of opinions that wve bave to do îxow, but wlbat: w~e
contend for is, tbe lxonesty that adnxits facts, even though
they may conflict with one's own stmongly-hcld beliefs, and
even thoughi thcy upset one's favorite tbecories. Public
journals liold, to a certainî extent, the place of buides of
public opinion, they are looked up to, %vith %orne degree of
respect, their position is one of responsibilit * : it is tbec-
fore, above cvcrytlxiig to bcecxpccted, they sbould bc frc
frorut slavish subservience to party demands.

A journal to liave any value oughit to bc fair and unipme-
judiccd-to commind respect, there is necd of self-respect
and honesty. [t is wcII known tbat the dicta o! the most
learncd counsel bave no weigbit wvhen mnade ievparl, or as
representing one of the parties, in a case; bie is flot ticen
speaking as an unprcjudiced onllooker, but is nîaking use
of cvery argument for bis client.

In likec niner we cannot puit confidence iii a partizan
press, that twists evemything to suit its own purposes, or
rather the purposes of its I)artY : lie wbo suppoi ts sucb a
press is one w'bo is detcrmined to vote witb bis party, quite
regardlcss of whcther it is righit or wrong, and is thus inot
open to conviction. What is wantcd in tbe press is truth:
hoïiest reports, unbiasscd judgments, fmce discussions-iii-
dependence. It is almost too mucl to expeet, liowever
tbat such a consumnination wvill soon br rcalized ; human
nature is very frail, it loves to be coixed andi flattcred-
and derzived. It is indecd a mark, of unusual1 virtue, diat
a man slxould change Ixis opinions, Mien lie finds hi1mself,
in the wrong, or pcrl:aps tbat lic sbould admit Ihimsclf to
bc in the wrong at al]. So we suppose a partizan press
wviIl long continue to bu popuilar. But Mien, in a clearer
political atmosphcre, and witb a more enilrli.tcncd cec-
tomate, men ivili demand to kîxow~ the trutx, wilicl we hope
will bc before tbe Mlillenniium-tbcni %vilI tbe nicrely
partizan journals take a sccondary place, and duc pre-
eminence bc awarded tn zii independant press.

The task of criticising somne one is rarcly a
pîcasant one; the 1iprcssion that remains is always
disagrecable, one is tcmptcd to say nothi,.- about
matter, if flot good. And is tbcre no gooci iii a partizail
press? Pcrhaps wve will lhear the wcaknliess of cach side
if wc read bollh of the partizan organs-but in the great
body of the people, do ive not find the opinion prevalent
that tbe other party organl is w~hat tbecir own pamty organl
calls it-a wvorthless shir et, and themefore is not read ?
But we have reason after aIl to hope for brigbitcr things,
and it is to bc allowed that tbc press of to-day is better,
fairer, more candid than ever before: and withi a truc sense
of its tremendous powvcr, its great rcsponsibility, it wvill
risc to its proper position, a position of perfect dignity
and truth.

SCIENCE COLU MN.

MOD>ERN t)OUItT.

Johni Stewart Mill uses the expression ' plurality of
cýauscs,"-a terni %% hiclh is applicable to the complex prob-
lecn regarding the phiemomena of mnodern scepticism.
This "plurality of causes " of Modern Doubt lias been
classificd as literary, scicntific, philosophical, and theologi-
cal. Of these causes wvhicli operate to the production of a
distrustful spirit, science occupies a prominent place, for
which thierc arc obvious measons :

The accuracy of our knoîvlcdgc obtaincd throughi the
medium of scientific investigation makes science the
acccptcd and inutual friend of almost cvcry othecr avenue
of truth.

Science, 'eo, is pktccd iii the forcground partly on
accounit of the fiicility it offers to test b>' nctbods of
analogy less muodern sciences, including thecology The
immense almost bewildcring progress of seientific knowv-
Icdge during the present century lias placed it aloft as a
beacon liglit which inay cnlighteni dark, and uncxplorcd
regions of thoughit, conifirm opinions alrcady entertained
and set aside as dubious or faîse, others wvhich have been
the lcgaicy of centuries.

XVhilst in many cases this noble function may with
justice bc grantcd science, yet it inust ziot bc forgotten,
that she lierself must bc, and is being constantly sub-
mittcd to tests whicb prove the possibility of error. It is
niot fair to say tha, science is tintrustwortby as a test
because " in innumerable instances the confident belief (?)
of onc generation lias been falsified by thc wider obser-
v'ation of a succceding onec." Thecories arc not always
science. Evcrything is not placed on so certain founda-
tiong as '., universal law of Gravitation or the mechanical
Ilhcory (f H-cat ; and the prudent scientist ivili oraly
.ittach the wcighit to any theory wvhich is consistent vith
bis evidencc. Evidence often grows, bust slowly-but its
attainimen, proves tbat more is needed to make known
ail1 the phrase of ail opinion or theory.

Heictci howevcr lies a dangerous ecement in the
mnoulding of humait thought, viz.,-thc tendency, such
processes for the acquirernint of kn-.owledgc, engender to
bming ecrything to thc touclbstone of mathecmatical logrical
or scientific dcînonstration-and tîxere is oflen a 1'swift
and bricf transition to the conclusion tlhat concerning the
existence and wvill of a Divine ]3cing nothing wbatevcr
cati bc lznown. This is surely a conc lusion as undemons-
trahie as the most complex plienoniena of nature. Agfios-
ticistui adinits notbing because it caii prove notbing-a
swvccping conclusion incapable of demnonstration.

Anotictr dangerous elemctnt in the application of srience
to the moulding of human tbougbits is the facility and
avidity with wvhiclb every good and cvcry cvil caufe
adopts its facts to the establishment of sosue pe1 thcory


