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THE ROMANOFFS AS REFORMERS.
BY CHARLES JOHNSTON—Bengal Civil Service, Retired.

“ I am willing to lay down ray life for Russia.”
—Peter the Great,

The Hapsburgs hacked their way to the Austrian throne. The
Hohenzollerns, struggling through nine red centuries, won successive
rank as Counts, Electors, Kings, and Emperors. ~ The Hanoverians
were summoned to re|%n in Endgl_and, because they were distinguished
by pureI)F negative virtues, and it was hoped that they would” do no
harm.  The Romanoffs were called to rule, by the voice of a whole
people, in an epoch of dire distress and misery; and by the same
right they ﬁovern to-day the greatest of Western nations.

Much has been written, in a spirit of the bitterest criticism,
concerning the despotism of the Russian Tsars, and, unless we gain
a clear insight on this point, at the very outset, we shall constantly
fail to understand the simplest problems of Russian life, and misin-
terpret the whole course of Russia’s development.

In all that is said against Russia, it is taken for Franted that the
Russian people are, in spirit and aspiration, exactly [ike the Teutons,
who fill so large a part of the horizon in Western Europe and North

75
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America. In realit?]/, Teutons and Slavs are as different in all their
ideals of life as Mohammedans and Buddhists, or as the Old Testa-
ment and the New. =~ _ L
~ For the Teutonic nations, the ideal, the key-note of life, is
individualism, a Commonwealth built on personal rights, on the
largest assertion of seif, by each man in the state.  The Teutonic
nations are a web of forces all tensely straining the one aﬁamst the
other, and thus maintaining @ more or less stable equilibrium of
political life. - As against this individual liberty, there is the keenest
Individual liability, a call for the weak and less endowed to fight on
e?ual terms against the strong and the privileged, with the penalty
of absorption and extinction in case of failure.  Privilege and
responsibility are counterpoised, so that the brow of care is far more
universal in the lands of freest individualism, =~

The Slavs, on the other hand, are born Socialists, in the best and
mellowest sense of the word. Indeed, all Socialistic theories are
more or less successful attempts to assimilate modern nations to the
traditional village communities of the Slavs, where all property was
owned by the whole village, considered as a sm%e family; and
where if there was no such thing as individual wealth, there was no
such thing as individual debt. = Among the Slavs, the unit is the
whole people and never the individual. - Nowhere among the Slavs
Is there an?;_ keen consciousness of individual life, or any of that
restive worship of one’s own personality, which dlstln(hlmshes the
Teutonic race. It is, of course, true that the unity of the Slavonic
state may not always be in harmony, and the parts may be divided
against one another,  But this is true also of the Teutonic unit, the
individual, where the ambitions of the will so often destroy the
health and stability of the nerves. In either case, a revolution is
the result.  But In, neither case does this destroy the unity of the
state, or of the individual.

Some of the greatest religions of the world have addressed
themselves to this very task, the absorption of the individual in the
larger life of the nation or race, through the destruction of that very
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miIitant_e?otism which is characteristic of the Teuton individualist.
All Christendom is pledged to a teacher who declared that a man
can save his life only by losing it. Therefore the whole truth cannot
be on the side of the seI_f-assert_mP Teuton.  But, on the other hand,
no nation has found it possible to realize this teaching, without
|njur|n% its life and development.  Therefore the whole truth cannot
be with the self-forgetting Slav. ~ The ideal is the assertion of a
common seif: and Teutons and Slavs stand at opposite sides of this
ideal. Therefore, while the utmost individualism may be best for
the Western nation, it is as certain that national unity, embodied in
an individual ruler, is best for the Slav. The Polish nation tumbled
to ruins by neglecting this truth; the Russians have built up the
greatest continous empire the world has ever seen, b}/ adhering to
It; and this splendid development has been embodied, from the very
beginning, in the life of the Romanoffs, _

The Romanoffs were called to rule over Russia almost at the
same time that the Stuarts ascended the En%hsh throne.  But, while
England was enjoying a period of unequaled peace and security,
Russia was still prostrate after years of blood and fire, harrowed _b?]/
the tgra_nny of a maniac, and crushed under the tread of Tartar, Turkis
and Polish armies. At that time, the territory of Russia was greater
than that of the United States to-day, but with only a fifth of the
population. In vast prairies, Clearings in boundless primeval forests,
and on the shores of frozen seas, were clusters of huts, villages which
were hardIV better than an assemblage of hovels, and towns which
were only [arger villages. Hardship and privation were the daily lot
of the people, and t eg were exposed to the tyranny of a largely
Teutonic nobility, who hesitated at no act of extortion or violence.
Al men Tlived In daily dread of invasion b){ merciless hordes of
savages, or by armies whose civilization only made them more
effectual in the work of plunder and rapine. Out of this chaos,
Russia has been steadily rising, though growm[q so rapidly as often to
outstrip her vital powers; and that the whole national life of this
swiftly increasing multitude has been directed, on the whole, in



18 TUE IDEAL REVIEW.

wholesome and safe channels, Is<ue, more than all, to the succession
of strong and powerful rulers of the house of Romanoff.

It is only when we come to actual counting, that we see what a
remarkahle work the Romanoffs have done; that we realize that they
have, not once, but many times, stood for the foremost ideal, not of
Russia only, but of the whole modern world. Thus it is in con-
sonance with all modern history, that the living head of the house of
Romanoff should attempt to take the lead in a world-wide movement
against the grinding oppression of modern armaments,

The Stuarts, called to the English throne in a time of profound
Peace and national ?Iory, lost no” opportunity of ?_omg wrong; of
hwarting the current of modern freedom; of “asserting monarchical
privilege against personal right.  Sympathetic, perhaps, in person,
on the throne they were bigots and fyrants.  The Romanoffs, facing
the same problems, went wisely and right, as far as was possible
without a miraculous transcending of the ideals of their time. The
first Romanoff, Tsar Mikhail Feodorovitch, chasen to rule when only
seventeen, was a monarch of peace, conciliation, and justice. He
reigned for thirty-three years in a turbulent epoch, hemmed in by
enemies, Yet never plunged his country into war. He found Russia
poverty-stricken and starving; he left it rieh and renowned for Pood

overnment.  Few wiser princes have ever reigned, over any
e first governed for the people.

Young as he was when he came to the throne as founder of a new
dynasty, e was succeeded by his son Alexei when that prince was
sfill yoqnger_, being only sixteen at his accession. The reign of
Alexei finds its greatest interest in a contrast with the second of the
Stuarts. Almost at the same time when Charles I. was fighting in
the d_eath-stru?gle against the liberties of the People of England,
Alexei was called to face a ﬁopular revolt, supported by the Russian
army, to protest against the tyr.annY of his ministers. But, where
Charles, “the Martyr, fought b|tter>(_ against populdr right, Alexei
conciliated, lightened unjustduties, abolished m_onoPohes, and enlarged
the Privileges of the people. Therefore Russia also passed through

and.
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a revolution, but it was a successful one, and in nowise disturbed the
umtg of national life. _ _ o
~ But the house of Romanoff first attained world-wide significance,
in the person of Peter the Great, the son of Alexei. He was the
first great democrat, the first and most splendid embodiment of
modern man. His reign represents, for Russia, the birth of the
modern spirit, from the long travail of the middle ages. He was
the first Preat captain of industry, the first to recognize fully and
strenuously appIY to life the twin principles of disciplineand mechan-
ism, which' have transformed the middle ages into the world of to-day.
If we were to regard him only as a great manufacturer, he would take
a foremost position among the men of our age; but, besides this, he
was a gzreat warrior, a gireat Iawgzlyer, a great administrator, and a
ﬁ_rea_t Student of all that was best in the science and philosophy of
is time.  But perhaps Peter the Great Stands out best as an ideal of
manliness. No flgure_m our epoch can compare with him for
inherent power, unless it be the first Napoleon; but, while Napoleon
destroyed, Peter the Great built up: while Napoleon won victory
after victory, and yet left his nation defeated, Peter was vanquished
time after time, and yet left his country victorious. Peter estab-
lished the foundations of national life” so strongly that Russian
hlstory has heen, since his time, an unbroken pro?ress; while
Naﬁp eon’s land has ?asse_d through one revolution after another
sinking back in national insignificance after every change. With equai
genius, the Russian built, while the Frenchman only estro?;ed.

No trait is so worthy of admiration, in the life of Peter the Great.
A Century before Burns, he asserted, in the large life of a mighty
monarch, the principle that manhood Is the true gold, and rank buit
the conventional decoration.  His history is an epic on the dignity of
labor. - There is hardly a finer or more humorous F]l_cture in all history
than that of Peter at Zaandam, not only working himself, but making
his nobles work, in the dress of the dockyards, as common ship’s-car-
penters; and with his huge figure and SP|endId physique to set the
example of unremitting toil, 1t may safely be supposed that they
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were not allowed to indulge in an)(] shirking. Had they wanted to,
Peter was thoroughly capable, both morally and physically, of laying
one of his princes or dukes across the imperial knee, and administer-
ing such personal chastisement as would have brought a healthier
state of mind. Peter, who was then absolute lord of the most
extensive emﬁlre in the world, lived in a hut with two rooms and a
loft, and worked daily in the dockyards, with an energy and skill that
no craftsman there could surpass.

“1am living,” he said, “ in obedience to the commands of God,
which were spoken to Father Adam: ‘In the sweat of thy brow shalt
thou eat bread.”” Once a?am he carried with him his band of noble
fellow-craftsmen, and set them all to work in an iron-foundry, he
himself dom% the work of three; he finally demanded payment, at
the same rate as the other workmen. When he had received his
wages, he looked down at his worn shoes: _ _

“ My wages will serve to buy me a new pair,” he said, “ of which
| stand In great need. | have earned them well, by the sweat of my
brow, with hammer and anvil.” o _

Like all the other workmen, Peter rose early, lit his own fire, and
cooked his own meals. He was a man of extraordinary stature, and
splendidly proportioned, as have been many of the Romanoffs since;
S0 much so, that it is doubtful whether anY family in Russia has heen
able to count a larger proportion of tall and strong men, than the
family of the emﬁerors. he three Alexanders and Nicholas the
first were all remarkable for great stature, and the late Tsar was one
of the strongest men in Europe. One of his Zaandam friends has
described Peter himself as being “ very tall and robust, quick and
nimble of foot, dexterous and rapid in all his actions. His face is
plump and round, fierce in its look, with brown eyebrows, and short,
curly hair of a brownish color. ~ He is quick in his gait, swinging his
arms, and holding a cane in one hand.”

At Amsterdam, Peter attended a course of anatomical lectures,
and acquired sufficient skill in sur%_ery to perform several operations
himself. He studied natural philosophy at the same time, also
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acquiring practical skill in making ropes, paper, oil and wire, and
indeed an thmP which Zaandam had to show, in the useful or orna-
mental arfs. In the Hermitage at St. Petersbur%, they still show a
series of watches made b){ him, as well as models of the ships he
built or helped to build. 1n all this, there was nothing of the royal
amateur about him, but, on the contrary, he was far more efficient in
all the arts he took up than the majority of workmen who practiced
only one; such was his tremendous energy, and the marvelous grasp
and power of his mind. _ _
Il these varied energies are of value as a test of his character, in
two quite distinct ways.  They show, first, that never man was o
thorough a democrat, so perfectly, even unconsciously, convinced of
the dignity of manual labor. In‘this, he is the first of modern men.
But this sense of actual and real values, as opposed to traditions;
this |nS|th into the power of discipline and Science, as transformers
of the old medieval world, helped to make him one of the creators of
modern Europe, of modern life.  For his interest in these thingswas
no mere fancy and CUHOSI'[%/. It was because he came from Russia,
a country more than all others subject to the spirit of medievalism,
where birth and privilege everywhere ruled energy and work; where
all influence was n the hands of the old warrior nobles, instead of the
Broducers, the men who work, and create wealth. 1t was because
eter saw this, and used his splendld energy and power to correct i,
that his personality was of the utmost valug. He was the first man
to exemplify, in his own person, the transition from a feudal to an
industrial age. It is two hundred years now, since Peter returned to
Moscow with his army of mechanics; and men of affairs—three
captains of men-of-war, twenty-five captains of merchant ships, forty
lieutenants, thirty pilots, thirty surgeons, two hundred and fifty
gunners, and three hundred artificers. And a like colony was
rought from Italy, to give Russia their skill in decorative art. So
that, as a captain of industry, Peter the Great would be a remarkable
man in any age. For his own time, he was easily supreme,
{To be continued.)



PSYCHIATRY AND PSYCHAL FORCE.
BY DOCTOR ALEXANDER WILDER.

A physician of my acquaintance named as an imperative condition
of success in professional treatment, Confidence m the Curative Action
of Medicine. ~ This is correct enough for dogma, and at the same
time it suggests a wider rénge for our fhinking.  The moral effect
upon a patient, when the medical adviser imperiously commands the
swallowing of a drug or compound, havm% little confidence in it,
nevertheless, is easy 10 apt)rehend. Even though such medicine he
of itself specific, the unfaith of the prescriber will be very I|keI3/ t0
prevent its action, and even to render it inert.  Indeed, he has done
an immoral act, and must be conscious of being a hypocrite, not
de_ser\(lngi of trust; and hence, it is natural that he is prone to speak
slightingly of those who are more sincere and successful.
~There is a theory extant that medicines will at all times under
similar conditions, have a like action upon the human economy; and
from this the conclusion is deduced that if they are curative once,
they will be so again in the same way and always.  This is plausible
and hard to dlsPu_te because of its apparent mathematical exactness,
An Homoeopathic practitioner whom | formerly knew, used to
give the explanation for his prescribing of a particular medicine:
*Because it is the right remedy.” It Is not easy to breathe a full
breath when one is so dogmatically circumscribed.  We do not feel
satisfied.  There seems to be something omitted; we instinctively
re(iwre some further understanding of the matter. We do not
patiently tolerate that materialistic something in the assumption
which seems to compress thinking and to forbid questioning. |
would fain push further and search for reasons that show why such
virtues exist in these particular articles. | am willing to acknowledge
the unknown, but I am slow to cognize the unknowable in matters
which | conceive to come within the purview of possible knowing.

Van Helmont, who was in maQ%/ essential particulars, a Father in
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Modern Medicine, evidenced a profounder conception of the matter.
In certain respects many would consider him visionary, but this is
more easy to say than to show. He taught explicitly that material
nature derived her forms and energies from above, and that heaven,
the superior region, received in turn an invisible potency from below:
both of which outflows are in every person.  Somewhat of this senti-
ment pervaded his wrlt;ngsu on the Art of Healing. He believed it
to be In the power of individuals, through the Suggestion and force
of the imagination to transmit energies and qualities to others and
even to inanimate objects.  Many herbs, he declared, will acquire an
extraordinary power ‘through the imagination of those who ?ather
them. We "have in later years observed the introducing of new
remedies with glowing certificates of their demonstrated virtues,
and their speedy discarding as useless. Again, medicines which have
been commended as serviceable in one direction, have been found
really so for some different purpose. ~ This hypothesis of Van Hel-
mont seems to afford light upon the matter. It may explain why
certain medicines and treatment are successful in the case of one
practitioner and ineffective with others. ~ Van Helmont further
Informs us that his presence was frequently sufficient to eure the sick;
and also, that he not only operated upon others by his will, but
actually imparted through it a_Pecuhar virtue to medicines.

It is thw)rovmce_ of the philosophic investigator to examine these
matters. We are wise in disregarding whatever is absurdly fanciful,
as well as what is grossly materialistic.  But no discovery or phenom-
enon which can afford any I|gzht can be honestly |?nored or despised.
We want a suitable foundation, and with it, as far as practicable, a
scientific reason.  Qur physical senses may give their teshmonx and
the I%g[cal faculty do its proper work. = Nevertheless, hoth are
limited'in their scope.  “ Beyond the veil of the seen,” sa%s Profes-
sor George Barker, “ science may not penetrate.”*  Yet the knowl-

. . . .

Addre sotdegwered b?fgﬁe the A]meng?n Assogat[on er the Ad

vancement of Science, at 1t anAual meeting in” Boston, August s,
1880, ON TEtITing {0 the OFice 0f Presigent. y
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edge which is of the senses alone is superficial only, illusionary and
often deceptive and misleading. Professor Barker remarks accord-
ingly, that whether a living organism is plant or animal, the whole of
its energy must come from without itself, being either ahsorbed
d|rect!?/ or stirred up in the food. It is respecting this energy that
we will now consider.  Of it the properties of an organism consist;
and the hypothesis of Van Helmont is in no War incompatible with
the action as explained. Thus, the knowing of disease well and
gre_scrlblng for it aright, will show familiarity with physiological
Science; but in Order to be a good and competent physiologist it is
imperatively necessary to make a careful study of mind, its functions and
operations.~ There issomething which makes certain foods repugnant,
and the administration of a medicine or other remedial”expedient,
more or less unwholesome. It is by no means a problem of mathe-
matic preciseness. Twao patients that are apparently disordered alike
are sometimes not benefited alike by similar measures.  Methods and
agents which are successful in the hands of one person are liable to
be unavailing with another. _ S

In order to understand such discrepancies it is necessary to
examine further into the facts, which are not open at first to our
apprehension.  The mechanism of the human body will not disclose
the laws which control it; nor will our Chemical and empiric knowl-
edge of drugs suffice to explain their influence upon functional
activity.  No intelligent Ferso_n for a moment supposes that the
gases and earthy material which the manipulations of chemistry
evolve from a medicinal substance are the Containers of its virtues;
for in fact, the constituents of foods and those of poisons are often
not greatly different.  The properties pertain to the something-
beyond, which is not to be measured by weight or dimension. This
fundamental fact underlies them all. _
_In an analogous manner, the will, the moods, the emotive con-
ditions of an individual, transform the very elements of the body and
change the properties and operations of food and medicine.  Faith
or the want of it is known to be all-potent. “As a man thinketh, so
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ishe.” Psychologie knowledge is the complement of the Healing

It.

In affirming this, | do not mean a disjoining of the mental and
psychic from the material nature. ~ This mundane life of ours is a
condition in which they interblend as one whole, and this so
Perfectly that many plausible _ar%uments can be advanced to prove
hat the corporeal existence includes all. | cannot go thus far; |
have evidence which assures me otherwise. ~ Yet it is not amiss to
consider everything, so far as it is in our power, from the scientific
point of view.  There are so many facilities for this, at the present
period, that we may keep within the scientific pale with comparative
ease.  Only, we should not consent to be impounded there.

There is a theory of psychiatry now in vogue which not only
contemplates all neuroses and mental aberrations as comprised in its
department, but also as constituting the whole of it.  Many writers,
indeed, seem to have no other conception of the meaning of the
term, Psychological Science. This is one of the unfortunate out-
comes of the materialism which to a great degree has obscured the
intellectual sky. o

We may not doubt bﬁ any means, however, that insanities, as
well as other disorders of the nervous Systems, are to be regarded as
Bhenomena intimately associated with pathologic conditions of the
ody. Indeed, I would, I think, go further than our principal
accepted authorities, in making but minor account of lesions of
brain and disorganization of nerve-centres in that department of the
organism, while | attach greater importance to certain other deterio-
rations.  Changes may occur which will be sufficient to cause the
most acute disorder, or even to destroy life, and yet be so subtile as
not to be demonstrable to the senses. ~ At a cerfain lunatic asylum
in England a considerable percentage of the inmates, who were o all
appearance insane while living, nevertheless disclosed upon necropsy
no 5|?n or evidence of altered brain-structure. I do not consider any
hypothesis of a person’s sanity as tenable which is based upon the
fact of no discoverable affection of the cerebral substance. ~ And |



% THE IDEAL REVIEW.

feel very certain that insanity is not primarilr or essentiall?/ a disease
of the brain. Bodily debility is at the bottom of mental disorder,
and none of the aberrations entitled insane are exceptions to this fact.
The disturbance of the emotive nature is inseparable from an
abnormal condition of the ganglionic nervous centres.  The morbific
influence upon the brain is a sequence to this, and the skillful psy-
chiatrist will act upon that Suggestion. _

We come nearer to a right Understanding of the .sub}:ect when we
cognize intelligently the existence of the Psychic Force. This
hypothesis has been conceded with reluctance, and not without
endeavors to circumscribe it within the limitations of materialism
It bears, however, the authority of Sir William Crookes, of the Royal
Society, distinguished alike for scientific acumen and the courage to
declare his convictions when they transcend the limits of accepted
learning.  He explains the force as a form of energy hitherto recog-
nized, and declares that its existence is not a matter of opinion wi
him, but of absolute knowledge. He leaves no reasonable opportu-
nity to slur the subject over as fanciful, or without proper support.
It 1S impossible to place him under the ban of irregular, as is done by
medical men when knowledge is exhibited outside of their prescribed
limits.  Nor may any one aﬁpl to his views the stale epithet of
“ unscientific ” because they had not been already accepted. But the
endeavor has been made to” qualify them by representing the psychic
force as not being derived from any ulterior spiritual source, but as
inherent in the nerves and muscles of the body. It is a curious fact,
however, that this explanation corresponds very accuratelg with that
of the nervengeist or nerve-spirit, as described by the Seherin von
Prevorst.  Without commenting further uPon the matter, however,
it is enouﬁ_h to remark that the great pains to shuffle off all consider-
ation of this feature of the subject, ndu;ulmg and hissing down every
evidence that is submitted, and seekmF 0 exclude it from the
scientific circle, indicates fear and moral cowardice, rather than a
manly love for genuine kno_wledge. But there are breaches in the
wall, and the light will shine through, bedimming the lustre of all
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the candles. The force which is inherent in muscles and nerves is a
part of the essential selfhood of the individual, and this fact inevitably
carries our study of physmlogy over into the realm of psychology.

Human science, and medical learning in particular, will not e
complete, or even practical in character, except with this culmina-
tion.  Nor is this hypothesis in any legitimate sense a novelty or
new departure.  Ancient teachers of the Healing Art recognized it
as the essential principle to which their methods were subordinate.
It is no more visionary to accept this doctring than to recognize the
fact that the human bOdY holds together while pervaded with life,
and dissolves only when that agency is withdrawn.
~ The late Professor John W. Draper distinctly affirmed that there
IS a psycho-physiological science. * There animates the machine a
self-conscious and immortal principle—the Soul,” he declared. “ In
the most enIar%ed accePtatlon, it would fall under the province of
Physiology to freat of this immortal principle.” | agree with him
that the medical Curriculum, rightly and intelligently arranged with
the paramount view of fitting the Student for his vocation, must
embrace this department of knowledge. The practitioner must
know his art both experimentally and intuitively, or he is liable to
failure in his endeavors. That ‘art depends upon the science that
exists with it, and yet more upon the philosophy that includes all
knowled?e and sets it in order. _ o

It is the proletarian of leechcraft that |?nores this and is wedded
to the drugging and routine of the medical trade. The liberal physi-
cian perfects his knowledge of disease and the means for its remedy
by researches into the depths and explorations into the zenith of
anthrOfJoIo ic learning. He does not hesitate to discern the spirits
as well as the ashes. ~Life is more than a tale told by an idiot, full
of sound and furK signifying nothing. It isa drama rehearsed in
temple with all the denizens of the universe for audience. It every-
where carries into action the sublime discontent which |mf)els the
soul.  If psychologic study evolves reI|F|on as well as philosophy,
what matters it? - Every principle of life always tends to what is



&8 THE IDEAL REVIEW.

above itself. The theories, the trend of which is to dethrone and
imbrute man are so many attempts to despoil him of his heritage.
The animals of a higher Order always employ those parts of their
nervous structure which are superadded to those of the lower races,
subordinating the inferiorto the nobler. So, likewise, may the expert
in psychologic lore transcend the methods and procedures which are
most esteemed by those who have not become matriculants into the
school of profounder knowledge. Indeed, it will be perceived by the
intelligent, that this is science and technic, and not the romance of

medical learning.
J Alexander Wilder, M. D.

FORGIVENESS.
BY AARON M. CRANE.

“Forgive us our Debts as we Forgive our Debtors.”

Although for centuries children have been taught to repeat the
words of the Lord’s Prayer, men have yet to attain to its deeper
meamn_ﬁs; and however completely mankind may comprehend it,
they will never outgrow it. When" the prayer is considered without
addition or diminution and the plain° meaning of the words is
acceﬁted as they stand, it presents many remarkable features which
touch closely upon what is called the * ﬁragtmal side ” of every-day
human affairs. ~ Viewed as a means for shaping the lives of men, this
prayer is more far-reaching than the ten commandments, There is
In existence no more radical document; nor, when considered in its
relations to the existing conditions of society, is there one more
revolutionary. If the Frlnmples the words express or sug?est were
accepted as true in the Tullness of their meaning, there would follow
radical changes of opinion that, acted upon, would revolutionize
preva|I|n% social conditions. When men shall themselves senousli
attempt to do their part toward accomplishing the things they as
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for when they repeat the words of this petition, the world will be so
changed that its present inhabitants would scarcely recognize it.

In this prayer the petition for forgiveness differs essentially from
that of an}/ other ever uttered; the defining and limiting effect of
the form of language used is most remarkable.* Jesus here instructs
us to ask God, our Father, to fOf%IVE Us as we have forgiven others,
The *“as” in this place is like the sign of equality in-an algebraic
equation. ~ On one side of this sign is the forgiveness we ask for; on
the other is the forgiveness we render to others. The one is as the
other; that is, they are equal. The Statement can be recast in the
mathematical form without modification of its meaning. What we
ask for ourselves is equal to what we give or have given to others.
Like e\_/er?]/ equation, its terms may be reversed. What we give to
others is the equal of what we ask for ourselves. Hence the forgive-
ness which we have rendered is the exact measure of the for?weness
which we ask God to grant us; and, according to the verbal terms of
the petition, we do not ask for any more. 1t sets the boundary of
our reguest for for%lveness here, in what we grant to others, and
Jesus does not go beyond this limit anywhere in his teaching.

There is no more luminous or convincing definition of forgiveness
than is afforded through a recognition of the equa_htY of the two parts
of this petition. He who asks for forgivenessf in the words of this
prayer is asking another to send away, to put out of sight, or out of
recognition, the feeling, thought, or attitude toward himself occa-

It ' | WQ most.ancient an
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f See Appendix A.
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sioned by his having done the v_vron? action which he ought not to
have done, or by his having failed to do the right thing which he
ought to have done. The petition for forgiveness is the request of
the PetItIOHE[ to be reinstated in that good will of another which he
has lost by his own wrongful act. He asks to be placed in the same
relation to the one whom he has offended that he would have occu-
pied had he not done that thmg for which he asks to be forgiven.
Such reinstatement constitutes forgiveness, and the forgiveness is
never complete nor satisfactory to the petitioner unless the reinstate-
ment also is complete. ~ This, then, is the definition of forgiveness;
and Lms is the forgiveness which Jesus Christ would have us render
to others.
~ Therefore, the rule included in the petition is that each must first
give to others the same full forgiveness which he wishes to ask God
to grant unto himself. ~As the petitioner desires forgiveness so must
he also forgive. Each ane knows how completely he would have our
Father forgive him; and since, by the woras of this petition, he asks
no more than the forgiveness which he has already rendered to others,
therefore he ought to give to all those who have offended him and to
those who have in any way failed in their obligations to him the
exact measure and kind of forgiveness which he wishes to receive
from his Father and his God.  If it is comﬂlete forgiveness that he
wishes, then it is complete forgiveness that he must render before he
asks it for himself. _ o

The absoluteness of the requirements of this petition and the
way they enter into everr-day affairs, as well as the radical results
which would follow compliance with them if they should be taken as
rules for conduct, may be definitely illustrated by considering some-
what in detail their apﬁllcatmn to one single item which 15 most
obviously included in the request and is prominent in the words,
though, “strangely enough, it has not been very generally noticed.
The petitioner asks for the forgiveness of his debts—for%weness for
what he owes to God.  Because “ forgiveness of debts” has so often
been overlooked as a part of the prayer, and because it is so directly
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ai)ph_cable to the most common human concerns, and because it is
also in accord with certain radical and exqctm? peculiarities found in
every petition in the prayer, as well as in all the other teaching of
Jesus, it is chosen here to illustrate the thought which the words
express. o -

An examination of the word “debts” is desirable as a prelimi-
nary to the consideration of this particular item, because there may
be Some question about what is meant by it.* It is the thought that
IS important, not the words; but a discussion of the words is useful
as a means by which to find what thought the one who used the
words wished to express by them. _ o _

The signification of the Greek word which occurs in this place is
the same as that of the English word debt in its most inclusive mean-
ing. That the two words are as nearly equivalent as any two words
in languages as diverse as Greek and English will be found by Con-
sulting any good lexicon or d|ct|onarg. \ (et Is whatever Is due
from one” to another, whether it be friendship, love, good will,
Services, goods, money, or any other thm%; and this is also the
meaning of the Greek word for which the English word debt Stands
in this place. It follows, then, that in this petition we ask God to
forgive us what is due from us to Him as (in the same manner that)
we have forgiven, or do now forgive, others what they owe us. This
Iangiuage IS very comprehensive and exacting, but according to the
best authorities ‘it expresses the meaning of the Greek correctly and
is the only translation allowable by the language of the original
manuscripts. _ o o _

The word trespass is often used in this place. ~ This is a survival
of the translation in the Bishop’s Bible, the use of which preceded
the King James Version in the English Churches. The word tres-
Bass is not a proper nor a sufficient rendering of the Greek word,
ecause its meaning is less inclusive. A trespass may be something
stolen. Al trespasses, in this application of the word, are debts;
but not all debts are trespasses. A loan becomes a debt, but it is
*See Appendix A.
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not a trespass. The word trespass may mean any wrongful or
improper act.  There may be nothing wrongful or improper about a
loan or a debt, and therefore the loan is not included in the signifi-
cation of the word trespass; so that word, even with its widest rénﬁe
of meaning, is not sufficiently inclusive to represent properly the
word in the original, which, as ordinarily used, meant to owe money,
but which, in 1ts larger and broader sense, meant any Obl|gat|on—
anything that one ought to do. The Greek word in the oldest and
best manuscripts meant debts, as the English word is understood
to-day, and he who uses the word trespasses In this place leaves out
a part of the prayer—omits all those dehts which are not trespasses.
This position relative to the use of the word trespasses IS fu_II%
maintained and even emEhasued bz the form of the petition whic
is given in the gospel of Luke: “ Forgive us our sins; for we also
fqr?we every one that is indebted to us,”* The phraseolo% s
different from that in Matthew, but the idea isthe same. In Matthew
the petition is, * For%lve_ Us our debts”; in Luke, * Forgive us our
sins.”  The debt is what is due, and in its figurative meaning includes
sin, because in sin there is always something due; the sin is an error
which involves immorality; but the Greek word, here translated
“sin,” includes in its meaning all errors, small as well as ?reat, and
those that do not involve any moral consideration as well as those
that do; therefore the petition as it is given in Luke is really for the
forgiveness of all errors. It is an error to fail in what one ought to
do, or to do what one ought not; and hoth these forms of expression
include the idea of Obligation or indebtedness in its larger as well as
its more restricted meaning; hence, in this particular, both forms of
the petition are for the same thing at last. In Luke the reason why
we ask for forgiveness, and the basis on which it may be granted, lie
in the fact that “ we also forgive every one that is indebted to us "—
every one who owes us; and, as the words stand, if we have not done
that, there is no reason why we ourselves should be forgiven our own

sins, ~ As has been shown already, in Matthew the forgiveness asked
*Luke X1, 24.
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for rests uﬁon exactly the same basis and is strictly limited by that
which we have rendered. Substantially, therefore, these different
terms have the same meaning; but the Greek word which is trans-
lated sins can by no possible verbal process be limited in its meaning
to that indicated by the word trespasses. These differences of Iangua(l;e
used on these two occasions point to the fact that Jesus intended to
express a broader thought than is included in the word tresgasses,
but one which, as will be seen hereafter, is fully expressed by the
word debts.  All these considerations unite in showing that the word
“trespass ™ does not properly represent the meaning of the Greek
original in either Matthew or Luke, and that it is not therefore an
admissible translation. o _

Debts, then, is the correct word in this place; and, having set-
tled that fact, we are now ready to enter upon the consideration of
the meaning and application of this petition and to suggest some-
thing of its possible effect upon society if men were seriously to act
upon the idea which they express when they pray this prayer, just as
they do in regard to anything eise which they ask of others besides
their Father in heaven. o _

The plain meaning of the terms in which this request is made, as
already Indicated, are such that the man who does not forgive his
fellow-men their financial or money indebtedness to him does not,
by the use of this language, ask God to forgive him anything which
he himself owes to God. =~ o _

This is a tremendous limitation; but in this Connection the fact
should not be overlooked that the limitation is made, not by God,
nor by Jesus Christ, but by the man himself through his own failure
to forgive his fellow-men. ~The language of the petition is inflexible;
yet every man is free to e.nlar(ie or contract the dimensions of his
request as he pleases, by himself granting or refusing forgiveness to
others. If he first forgives his fellow-men all their debts due to him,
then he asks the same full for%weness for himself; but if he does not
do this, then to the same exient that he fails to do it, he limits his
own asking for himself.  If by refusal to forgive others he so con-
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tracts the meaning of the prayer as related to himself that he casts
out of it every vestige of a petition for his own forﬁwenes_s! this
exclusion is not the action of God, but solely that of the petitionei
himself.  Then let him, as well as all others who are cognlzant of the
facts, beware how he charges God with that evil which he may by his
own action bring upan himself. _

Because the petition is for the forgiveness of debts, the _Ianguaﬁe
necessarllg_ includes, as one of its many special applications, the
whole subject of property-indebtedness. ~ If one does not forgive*
his neighbor the debt of money due to himself, then, by the terms
of the prayer, he places himself in such a position that he does not
even ask for that forgiveness which he desires of God, because, as
already shown, he is here limited in his asking to the forgiveness
which he renders or has rendered to others. This rule of the peti-
tion makes forgiveness obhgatomf/ upon every one who recogmzes
that another has offended him or failed in any duty to him, and that
whether or not it has been asked for by the offen_dm? one f ; more
than that, it falls the offended one with the desire to forgive the
offender as he_himself desires to be forgiven. Duty passes out of
sight in the wish for fo_rﬁweness and to_forﬂlve. o _

~Full compliance with these terms is the onI%/ preliminary which
brings to the petitioner the forgiveness which he seeks. He who
recognizes his own inability to pay what he owes to God, and that his
own release from that indebtedness depends entirely upon his releas-
|n? others from their indebtedness to himself, and that his own
release is no greater than what he renders unto others, and that he
cannot even ask God for anything more than he has granted to

*The reader should continually bear in, mind that one definition. of
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his brother, is effectually prohibited by these circumstances from
demanding, enforcing, or attempting to enforce the collection of
financial obligations. ~ He cannot even ask for Payment, because if
he has really forgiven the debt as freely and fully as he would have
God forgive him, he no longer desires its ﬁayment. As he himself
wishes to be reinstated by the Father in the same relation that he
would have occupied had "he not done the wron%_act, SO must he
fully reinstate the borrower in that relation to himself which the
borrower would have occupied had he not borrowed the money.
That which is less than this 'is not the forgiveness which the pefi-
tioner would ask of God himself, nor is it the forgiveness which is
indicated by the terms of the prayer. The “ IePaI Status” of the
creditor is thus destroyed by his own act of full; free and willin
forgiveness of the debt; and all distinctively “ property-rights
also disappear with it. _ T

There is only one IoFlc_aI_or reasonable basis on which this, as a
Prohibition, can rest. [f it is rlf],]ht for a man to require or exact the
payment of a debt due to himself, then, because in demanding the
payment of the debt he has done nothing wrong, that act cannot
properly nor justly hinder him from doing any other thing which s
In itself right; and least of all can it hinder him from asking for his
own release from what he owes to God.  But the terms of the Peti-
tion, both in Matthew and Luke, do prevent him from even asking
for that forgiveness except as he has already forgiven his fellow-men.
It follows, then, that the failure to forgive cannot be right; and, if
It is not right then, as a necessary deduction from the fact that the
debt ou(t;ht to be forgiven, it follows that it is not right to exact its
Baymen , because payment cannot be exacted when the debt has
een forgiven.
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This last conclusion, in its turn, can rest on only one logical basis.
It must be right for a man to secure and hold that which is his own,
and there can be no wrong in any Proper attempt to recover it after
It has passed into the possession of another; but he has no right to
that which is not his own, nor has he any right to attempt to obtain
it except by giving its full equivalent or by seeking it as a free gift.
Since @ man must have the right to regain possession of his own when
he has parted with it, then that cannot really be his own which he
has no rlgi_ht to demand, especially if demanding it brings to him such
a deprivation as to take from him the ability orthe right to ask God’s
forgiveness for himself. He has not the right to demand what is
another’s; therefore if a man has not the right to ask for the money
which another owes him, it cannot be his. The only possible reason
why Jesus Christ, in making this prayer for us, directed us to express
our petition for forgiveness in such language must be found in the
fact that there is no rightful ownership of progerty as that ownership
is now understood and .Ieﬁally reco?nlzed. Thus, from this point of
view also, “ property-rights " wholly disappear. _
~ While these deductions and conclusions are most sweeping and
important, there are also some most noteworthy omissions from this
Pe ition for forgiveness.  The conclusions which can be drawn from
hese omissions are important also. 1t is very peculiar that this peti-
tion contains nothlng_ whatever about the " debtor, but is wholly
en_ﬂ?ge_d with the creditor. I this particular it is in strong contrast
with distinctively human laws, which ?enerally have for their object-
ive point the debtor, either being intended to compel him to pay
the debt or eise to relieve him from its payment.  On the contrary,
the man who possesses is the only one considered in this petition,
and he is to surrender willingly and freely what is due to him. The
creditor is the one to be changed, not the debtor. Neither does this
petition contain anything which may be subject to variations of opin-
lon.  Nothing is made to depend upon the justice or injustice of the
debt, as those things are ordinarily considered: nor isthere anything
about the right or wrong of the ‘attendant circumstances; nor any
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word about the ability or inability of the debtor to pay. ~All con-
siderations of this kind are rigorously excluded. The position of the
debtor is not changed by anything in this petition, but he is left with
all his liability upon him, unless released by the voluntary action of
the creditor,

Another remarkable peculiarity is that the initiative of this action
must come from the one to whom the debt is due. The forgiveness
IS not to result from the Opposition of the debtor, nor because of his
requests, nor from any condition connected with him or the debt,
for all these considerations are excluded; but it is to come solely
from the free action of the creditor in response to his own desire
alone. The action indicated by the language is not resistance by the
one bound, though it contains nothing to prevent the debtor from
asking release; but the law of forgiveness in its backward swing
would prevent him from making demand for his release and from all
forcible prosecution of his request.  Forcible resistance of any kind
by him is impossible under the principles involved in this prayer and
would be a violation of the principle on which the petition rests,

~No release can come to the debtor through the action of the
principle involved in this petition, except such as may be freely
t};rant_ed by the creditor. So far as the debtor is concerned there is
or him, over and above all other considerations, the fact that, either
directly or indirectly, he has promised to pay the debt; and the
promise once made ought to be fulfilled to the last item, unless he
who promised s released b}/ the one to whom the promise was made.
In the teaching of the Master there is not anywhere a shadow of any
other doctrine on this point. The promise should be performed. He
does not repeal, but emphasues, the old law: “ Thou shalt perform
unto the Lord thine oaths.”* He teaches nothing more explicitly
than he does faithfulness, even in the unrighteous mammon. For
the debtor not to pay, unless the debt is forgiven, is to break faith
and to make himself a liar. o o
It may be objected that such an application of this petition to the
* Matt, v., 33, 34
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This last conclusion, in its turn, can rest on only one logical basis.
It must be right for a man to secure and hold that which is his own,
and there can be no wrong in any Proper attempt to recover it after
it has passed into the possession of another; but he has no right to
that which is not his own, nor has he any right to attempt to obtain
it except by giving its full equivalent or by seeking it as a free ift.
Since a man must have the right to regain possession of his own when
he has parted with it, then that cannot really be his own which he
has no right to demand, especially if demanding it brings to him such
a deprivation as to take from him the ability orthe right to ask God’s
forgiveness for himself. He has not the right to demand what is
another’s; therefore if a man has not the right to ask for the money
which another owes him, it cannot be his. The only possible reason
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with distinctively human laws, which ?enerally have for their object-
ve point the debtor, either being intended to compel him to"pay
the debt or eise to relieve him from its payment.  On the contrary,
the man who possesses is the only one considered in this petition,
and he is to surrender willingly and freely what is due to him. The
creditor is the one to he changed, not the debtor. Neither does this
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word about the ability or inability of the debtor to pay. All con-
siderations of this kind are rigorously excluded. The position of the
debtor is not changed by an¥th|ng in this petition, but he is left with
all his liability upon him, unless released by the voluntary action of
the creditor. o o o

Another remarkable peculiarity is that the initiative of this action
must corae from the one to whom the debt is due. The forgiveness
IS not to result from the Opposition of the debtor, nor because of his
requests, nor from an?/_ condition connected with him or the debt,
for all these considerations are excluded; but it is to come solely
from the free action of the creditor in response to his own desire
alone.  The action indicated by the Ianclyuage IS not resistance b¥ the
one bound, thou%h it contains nothing to prevent the debtor from
asking release; but the law of forgiveness in its backward swmﬁ
would prevent him from making demand for his release and from a
forcible prosecution of his request.  Forcible resistance of any kind
by him is impossible under the principles involved in this prayer and
would be a violation of the principle on which the Petltlon_ rests,

~No release can come to the debtor through the action of the
principle involved in this petition, except such as may be freely
?rant_ed by the creditor.  So far as the debtor is concerned there is
or him, over and above all other considerations, the fact that, either
directly or indirectly, he has promised to pay the debt; and the
promise once made ought to be fulfilled to the last item, unless he
who promised is released bk/ the one to whom the promise was made.
In the teaching of the Master there is not anywhere a shadow of any
other doctring on this point. The promise should be performed. He
does not repeal, but emphasizes, the old law: “ Thou shalt perform
unto the Lord thine oaths.”* He teaches nothing more explicitly
than he does faithfulness, even in the unrighteous mammon. For
the debtor not to pay, unless the debt is forgiven, is to break faith
and to make himself a liar. o o

It may be objected that such an application of this petition to the

* Matt, v., 33, 34
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prosaic, materialistic, property affairs of every-day, human business
and common life degrades it from its ethereal and purely spiritual
meaning and removes it from the high domain which it may have
been supposed to inhabit. But this is not correct. While the one is
true, the other is true also.  Men’s inner lives and thoughts are evi-
denced by the things they do: and their actions are the results of
their SE!rltuaI and Intellectual convictions—the things they reall?{ and
truly tnink and believe, not the things they onI}/ say they believe,
No one has ever doubted that the spiritual, intellectual, or moral
Rhase of this petition is ful%y the e%uwalent In that respect of what
as here been suggested. hat is its external manifestation. If this
holds true in one domain, simple consistency requires that it must be
true in the other. If it really means that we ought to forgive
morally, it follows, even as sunlight follows sunrise, or as action fol-
lows thinking, that this moral forgiveness and consequent change of
disposition toward another must find its expression in correspondmg}
outward conduct toward that other in all the affairs of the world. |
any one really believes in the moral and spiritual Interpretation ordi-
narily given to this petition and complies with the requirements of
such a belief, then he will, from choice, practice the external mani-
festations of the same moral qualities and forgive even his brother’s
financial indebtedness. Do we not all say, “ Our Father”?

The foregoing proposition which is expressed in the Statement
that man has no property-right in or to the things in his possession,
thus deduced from these words of Jesus Christ which he would have
Us put in our hearts and mouths, in the most solemn form of a peti-
tion to our Father in heaven for our own forgiveness, is exactly in
harmony with his other utterances on this and kindred subjects, and
is clearly and directly set forth in many of them. There is_nothing
in an?/ of his teaching which in any way contradicts or modifies this;

but if may be said to find a parallel in" some of the declarations of
the Old Testament.

Aaron M. Crane.

(To be continued.)



THE MAKING AND DECAYING OF THE CREED.
BY THE REVEREND HENRY FRANK.

(1)
“THE ANATHEMAS OF CALVIN.”

We have now reached a very imﬁ)ortant i)e_riod of the history of
creed development. The age of John Calvin, thanks to his own
superior genlus and the lingering echo of his authority in the West-
minster Confession, borders very closely on our own. Is it any
wonder that staunch and stalwart Presbyterianism is stirred to ifs
very depths and shudders throughout its frame, when, at the glorious
dawn of the Twentieth Century, the livid corpse of mediaeval Calvin-
Ism is exposed to the scorn and horror of modem intelligence? s it
any wonder that the whole world is crying out against such an atro-
cious libel uF_on the spirit and learning of the age, as is contained
within the still extant and somewhat worshiped symbols of West-
minsterism? o S

It remains for us to inquire how these lingering relics of Super-
stition, ignorance and bigotry, came to be so long-lived, to lurk sur-
reptitiously within the niches and recesses of great institutions of
learning; and to lie, like a repulsive skeleton, beneath the cloth of
the sacred desk. o _

It cannot be denied that Calvinism is to-day a theological dead-
letter.  No preacher dares to elucidate or sustain it. ~ Every aPologK
will be made for it—it will be plastered over, daubed with whitewas
or fascinating hues, variously construed, excused or defended. ~ Yet
Calvinism, pure and simple, no man dare to vindicate in the face of
populdr intelligence. N _

No less a man than the learned Dr. Philip Schaff, an eminent
and erudite Presbyterian theologian, has himself saved the army of
liberal teachers the onerous necessity of awakening the conservative

LOfC. 9
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multitudes of our age to the realization of a vigorous fact in what he
said some years ago: o _

“ | know of no Preshyterian minister in these United States who
preaches the decree of reprobation or preterition, the irresponsibility
of the sinner for not accepting the gosEeI, the limitation of the atone-
ment to the small circle of the elect, the eternal damnation of non-
elect infants dying in infancy, and the damnation of the non-
Christian world—Heathen, Jews and Mahometans—who still continue
by far the greatest part of mankind; and yet these doctrines are
sUpposed to be taught expressly or implicifly by the Westminster
Standards.  (Creed Revision, pp. 13, 14.)

How, then, came such doctrines ever to be accepted? How came
the world, and its very best people at that, at one time to believe
that these very doctrines, now so repulsive and atrocious, were the
revelation of God himself and the truest interpretation of the
scriptures? - _

lay wenot hereask if itis asource ofwonder that multitudes are
refusing henceforth to be driven in the leash of theological authority,
refusing to bow and cringe in abject servility to the dictates of
Heaven’s own ambassadors and vicegerents, the clergy, in matters
pertaining to religious truth and spiritual revelation, when they
observe at every epoch of the world’s history these vast eruptions,
welling from the depths of populdr intelligence, which so effectually
overthrow the assumed wisdom and learning of those who have so
long sat in the high seats of power? ~ As one well says: “ Revision
IS In the air —revision of Bibles and creeds and confessions! And
this means at once the disenthrallment of the human mind in matters
of religion and the displacement, from false seats of authority, of
those who have so long deluded the people in the belief that what
they declared to be the truth must be accepted as such at the peril
of their eternal ruin!

In order, therefore, to understand how the Westminster Standards
were hoisted into authority and power, we must revert to the history
of the Reformation, inaugurated in the fifteenth Century. This
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[%eriod. of the world’s history was similar to the one in which we live.
The discoveries of human research, the inductive process of reason-
ing, the inventions of genius, the _exloans_lon of the known surface of
the earth, the rising of the physical Sciences from mere empiricism
and speculative conjecturalness to careful experimentation and
accurate generalization, the slow brmgmg of the starry heavens from
the realms of romance and fancy to the keen and searching stud?]/_ of
the human mind—these were some of the forces then in action which
were rapidly supplanting the Usurpation of pretentious authority and
disenthralling the race from mental slavery.  Theretofore the Roman
Catholic church had been in supreme power. Her sceptre was feared
as awand of terrible potency.  She gave life and imposed death.
She held in her wizard-hand the sun and all his wandering retinue of
worlds. The earth trembled beneath her anathemas.  As a conge-
quence, the human mind had grown stolid and indifferent in its slavish
ignorance. Individual liberty was a sentiment whose realization had
long since faded away from the sunny féelds of PaPaI Italy, or died
to swan-like echoes in the unfrequented groves of classic Greece.
The whole human race was swallowed up in the church, and the
church was swallowed up in “one only man.” IEnorance, total
|gn{)hrance, had lowered like a cloud of midnight blackness upon the
earth.

But of course it could not always be so. Slow and suppressed
rumblings were often heard rising from the lower strata o sometY.
But they who sat on Vesuvius heights cared little for the feeble
warnings. ~ Roger Bacon, John Huss, John Wgcllf, had already
shaken the foundations of authority until the base had hbecome
unsteady.  Therefore when Martin Luther, Zwingliusand Melancthon
came upon the scene, they found an already honey-combed ecclesi-
asticism yleldln% to their resistless blows. _

Naturally, at such a time, we should expect a general breaking-
up of all established” conventionalities: a general lefting-loose of the
dogs_of mental warfare, resulting in partial bedlam and confusion
and in some cases descending to positive degradation. This same
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fact has heen true of every period of revolution or general reforma-
tion. Immediately after the introduction of any great truth into the
world, and its populdr acceﬁtance, there is a sudden rebound from
severe authont% on the one hand and groveling subserwenc?{ on the
other, tili the heavens grow dark with maudlin sentimentality, and
the world is deluged by a sea of sFecuIatwe folly and ethical experi-
mentation. It was so immediately after the populdr acceptance of
the religion of Jesus. Every phase of physical investigation and
absurd credulity came rapidly in vogue; the earth swarmed with
thearies, fancies, sentiments, deluding dreams and dreary vaporings,
tili it seemed that the Almighty himself must take his place in the
seat of authority and declare to man the indisputable dicta of truth.

The same state of things we discover, though perhaps in a less
marked degree, (from the fact of the far less general diffusion of
knowledge) at the time of the introduction of Buddhism into India
and the general breaking up of the Brahminic rel[%lon. | will repro-
duce here an eloguent Jya_ssage of Rhys Davids’, which vividly
pictures the chaotic condition of the social and moral world at a
period of general religious awakening, moral regeneration, and
Intellectual disenthrallment: “ How much greater the disaster (than
the fall of an individual) when a whole nation to whom the doors of
!lbertﬁ have once been opened closes them upon itself and relapses
into the hondage of delusion!” _ _ _
_ Desgnbmg the feast of Ju%gernaut he gives a fine symbolic
illustration of the chaotic, yet tragic moral and mental condition of
such a momentous epoch : _ _ _

“ When we call to mind how the frenzied multitudes, drunk with
the luscious Emson of delusions from which the reformation might
have saved them, dragged on that sacred car, heavy and hideous
with carvings of obscenity and cruelty—dragged it on in the name of
Jagannath, the for_?ot_ten teacher of enlightenment, of purity and
universal love, while it creaked and crushed over the bodies of
miserable suicides, the victims of once-exploded superstitions—it
will help us to realize how heavy is the hand of the just; how
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much more powerful than the voice of the prophet is the influence of
congenial fancies and of inherited beliefs.”* S
nd this Jagannath, or juggernaut, feast of suicidal insanity is
enacted at every turn of the wheel of universal reformation and
religious transformation.  Long confined in the dunf;eon darkness of
superstitious ignorance and fear, when suddenly released the
multitudes are crazed with visions of freedom and" possibilities of
individual liberty, and naturally conjure up every departed Sﬂ"’lt
of long-cherished delusions to~ feed  their fancies and glut their
curiosities. .
~ What unwisdom therefore, at every such period of the world’s
history, to assume that such social upheavals and mental ravings are
unique and unparalleled, and must therefore be extirpated at the
point of the sword and with the scourge of the flame, lest like poisonous
Wweeds, once rooted, they will grow profusely, and uIt|mate_I?]/
choke out the fairest flowers in the paradise of truth! But wit
what far finer sagacity and insight did the intuitive teache'r of
Galilee discern the true cause of such incidental overgrowths and
[)erhaps poisonous infections, when he enﬁomed_the servants to suffer
he wheat and tares to grow UP' together tili the day of reaping
should come, when Truth, the final Teaper, would separate them,
and reveal the kemel intact in purity and untamished by its
assoclation! _ _ _

Here is a strong hint for the chaotic mental period through
which our age is passing. The insanity of this Jagannath feast (if
all these wanderings, dreamings and ravings of mental investigation
and spiritual speculation can be called insanity) can never be checked
by laws and legislatures, by priestly potentates and papal bulls, by
the denunciations of ecclesiastical conclaves and the defiant utter-
ances of teachers clothed in the prerogi_anves of their audacious
Usurpation.  Truth alone, slowly revealing her unguised visage
through the veil of time, can check what conceptions have deflected

*{Origin and Growth of Religion, Illustrated by Buddhism, p. s3)
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from her steady and persistent path. — Until Truth speaks from the
throne of individual consciousness in the name of her own undisputed
authority, ignorance can never be dissipated or its retinue of plausible
delusions swept from the mind of man. _

Perhaps at no Perlod of history is this fact better illustrated than
at the entrance of John Calvin on the arena of the Reformation.
There had grown up during the first Century of the reformation many
of these erratic sects or committees which had undertaken to solve
the great problem and mystery of life br shattering every conven-
thf_la|ItY and laughing at the tyranny of all antiquity. They were
variously called—Anahaptists, Hoffmanists, Spiritualists, Liberalists,
Pantheists, Antinomians, Brethren of the Free Sﬁ_lrlt, Rationalists,
etc. These ultra sects were the result of nothing but another
outcropping of the speculations of Neo-Platonism.

To show how in all a_ties the trend of free religious thought is
along identical lines, 1 wi I_g1|ve_ a brief description of these sects
which | borrow from an article in McClintock and Strong’s Encyclo-
pedia of Biblical Literature: _

“ The System of the Libertines was pure Pantheism.  They held
that there iS one universal spirit which is found in every creature and
is God. All creatures, angels, etc., are nothing in themselves and
have no real existence aside from God. Man I Preserved only by
the spirit of God, which is within him and exists onlﬁ_untll that
spirit departs from him: instead of a soul, it is God himself who
dwells in man: and all his actions, all that takes place in this world
i direct from him—is the immediate work of God. Everything eise,
the world, the flesh, the devil, souls, etc., are by this System con-
sidered as illusions. Even sin is not a mere negation of what is
right, but, since God is an active agent in all actions, it can be but
an llusion also, and will disappear as soon s this principle is recog-
nized. They made great use of allegory, fl%ures of Speech, efc.,

taking their authority from the precept ‘the letter killeth, but the
spiritgiveth life.”” (Article “ Libertinism.”)
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Here we discover a clear intimation of the spiritual philosophy
which is so prevalent in our day. o
~Itisnowonder that in the age of John Calvin, as inallotherawaken-
ing periods of history, these teachings should have led off into erraticism
and va?anes; should have led some, perhaps many, into devious
paths of compromise; should have tended somewhat to loosen the
ethical Standards of the age. Yet | will confess it is a debatable

uestion whether the ethical Standards adopted by the church under
the leadership of the great Reformers, as we shall soon see, were any
less inclined to lead humanity astray than were the alleged deviations
of the Brethren of the Free Spirit. But John Calvin found himself
at once occupied, after the assumption of his clerical duties in Geneva,
in co_mbat_mP these growm? and populdr erratic sects. The author
of this article in the Encyclopedia says: “ No one really did more to
counteract the principles of Libertinism than did Calvin himself. It
is, in fact, due to his efforts that this sect, this baneful curse, left
France to take refuge in its native country, Belgium, and that it finally
dls_aPpeared altogether.” John Calvin's “ Institutes™ were Iar%ely
written in order to counteract the influence of this sect. His whole
soul was aroused to indignation and hatred towards this System of
speculation; and history proves to us that Calvin’s conscience was
not too sensitive to use for the extirpation of this phase of free
thought, means which to-day would receive no countenance even in
the ultra conservative quarters of Christendom. _

~Of course we cannot, at this late date, say much in defence of
Libertinism. It doubtless sank into an immoral sect and a dissolute
community; but I think the CharPe i falsely made against its phi-
Io_sophr and highest leaders. All' who have studied the course of
Liberalism everywhere, know well how the offscourings of society
congre_?ate around its outer edges, and in its first stages frequently
cover its surface tili the clean body of its primitive hope is wholly
covered with a mantle of coarseness, grotesqueness and mdecenc%.

Universalism, Spritualism, Rationalism, Socialism—all  these
movements have passed through these early phases. One may
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even discover this condition in the early history of Methodism, and
will find John Wesley himself testhm%]_to the wild fanaticism and
indecent extravagances of which he himself was the avowed but
unwitting instigator. (See his “Christian Perfection.”)

Libertinism, the first bold, uncompromising rebound from ultra
Romanism and half-developed Reformationism, was HUSt passing into
this, its natural development, when John Calvin confronted it, ~ Had
it been left alone; had the executioner’s axe and laws of exile been
unconcerned about this new uEnsmg, and had it been allowed to run
its course, doubtless it would have evolved into an ultimately purified
and attractive spiritual and social force. _ _

_But Calvin seethes and grows irate at mention of its name. He
writes to Margaret, Queen of Navarre, who had exultingly embraced
its spiritual philosophy, and therefore was much offended by Calvin’s
insinuations against it: . _

“ | see a sect the most execrable and pernicious that ever was in
the world. I see it does harm, and is like a fire kindled for general
destruction, or like a contagious disease to infect the whole earth. |
am earnestly entreated by the poor believers, who see the Nether-
|ands already cor_ruﬁted to put my hand to the work.”

~He did put his and to the work; and the last of the sect were
driven from Geneva in 1sss, either through the prisoner’s cell, exile,
or the executioner’saxe.

Now, in this stormy period Michael Servetus ai) eared upon the
stage. He was a pupil of Calvin. But he could not accept his
d_ogima of the Trinity. Therefore he left Calvin’s school and disso-
ciated himself from™ orthodox circles.  Calvin found a slight plea
against Servetus’s moral conduct, because he afifiliated with  his
%nt%gom%tts; but against his personal, moral character no Charge could

e brought.

CaIv?n alone was responsible for the committal of Servetus to the
flames.  Calvin had complete control of the Geneva Republic and
was the leader of the council. He had once before “saved” Geneva
from the Anabaptists. The council was therefore ready to pay him
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any honor, 1t is useless to undertake to defend Calvin. At best it
can be said he pleaded for a milder method of execution. Yet who
shall say that slowly bIeedm% away at the sharg point of a sword is a
more merciful death than being” consumed by an rg flames? If
Calvin was averse to the burning or execution of Servetus, it is
strange that he followed his barbarous “taking off” with a vigor-
ous vindication of the propnetY of banishing or slaying obnoxious
heretics. It is well known that Luther and Beza and Melancthon
applauded the deed. Dr. Philip Schaff silences the tongues of those
who would exonerate Calvinand the Reformers from anY culpability
in the execution of heretics. He says: “ Calvin wished the sword to
be substituted for the stéke in the case of Servetus; but as to the
right and duty of the death penalty for obstinate heretics he had not
the slightest misgiving, and It is only on this ground that his conduct
in the tragedy can he in any way justified or at least explained.”
(Footnote p. 7 “Creed Rewsmn.“%_ _ _

| eite this case of Calvin and his sympathizers and coadjutors, not
to cast any vicious stain upon their names, but simply to illustrate
how, when one subjects his conscience and []]udgmen to the tyran-
nous authority of a creed, !t_ma¥ harden his heart and dethrone his
reason.  Therefore the spirit of the age rises in arms against the
Claims and commands of creeds.  Therefore the judgment of the age
Cries a?_alnst the right or dut{ of any individual to sign away his per-
sonal Tiberty by his subscnf) jon tothe authority of any theological
confession. ~ But why should there be any effort at this late day to
exonerate the Reformers in their well-known occupation of perse-
cuting the heretics, when it is commonly known, as Hallam so well
puts It, that “ Persecution is the deadly original sin of the Reformed
churches: that which cools every honest man’s zeal for their cause in
Proportion s his reading becomes more extensive™?

Again, to prove the immoral consequence of a populdr subjection
to the tyrannous authority of creeds, hear what this sagacious but
cautious author elsewheresays: “At the end of the sixteenth Cent-
ury the simple proposition that men for holding or declaring hetero-
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dox opinions in reliqi_on should not be burned alive or otherwise put
to death, was itself little eise than a sort of heterodoxg.” _

Now, it is very natural to ﬁass from the career of John Calvin to
the hlstor%/ of the creation of the Westminster Confession. It is very
natural; because the Westminster Confession Stands to-day perhaps
the clearest, strongest and most plausible exposition of simon-pure
Calvinism.

JOHN CALVIN'S ECHO.

We shall now study the history of the formation of the Westmin-
ster Confession. The conclave which created it had originally
intended simply to revise the Articles of Religion in the Anglican
church; but finally abandoned that idea and labored for a long
period to formulate what has been for centuries the holdest and most
startling landmark of the theological expression of any age.

The especial feature to which | wish at this juncture to call
attention, 1s that of assigning to the civil govermnent the right and
duty of calling synods, protectm% orthodoxy and punishing heresy!
Here was the entering wedge of all the barbarism which  ensued.
Here we shall discover another illustration of the despicable tendency
of authoritative and tyrannous creeds to spread savage and barbarous
customs throughout the world.  No sooner had the creed been
formed and legally established than its murderous work began.

The EplscoRahans had been in control of Parliament tili the
Revolution.  The Protector was himself a moderate and tolerant
man.  His voice was for peace and charity. He would even remove
certain legal disabilities from the Jews. But “the Presbyterians
constantIY labored to thwart the measures of the Protector. They
declared that those only should be tolerated who accepted the funda-
mentals of Christianity, and they drew up a list of these fundamen-
tal which formed as elaborate and exclusive a test as the articles of
the church they had defeated.” (Lecky, “Rationalist»Vol. II.L
~Neal, in his History of the Puritans, affords some very positive but
istartling information on this theme, as evidenced by the following :
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“In 1648 the Presbyterians tried to induce the Parliament to
[)ass a law by which any one who persistently taught anything con-
trary to the main propositions comprised in the doctrines of the Trin-
ity and the Incarnation should be punished with death; and all who
taught Popish, Arminian, Antinomian, Baptist or Quaker doctrines
should be imprisoned for life.” (Pp. 211-222) _

Now let us not forget, as Mr. Lecky so comfortingly reminds us,
that one of the motives furnished the Preshyterians of Cromwell’s
day, who were so anxious to imprison their opponents, was the SEECU'.
lative theory of the Anabapnsts that the soul sleeps after death tili
Gabriel blows his trumpet! Then Calvinists could be satisfied with
nothing short of seeing the rejectors of the creed cruelly burning for-
ever and forever in the caldrons of hell. _ _

Perhaps we have produced sufficient historical evidence to illus-
trate the barbarous influence of mandatory creeds; to prove how
heartless and savage they will make their sincere professors; and
to illustrate how as yet a usurpatory creed has never afforded the
world an iota of good, but has proved everywhere harmful and
demoralizing. _ _ _

No one can justly object to a written creed as being the best
attainable expression” of suﬁposed truth at certain stages of the
world’s history.  But when these fallible and feeble expressions are
set down as august and absolute authority, as very revelations from
on high: when these are set up as Standards beneath whose yoke all
the prisoners of the faith must stupidly bow and march—then they
become not onP/ libels on the God-given intelligence of humanity,
but slayers of freedom, founders of slavery, and instigators of
atrocnY and injustice, . _ _
~Inthe face of such faults is it not amazm[q that learned, conscien-
tious, tender-nearted and honorable gentlemen should assemble
at this day in a Rubhc conclave to debate the question of the revision
of this creed whose subject-matter is so obnoxious and repulsive,
whose history is so replete with disgrace and outrage! One would
think that men of the high, respectable standing of these clerical
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gentlemen would rather blush for shame because of the Bast history
of this creed, and would much prefer to keep it buried beneath the
dust of the ages where, until its recent resurrection, it had so long
siIentIL}/ lain. _ _

But | desire to call attention to one grave point. Why are the
Presbrterlans debating the question of creed revision? Had they
been [eft alone this discussion would never have sprung up within
the confines of this most Calvinistic church. 1t is because of the
strong and persistent antagonism of liberal rellgllonlsts and untram-
meled thinkers and teachers, that the long comﬁ acent and indifferent
pulpit-toilers have suddenly awakened to cast their eyes athwart the
world, and to discover the chaotic uproar and furious antagonism which
this creed had aroused. Had the liberalists adopted anything but
an aggresswe warfare the church would have remained silent and
moribund, the creed would have continued a living lie, and the world
would have more and more drifted from its doors.  Thus much does
the established church owe to aggressive liberalism. But of the
creed itself—its repulsive dogmas, 1ts barbarous portrayal of Deity,
its absurd heaven and exaﬁgerated hell, 1 shall speak further on,

Up to this point we have learned at least that h|st0r|ca_lly the
creed has accomplished no iota of good for the world, but filled it
with torture, distress and despair. But be it ever remembered that the
creed in itself, were it but delivered asan exEressmn of thought,
would never have produced such outrage; but the creed as autocrat,
the creed as km% and parliament, as army and ordnance, has
whelmed the world in agony and woe, severed the bands of natural
relationship, du? trenches for the legions of its slain, and deIu?ed
the earth with streams of fratricidal blood. It has painted the fea-
tures of God in such diabolical fashion as to make him appear fiercer
and more vicious than Satan himself, and portrayed heaven in such
selfish and absurd figures as to make hell more tolerable. If there
are infidels in the world, let the Presbyterian church thank John

Calyin, its theological progenitor, with the Westminster fathers and
their parliamentary creed?
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But at last the Presbyterians are truly aroused. At last this bold,
defiant and compact Gibraltar of theology, o long oblivious of the
storm of scorn 1t has aroused, sends forth its watchmen beyond its
%ates to learn the occasion of the populdr outburst! At Tast the

amaliels of divine wisdom are willing to come down from the
he|3hts of Sinai, where alone and so long they held communion with
God, to throw a sop to Cerberus!

The Situation is amusing. It is enough to compel the sallowest

Nestor in a theological seminary to shake his sides with laughter.
The creed that for these two hundred years has been hoist so _h|%h,
as the strongest and surest Symbol of Christian truth—a veritable
revelation from God through' his prophet, John Calvin,—is called
before the bar of common-sense and asked to show cause why it
should not be forever scluelched! But the Situation is especially
amusing from the fact that the only OPposmon toa remo_delm% or a
rescinding of the creed is advanced from the point of view of pure
Bohcy or expediency. No one seems to argue that the creed must
e maintained intact because it is right, true and beautiful: but
because the cause of religion and the integrity of the Presbyterian
church will be materially compromised if the plea for revision is
assented t0. _ _ _ _

Here, for instance, is Dr. Francis L. Patton, president of Prince-
ton University, who leaves no doubt in his grandiloguent sentences
that his only” reason for opposing revision arises from the plea of
expdedlency. In the discussion on Creed Revision, ten years ago, he
sald:

“ It is because of my interest in maintainin(i the common faith of
all Christians; | do not say Protestants, but all Christians—Roman
Catholic and Protestant, as well as because of my desire to see the
Preshyterian church stand true to her glorious history, that | am
opposed to the proposition to revise her Standards. | am sorry that
the agitation has occurred; but I trust that God in His good Provi-
dence may make it the occasion of a more emphatic avowal of the
System of doctrine, in the maintenance of which our Church has been
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so greatly blessed. | do not anticipate a storm, only a little breeze
that will break the folds out of the old blue banner of the Covenant,
and set it fluttering with the promise of new achievements as it heads
the advancing column of the Calvinistic forces, which, I do not
doubt, will keep the fame already won of bem% among the heaviest
and the best in the sacramental host of God’s elect.” _

How fervently John Calvin’s martial spirit breathes anew in these
warlike utterances of Dr. Patton! Calvinism was bom in the throes
of conflict, its breath is flame; its speech i sh_ar? as Damascus
blade; its imagery is of the battlefield; its prayer is for Victory, or
right or wrong.

Dr. W. C. Roberts, a former moderator of the General Assembly,
at the same conclave, asserted his position on the question of revision
with far greater cleamess—purely one of p0_|IC%/; and that, too, a
paying one.  He said in an interview in the Pittsburg Despatch:

“ An attempt to construct a new Confession with such doctrines
as that of the Trinity, Election, Perseverance of the Saints, and even
Preterition left out, would not only open flood-gates not easily shut,
but endanger donations and be(iuests amounting to millions of dollars.”

Now Dr. Roberts doubtless did not perceive the laughable
absurdity of the words in this interview, which | have italicized,
when he uttered them. Truth, apparently, is not to enter into the
guestlo_n at all: simply money, donations and bequests: these are to

etermine the question to revise or not to revise. How absurd,
pitiably yet grossly absurd, would such an attitude appear to Jesus,
who hated ever¥ phase of Phariseeism! _

But the confusion of the Presbyterians is further evidenced by the
curious apologies they are Publishing apropos of the proposition to
revise the creed, in many delicate particulars. I copy the following
from the New York Evening Post, April, 1890, as a specimen of the
extremities to which Presbyterianism is being driven:

~ “The air is full of dreadful phrases, ‘prenatal damnation,” * per-
dition of infants, even ‘infants in hell,” and others which | will not
quote, all of them attributed to Calvin, or held to be expressive of
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his teachin%. Not one of them, scarcely anything whatever to justify
them, can be found in his voluminous ertlngs._ On the contrary, he
pleads earnestly that children should be admitted to baptism as a
means of their regeneration, and at the same time denounces *the
fiction of those who would consign the unbaptized to eternal death.’
e There is not, nor has there ever been, a line in the
Westminster Confession about the “fate of non-elect infants.” The
chaPtpr in (}uestlonlls sett!n? forth how the elect are saved; adults
by faith, infants dying in infancy, and idiots by other means. It is
not discussing the subject of salvation at all. The phrase ‘elect
infants’ of course, implies non-elect infants; but that any non-glect
infants die in m_fanck/, or any who die in infancy are non-elect, is not
involved in a fair interpretation of the Ian?uage used. What some
of us would have preferred would be a Tess ambiguous Statement
here, and an explicit Statement elsewhere, of the salvation of all
infants, which we believe the Scnthure_s to teach; not, however, by
the absurdity of making the non-elect infants participate in the salva-
tion of the elect, because to a Calvinist salvation implies election.”

Now, it would much delight me, as doubtless it would every
lover of his race, who longs to exercise faith in its intelligence,
smce_nt?{ and ma%nammny, if the rash vagaries of the above com-
munication could be proved to be truth. But alas! for the rarity of
literary honesty. | am constrained to show that so far from the
truth is this lawyer’s effort to enter a demurrer and quash the case,
that it were not more untruthful to declare the west to be east, the
heavens to be the earth, and the milky nebulse to be flat-surfaced
planes of cosmic dust. _ o

First, let us read the Creed itself, and see whether it is smgly
defining the question of salvation, and has no reference to reproba
tion or damnation.

“Elect infants dy!n_(I] in infancy are regenerated and saved by
Christ through the Spirit who worketh where and when and how He
pleaseth . ... Others not elected . ... cannot besaved! ... .
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and to assert and maintain that they maﬁ IS very pernicious and to be
detested.” (Westminster Confession, ch. 11.; 8§ 11. and 1v.)

In the face of this Statement how green and how great must have
been the gall of the individual who wrote in the above newspaper:
“ There isnot, nor has there ever been, a line in the “Westminster
Confession’ about the fate of non-elect infants.” Such advocates and
apologists must surely have persuaded themselves that this ancient
and mouldy Code of faith is so securely held within the must%/ vaults
of ecclesiastical seminaries, accessible only to the elect, that the
common Student could not avail himself of the ﬁleasure of dissecting
its carcass. It happens, however, because of the anserine loguacity
of certain eaﬁer revisionists, and certain other e(%_uall eager anti-
revisionists, that the whole air of late has been filled with gaseous
explosions, emanating from the musty vaults, until the doors have
been thrown wide open, and everybody has been invited to examine
for himself. ~ The result is that now the masses themselves are
apprised of the fact; zea, even the sometime ignorant and deluded
communicants of the Preshyterian faith, likewise, now know that
what has been so Ion% sugpos_ed to be a fabrication, spun out of the
vapory brains of anti-Christians, and so-called infidels, is proved
indeed to be a fact; stubbom, stunning, and unanswerable.  The
Creed is now poBuIarIy known to be as bad and bold as it has ever
been declared to be bY those who had learned long ago to despise it
because of |ts_sF|r|tu_a inanity and dogmatic audacity. _
~ The especial section of the Creed which proves to be very horrify-
mg and repulsive to the moder conscience is that above quoted,
referring to the damnation of non-elect infants. This is by no means
the most repulsive or morally audacious teaching of the Creed,
inasmuch as it is simply incidental, as 1 shall soon show, to its logical
conclusions.  But the modern conscience has evolved to a higher
appreciation of truth and sympathy than that of three centuries ago,

and hence cannot now believe that the human, say not the Christian,
conscience was ever so low.

(Tobecontined) """ Frank
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THE OCCULT, PSYCHOLOGICALLY CONSIDERED.

We are not able to define the essential nature of SPir_it,_but We
can know and we do know one of its essential characteristics, and
that is, its development or evolution. ~ This evolution is so essential
that some philosophers have characterized the Spirit as being essen-
tially evolution, or the appearance, under the form of motion, of
Being.  Be this as it may, the evolution we observe is a movement
from™ possibility to reality, or, as it also has heen described, the
return of the Idea from the manifoldness and distraction of the
Natural to its own Inner Freedom. We also observe that this
“return” from the Natural, or, this movement from the possible to
the real is one of struggle; is essentially a process of liberation.
~ Spirit is neither nature nor in blind subjection to nature. Spirit
Is essentially itself, but when first appearing so that it can be observed
It seems onlg a mere possibility and seems totally immerged in the
manifold. ~ Spirit is in this state merely the Common, Something
which promises well when certain “ ifs can be overcome,

To speak psychologically of Spirit means to see Spirit as soul or
human spirit. o
.. When Spirit, as soul or human spirit, is in its most common form
it is what we call the “ natural soul.”  As such it can best be studied
in children and nature-people. 1Tlrge “natural soul - manifests itself
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in @ double way. One of these contains the common, natural
ualities, alike to all; also race characteristics, temperaments, etc.
he other side of the soul’s life is often called “ the night side of the
soul” and *the magic soul life.” It is this which In our day has
been the object of special attention, and it is of this that | would say
a few words. . e
Every human being, at the moment of awakening, finds itself in
an environment of facts and circumstances—in Karma.  That
awakening is called consciousness, and it is of a two-fold character.
It has an external side, or is mere Sensation such as_hearln?, seeing,
&c. It has also an internal side—Ilet us call it intuition, eelln? or
spiritual perception. These two are not distinct and apart from
each other; each is the other’s complement, so to say, and exists
only because they express the soul’s consciousness of its own
existence and its relationship to something, not itself. o
But the soul is not at once and at the moment of awakening in
reflective and volitional possession of its own consciousness; on the
contrary it is in bondage to its environment_and feels this bondage
as a contradiction In its existence.  Therefore at the very
moment of awakening it is in conflict with the environment, be it
expressed by the baby’s cry at the first breath or be it the young
man’s disobedience to his elders.  The soul while in mere conscious-
ness and without reflective and volitional Fossessmn of its own
consciousness, lives in a world largely and exclusively its own. 1t is
disposed to retire within and give exclusive reality and moral value
to its_own intuitions and spiritual perceptions. And this is the
¢ maﬂlc soul life.” _
~The most common and the most natural form of retirement
within is s_Iee[J. In sleep the soul closes the door more or less
firmly a?ams the outer world and places its intuitional perceptions
before itself. We call them dreams.  But, inasmuch as the soul’s
consciousness is, as stated above, external as well as internal, dreams
are an interfusion of sensations, thoughts, feelings and volitions,
which overwhelm the soul and do not submit to rational ordering,
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because Reason does not as yet exist.  But, if the soul is powerful
and rational and the intuitions stronger than the sensations, then of
course the dream rises in character and comes to be of the greatest
value for the soul’s moral life. In ant|qluny, when man did not
subject himself tothe thousand and one useless and hurtful influences
of to-day, the dream was of the highest value and served an important
purpose In the soul’s life. The dream may still be of fundamental
Importance to us of to-day; but we cannot be guided by such
intuitions unless we live in silence and solitude. There is, how-
ever, one essential point to remember when we let ourselves be
%mded by dreams. In the dream-state all time-distinctions are lost.

reams ‘are therefore rather visions of conditions than prophetic
Statements of coming time and space events.

When “the magic soul-life ™ becomes so powerful that it
Controls the soul even in the waking state, then we have what is
called ecstasy. o _ o
~ The first or simplest form of ecstasy is an immediate and indefi-
nite realization of something coming or something hovering over us;
a something of profound" significance which throws Uus into a
state of expectancy with its attendant exclusiveness of ever¥th|n_g
that seems antagonistic. In ordinary language we speak of this
state as one of foreboding, presentiment, anticipation, etc. It is a
characteristic of this form that usually it concerns us only person-
ally, and very rarely relates to impersonal affairs. N
~ When this form of ecstasx appears in clear and definite concep-
tions we call our presentiment a vision, and when the vision
expresses something external, of which the senses cannot take cog-
nizance on account of time and space conditions, we call the vision
clairvoyance or second-sight. - The general characteristic of presenti-
ment, "vision and clairvoyance, is the soul’s immediate or direct
relation to the object; it somehow “ reaches beyond itself and
comes en rapport with it. It is this coming en rapport which is so
characteristic of mesmerism. It is rather remarkable that the mind
which in this condition seems to triumph in freedom also most easily
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falls into bondage. It can easiIK be controlled by another mind.
Another element of bondage is the fact tliat the mesmeric condition
can e artificially produced, , _

At this point our metaphysics, however, would interfere and
demand that a distinction be made between the hypnotic condition
artificially produced and the one coming as a natural result of
increase In ecstasy. And the objection seems well taken, for experi-
ence teaches us that there is a radical difference in the spiritual
value of the manifestations under the two conditions. ~ The highest,
most universal, and sublime is reached only where the ecstasy is of
natural development and seif originated. ~ As in the case of those
dreams which are indefinite and not clear, when sense-perception is
not thoroughly excluded, so in the ecstatic vision, it Is often
disturbed by orel(};n elements. In antiquity the sayings of the
prophet were therefore often passed upon Dy another prophet or a
council of prophets.  These latter applied their own prophetic
power to the elimination of all extraneous matter. At the present
day people who have the gift of vision _apP_Iy, I quieter moments,
their reason and experience to an examination of their ecstatic state
and soon find the truth. ~ And that is a rational procedure.

If the hypnotic ecstasy becomes permanent we get a condition
called insanity. Insanity is the disturbance of the normal relation-
ship betweeen Inner and Quter, and such an one exists when the
soul “ sticks™ in the ecstasy. Such a distorted condition was often,
in antiquity, called divine; and with some right, because the soul was
absent from that which disturbed it and external sensations were
supposed to be disturhing elements.

The populdr Opposition to the occult life of the soul has its root
in ignorance of the soul’s Constitution. It is not known that the
soul is a duplicate of spirit and body and can choose to live in either
of those extremes or to live a double life by at-one-ing the two.
Ignorance, too, is the main obstacle to all those who are anxious to
develop their occult powers. They either do not know, or will not
omply with, the simple rule of lowering their sensibilities in order to
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allow the “ heavenward ” side of their soul life to have its freedom.
In view of the solidarity of the human race it would seem to be the

duty of “ those who know " to work systematically for the enlighten-
ment of their fellowmen. CHABR

ART AND CAMERA NOTES.

The modern photographic salon is making inroads upon that which
used to be considered the exclusive domain of art, and the pictorial
movement in photography is of profound significance.

This new movement has for its object the creation by means of
photography of pictures which invite criticism by art canons. It
will use the mere mechanical application of light and Chemicals in
such a conjunction with other devices that it produces works of art.
The leaders of the movement do not trouble themselves with charges
brought against them ahout unphotogralomc Photography " norwith
being called “ despoilers of art.” They claim the right to manipulate
their plates with pencil, Stylus and brush as much as they like, pro-
vided they produce awork giving sesthetic pleasure. And why should
not Joseph T. Keiley use ?_cherlne to correct shortcomings ‘of tone
and Chas. 1. Berg to eliminate entire backgrounds ?  Artistic
photography cannot object; it is art in the sense in which many
moderns use the word and it is the work of the aesthetic faculties.

| ‘have visited the recent exhibitions of the New York Camera Club
and have before me the elegant official organ of the club. At both
places | found the air full of vigorous discussions on the pictorial
qualities of photo%raphy, and saw presentations of work that no one
would dream of who knows photograth onl}/ from a few S|tt|n?s for
a portrait. These enthusiasts have got so far in the ranges of tone
that you can almost guess the color of each separate part of “ Miss
Jones’s™ collar, tie, shirt-front and hat. Such are the accomplish-
ments of Frank Eugene. In texture he has been equally successful.
One feels that “ Miss Jones’s sleeve is made of some woolen fabric of
a medium tint, the collar of some dark, smooth cloth, and the vest of



120 THE IDEAL REVIEW.

what is called in the dry-goods store piqu<8” Mr. Eugene has done
all this by manipulations on the plate. It is an interesting and
pleasant innovation and a tremendous step in the direction of over-
-coming the mechanical shortcommgﬁ of photography. _

This new movement has brought up the old strife about what is
nature and what is art.  Every article in the “ Camera Notes ” bears
witness to it and the opening essay deals directly with the subject.
It brings out several points of comparison between the Englishman
and the American which | feel | ought to reproduce and to which |
ought to add a few words. - The author, Charles H. Caffin, says:

“ This difference in the painter’s Pomt of view produces the
broadest differences in the character of the landscapes. Compare,
for example, those by Englishmen, whether executed in color or
monochrome, with the work of our own landscapists. The former
are, almost without exception, frankly objective; the latter almost
as exclusively subjective.  And the Englishman’s point of view is
not only objective, but for the most part superficially so: overlook-
ing the inwardness of the subject in his satisfaction over the more
obvious facts. Hence the subject he selects to paint or photograph
is nearly always more obviously beautiful than the American’s, but
lacks the artistic qualities which make the latter’s a more beautiful
picture.  Nature apsorbs the one, art the other. The Englishman
I satisfied with nature in her broadest and simplest phenomena, for
her own sake, while the American rather uses nature as a means to
an artistic end, carrying his purpose so far, that he will often delib-
erately choose an ugly scene in Order to prove the triumph of art
over material nature.” ~ S -

“ But, while adm|tt|n? the intrinsic inferiority of the English pic-
ture or print asawork of art, let us not fail to note the big cause
behind 1t, which goesfar to compensate the Englishman. That cause
is the national fondness for out-of-door life. In no other country are
there such facilities for it. With a climate, never very hot or very
-0old, with tWI|I_?htS In summer time extending to nine or ten o’clock,
with no mosquitoes to worry them, Englishmen and women live and
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love the open-air life to an extent that is not dreamed of in this
country.  They know |nt|matelty every spot of beauty in their ne|ﬂ?-
borhood, walk to them frequently just for the pleasure of seeing the
view; their very intimacy with "the material phenomena blinding
them to the subtle aspects, but giving them, on the other hand, a
companionship with their surroundings that forms one of the most
beautiful traits of Enqhsh life.  The habitual fondness for nature in
this way is so universal, that the artists also come under its influence.
They paint the landscape as the Englishman loves it and sees it; and
the Englishman buys it.  The American’s canvas is finer, very likely,
as a work of art; but too often it Stands in a stack of others, with its
face to the studio-wall, covered with dust; neglected, for the average
American’s love of nature is practically non-existent.”

What is meant by art, and the American picture being “more
beautiful ” than the n(lqllshman’s will be understood by reference to
what | said above about the manipulation of the photographic plate.
The American work is said to be “art,” that of the nghs_hman S
“nature.” But the point | want to emphasize is the admission of
the American lack of intimacy with nature. I that | see the reason
for our many defects in art and literature, The feelings of the
American are stunted because he does not live in communion with
the outdoor forces.  City life and petty jealousies confuse him. To
many American artists the love of their art becomes an antithesis to
love of nature because they give too much attention to the attain-
ment of skill; and that very devotion hecomes a snare.

But we have in this country some brilliant exceptions to these
remarks.  The last exhibition “(in May) of the young “ Society of
Landscape Painters ™ contained these. ~ Here was in several instances
such work as that produced by Englishmen, and with a super-addition
of inspiration and the spirit of long comradeship with nature, which
ﬂave the paintings the subtlety of mind, necessary to dass them as

igh art,  They represented “ realism made to yield up its ideal
essence.” The art to live is the aestlietic Whole and the Beautiful
is the cream of all. CHAB
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NATURE’S CALENDAR *

Ernest Inlgersoll has made the Iong -needed hook. He has given us
a year’s record of naturesgradual movement from seed to fruit, from
?eneratron to maturit that is a meritorious undertakmrTr Qur
Xt hoo %an even the numerous nature books of to-da farl to
escrrbet e Iife In nature as Jt moves from season {0 season. They
grve %ener | descriptions applrcable tq species and of local character
3/ 0 not amtteever varying forms, color and activit of
Pantadmsect ird or reptre Ing er oll has’ ut us on the trac

hese vrbratrons of natyre. dS oryaloh or m%rt of th 8 Zear can

go Info the fre ds or the W00 the brooks and Shall know
xact\%w at | max find or see nd make no mistake—if | ave hisS
ith me.  And more than this, he qives me a sound philosoph

of nature into the bargam His book is full of synthetrc refle%trons gntt/
prctures ue vrews drawn with both pen and encr

?Te] oll’s work rso enin a¥ nd Will no doubhbe followed
AL erous edrtronsadb |m|tat| s ecause We aresown how to
et at fhe secrets of nature—aomet rn%t e Spirit of the Time IS
rompting everywhere 0 not re sp much anout pistils,
tam ns or claws r size of bill ﬁr wings. It 1§ necessar Perha S 10
NOW how man gy are and owte are shae lfu t is, much
more Im ortan an mterestm to. know why one plant. seeks the
shade and anoth ert eopen w this must h%ve arr soil and wh
tat can grow upon an almost bare rock: wyoneca}rvrs ong
sarep and ot ersort an apparentry cuf off; hb” bills re so
fferent, and why one \Pant lowers but oncer enturg
others exhaust all ther tality in a Summer, fe questr ns an
herr answers are so rmportant because t eey are ﬁgara lel "to g ases of
%man socretg Irfe fand Imp| Rroblems of gthics 0 thegravetrm ort.
dynamics of lite underlying both spheres of existerce are
besae f so Nature’s aIn rand our new Science ofScroIo

ecome most |mportant ana parailé studies.
at every out

It is safe to say t oor naturalist, be he Pr fessronal or
not, must necess)arrr her ater hlave hrs book ﬁ r?

ur%
miracles or the songs of |fe and love, heard everywhere must e
B ’;A\Iatu%galendar by Ermest Ingersoll. New York and London. Harper &
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corged calendar-fashion and in field-books, hour by hour and day by

ay, Decause
Y %herv*elook or whether we listen,
gar [ite murmur, or see it glisten;

and that “stir of might” is the Spirit of Nature which we worsh
and WhICP Is “ the |I?ﬁt of rT] F% is not fixed in immovable fashp
lons and forms, 1t 1S the soul of souls,

ose sole presence fills a.pl
V\l?mse absencep 65 3 Vol |ﬁ %%Tls.

THE NEW HUMANISM.*

Humanism is no new term, but ma X be said té) stand for new ideas.
Humanism of the Renalssance period reace deeper than 1o
create a culture. ma| g In_Iimitation of casglcal mo els, it never
even susPected individdal man’s Persona and soclal position |n te
Community or state. tWﬁS satisfied with him as? ere. mem (e

a Commo wealt and SOﬁlg t to gr|ve him aclassma tramlng and the
elements of polite knowléd he New Humanism meas a_new
conscjousness with the ing | ual aa th? centre, and the Individual
ﬁt# mtgnéwsml ps%rsonal and soclal deve opment Professor Griggs

The ten chapters in this book deal with:

The sclentific st#de of the higher human life,
The evolution Personallt
The dynamic character of personal ideals.
The content of the Ideal of life,
Positive and negatwe |deals.
0/ Greek and Christian jdeals (n modern civilization.
(V1) The modern change In 1deals of womanhood.

[} The ethics of social reconstruction.

(IX The new social |deal.

SR i ———

is hard to say which is the most important or interesting: eac

preserits the genera¥ subjcect of the book lﬁ)nder a New aspect aﬁd aads

»The New Humanism, Studies in Personaland Social Development. By
Edward Howard Griggs. Second edition. The American Society for the Exten-
sion of University Teaching, in South isth Street, Philadelphia, Pa., 1s00.

CHAB

<<——(—\
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somethrng to our comprehension pot only of the Zert%erst but of the
true Obj ctrve whrch lies beneath Phenomena Ne essays ear
the stamp of the ew Humanrsm eached In the book in thrs that
t e are aII srn\r};ular Y %T ﬁnd demo ratic, at the same trmeMt
maintain er orcl | the rights of that authorrt whic
r%rs to the idealist as a born arrst crat and a man of éxclusive
ten e cres Pr% Griggs. sees poth sides. and brrngls them out
everywhere.  The |nterest|n quotatrons | cotld give are
perhanﬁ those from ° the relh lon of humani \y
e NeW (osp eI must oneo posit] e cuIture and progress
The need IS not mere &rto ave faith n'a possib fe future wor ut to
have oure es unseale to the Infinite meanrngo the world we |ve |n
to rep aﬁ ?trrne of anetrcrsm and unr asonrngnsefsacrr ice d/
gospel of nabler self-realization in harmony with all o ers
greater Industrial Justice and hr her social unrty The new dman
rotherhood. must "be_not only in the sprrrtual life. but i all the
action and Interests of the dar world In those splen Id ideals, old
as the rnsnrratrons of the h art an n aste dew upon _to- days
grass, lies the answer for to-a an te e for to-morrow.”

“The time IS rrPe orane prophet, w oshaI call the world baﬁ
to the simple reallties of human life.  The awaited teiacher shoulg
ound no Order and establish no sect. It is not the mu trphcatron of
Institutions that Is needed, but the consecratron of Individ uas
must have the reserve of wisdom: he must f aut o
disclaim unusual eIectron He must find the 1 ea transtr urrn
the commonpﬁ T must %ee and Jeach the drvrnr of com
things.  He "should [ive |n the wor et marn ain a er ect
gonsecratront an |deal of simp |crt|y sprrrtu Irt%/ and ersona help-
ulness.  He should call men away from th esen}s] less rush for luxyry,
fashron ISSIp t]ron and turn them fo the t q% of the spirit—
Rersona ?% % eauty |mmed|ate helpfulfess. 1t is"not a
ew ospe at rs eded, but’ the gospel anew.
any _New | eftS and ' forceful Presentaérons of old thou%hts are
grvenr “ the eyolution of personality ™ an P{namrccarac er
I ersonal ideals.” These chapters es}necrally aret oroug ly A

on and. Amerjca ss deals with d
C rrstran rdeAts 1S HJ” of teoo tadr our readers We fear that man

not_know. how much they qwe the two great factors of the
calleg Classicism and Chrrstranrty, and that (I]ney there?ore are nePt er
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aﬁ)le to, continue jn the %ubse uent historical develgpment nor t(? se%
themse|ves free from innerited jaeas. . Such shoul be,%mastg %0
themselves by a careful readln(% of this chapter 1 the ™ New
Humamsm If the¥ capnot maf er It, let them club together and
engade rof. Griggs for further elucidations, T

. "The New Hlimanism. bg N0 means exhausts the %ub ect it degls
with, [t underzn philosgphy has noh_beenb set forfh, nor tne
means 0 (Pro(Paq ting 1t Noy"has anytning been said apout the
mystic and occuft factors of life. The c%rgamly ,Wlla%/ea role In he

“New Hymanism.” We trust that more bogks will e forthcomin
on thg amnm ortan .sub*ect an§ that Pﬁo?. Griggs ere long Wlﬂ
contribute to it something new and more exnaustive, AR

\

NATURISM AND DE BOUHTILIER.

Naturism is the opposite to naturalism in art and literature.
There is really nothing In the term itself that warrants so high an
office as that ’\%lven to 1t, and it is of rather recent origin, having been
invented by M. de Patte, the Belgian critic. But since it has come
into use and answersits purpose, I will endeavor to show just what it
means and for what we can use It. _

A literary naturist, like Saint-Georges de Bouhdlier, meets the
realist upon his own ground, but he revolts against the scientific method
inart, He wants to do more than to observe and catalogue individuals
and things.  He is an idealist and a creator at the same time that he
is a realist. The only reality to him is Thought or the One Intelli-
gence, the One Will which permeates this beautiful world, but which
can no more be seen by observation than the intelligence that con-
structed my watch and keeps it going. A naturist sees by reflec-
tion and describes the visions seen by the “ mind’s eye.”  He is
neither sensuistic nor an analytic. He is psychic and constructive.

‘A naturist is a sort of néo-pagan. His” philosophy is nai'vely
objective, so much so that it rises to a pure Objectivism, which is
ideal enough to cover all the multiple principles of science and
speculation of to-day.  De Bouhdlier’s work has proved to be of



126 THE IDEAL REVIEW.

such character. The literary movement that hails him as its High
Priest and calls him The Sage has absorbed Zolaism and all that
aesthetic realism which for sometime has been coquetting with science.
And it has created a new movement in letters. It lends being and
reality to all things and ignores all sophistry, all subjectivism, that
takes an incorrect measure of man and makes him “ the measure of
all things.” It sees the deceit and untruth of such philosophy.

A naturist prefers emotion to observation and analysis.  He
takes his promptings from “ the temple of nature,” be this temple,
as in the case of De Bouh&ier, the foundries, the market places, or
shops and factories, or the peasant. He does not give us a descrip-
tion by weight or measure, he does not reproduce local colors or
photograph physmg_nomles. He studies the laborer and the peasant
at his work. “In his work the toiler becomes a part of the great
world machinery; he is seen as a wheel or as part of a spring or
possibly only as a link in a chain. It is in his work that his
importance to the World-soul appears. The naturist in proceeding
thus is doing as does the true botanist, who attaches little importance
to the flower of the herbarium. He studies the living flower in its
environment in order to discover its place and value m the organic
vibrations of existence.  The naturist has an eye for relationship and
may profess, with Millet, that “ the beautiful is the suitable.”  The
law of the whole, the ensemble, is of more importance to him than
to the naturalist. _ _

To “see life steadily and see it whole,” to value universals and
not individuals, and “ fo espy even in a bush a flaming Deity " is
something original, and makes kinship between the early Aryan, the
naturist and a modern Wordsworth. - They all have “thaf inward
eye which is the bliss of solitude ” and they keep Company with the
principles of things.  They all trust their feelings and keep them in
tune with the synthetic force of existence. ~ Naturists do not make
much of the Cartesian Ego and they denx Zola’s dictum that “ art is
nature seen through a temperament ”: they declare “ it is not the
poet who creates the rhythm, but it is the essential rhythm of things
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that scans and directs the poet.” Yet, naturists are strong person-
alities and true artists.  The secret of their art and realism is their
Personality.  Personality is the chief equipment of the artist.  But
Personality to an artist means something different from what it means
to an ascetic or a naturalist. A artistic personality is an expression
of the Pan-idea or the omnipresent reason. An artist, especially a
naturist, is a specimen of liomo universalis.

Naturism sees us all as heroes and ministers of Nature. De
Bouh£lier has said “ it is not the white vesture and the shaven heard
that make the servant of Isis.” The saying is neither new nor
startlmﬁ to many moderns, but it has come from him with oracular
force; hence it 'has been heard and accepted. We all, no matter
where or how we serve, are ministers to Nature, the great mother, who
entrances us with her beauty and slays us in callous cruelty;
who, at one time overloads us with prodigality and at another denies
us a morsel of bread ; who does not know or recognize our Standards
of morality but nevertheless punishes mercilessly any infringement of
her rights and laws.  Nature, who is both deaf and dumb, sends us
to F[each her will and uses us much as she uses Darwin’s earth-worms
to triturate or pulverize the earth’s crust, that it shall not harden and
become unfit for seed. Each one of us is a kind of sieve by means
of which the Great Mother assorts her world of appearance. In
Thought, universal and individual, the dead masses of amorphic
stuff are vivified and built into a mental world of everlastingness.
~There is an immense bquancy in this teaching of Naturism. It
i a gospel of redemptmn. t redeems from des[)aw, resurrects the
soul and passes it into the heaven of self-respect. It explains the
“'moral uses of dark things”; it explains “the make-believe ” of
“ the emperor’s new clothes,” and restores the most ancient doctrine
of the brotherhood of all things. _ o

De Bouhdlier has a clear conception of all this. It lies in what
he terms “ the idea of heroism.”  Carlyle has defined the hero and
De Bouh™lier seems to have studied him. A hero is he who accom-
plishes his destiny: he who is a true sounding-board to enhance and
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propagate the vibratory force of life. A laborer who does his work
In unison with the laws of that work is a hero. A man who conquers
his passion and leads it into a steady current to do the work of
Reason, isahero.  Carlyle has so understood him and De Bouhdlier
teaches it. It must be so according to Naturism, for what eise is
heroism than obedience to Nature?—and Naturism is only an expo-
sition of Nature’s real life and m_Ystery. _
~ Much of the modern art, philosophy and literature need remodel-
ling after the pattem of Naturism. ~ Our mentality is too often
blinded by its own light and far astray from nature. It is * out of
keeping” and lacks the ensemble. We want a dynamic idealism and
shall never be strong tili we be intense.  To be intense means to be
natural. In art this means co-ordination and relatlonshlp. It means
a religion of beauty or such an impassioned expression that the very
elements become our servants. Man himself is the dynamism of
existence.  We must have faith in ourselves. Upon our faith
depends our work. Man himself is part of the ﬁeneral world-soul,
prart of a living universe, a universe’ which is Thought. Man has
hought, hence he is Nature’s Miracle. Nature is at first master,

but ends by being servant. Aphrodite bore Cupid but obeyed the
|aws of Eros. CH A B

The real harm done bY the denial of a divine presenﬁe and J)row-
dence in_nature and life is that in the long run’ it will destroy our
Interest in the world, in men and in events.” Such athelstic, pessim-
Istic %ymcal views fake the [ife out of us. I_se% you_n(% men who are
tainted by such notions, and what strikes m%m them 15 that they seem
to take very little interest in an thmg. Their Inward man F rishes,
thou%h the guter man may e rénewéd bg God day qy,da, tis sad
{0 see an ola man wnose fieart is dry and whose soul” is Withered: but
It 15 still worse to see this in the )(gun%,oto whom God has ?lven an
W

hner\]/\%trapaclero—fJg%tehs rgepnone'CTgr e, m all things might appeer

Blalzlee, W#Pesre If?fee gives no light shall never become a star.— William
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NOTE TO OUR READERS.

In this Department we will give space to carefully written Communications of
merit, on any of the practical questions of everyday life, considered from the
bearings of metaghysmal and philosophical thougiht, which, we believe, ma){_ be
demonstrated as both a lever and a balance for all the difficult problems of life.

I-!appenmgis, experiences and developments in the family and the Com-
munity; results of thought, study and experiment; unusual occurrences when
weII_aut_hentlcate_d;_qluestlons_ on vague points or on the matter of practical
application of principles and ideas to daily experience, etc., will be inserted, at
the discretion of the Editors, and in proportion to available space. Questions
asked in one number may be answered by readers in future numbers, or may
be the subject of editorial exRI_ananon, at our discretion. It is hoped that the
earnest hearts and careful, thinking minds of the world will combine to make
this Department both interesting and instructive, to the high degree to which
the subject is capable of development.

THE CULTURE OF THE SELF BY THE SELF.

“ Perfect i?norance IS quiet, perfect knowled?e IS Quiet: not so
the transition from the former to the latter.”—Carlyle.

The evolution of the human race from the physical-intellectual
to the intellectual-spiritual planes of existence, must necessarily be
accompanied by great upheavals in the hereditary details and acces-
sories of existence; such as foods, medicines, literature and the
gene_ral trend of thought. ~ Each of these details has a most important
earing upon the difficult process of unfoldment, and the readjust-
ment of the thinking principle: so much so, that, by a careful
observance and avoidance of certain objective and subjective aids
and hindrances, the new birth may be safely and vigorously accom-

129
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plished, whereas, undirected and unguided, it would be assailed by
dangers and undue mental and physical pangs. _
~There is no doubt that the great increase in nervous diseases—
insanity, anaemia and kindred disorders—is induced b?/ mental unrest,
questionings, fears, etc., which seize the soul as it leaves the tran-
quillity of the animal consciousness to enter the undiscovered realm
of resp_onsmle action.  Especially in America and in France are the
conditions peculiarly alarming, as these intelligent and excitable
people are in that critical period of the transition where hoth the
objective and subjective egp_ reaches the acme of unsettled relation
to the Universe; a condition productive of acute disease and
discontent. . _

Greater moral force is therefore required than ever before:
%reater understanding and stronger will-power. Civilized life has
ecome more complicated, and its dangers are to be avoided only by
a ngydlr conscientious moralization. ~ At this period, the dormant
criminal that is said to inhabit each brain, is liable to awaken for the
perpetration of some blind act of rebellious frenzy.  The greater the
Intellectual development of nation or individual, the greater the
dange{ of unbalancement and ve_rhgo during unfoldment Into higher
conditions, unless the brain-mind can act independently of “the
animal impulse. _ _
Now, In order to educate the consciousness to meet its future
responsibilities, a slight degiree of asceticism is recommended, as
such discipline unquestionably leads to self-control and poise. To
this end, avoid exciting or maudlin literature, which pampers the
fancy and the sensuous nature without cultivating integrity and
sincerity. Avoid a dependence upon drugs, as such dependence
weakens the will more than it alleviates the malaise. ~ Avoid gro_ss
foods and liquors which surcharge the stomach and vitiate the Dbrain
action.  Especially should flesh-food be eliminated ; not only hecause
it dulls the wit and tethers each body-cell upon the lower planes of
consciousness, but hecause it dlrectlr antagonizes the great “ LOVE "
principle of the Cosmos by its daily slaughter of the innocents, and
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its maintenance of a vast army of slaughterers. Avoid superficial
breathing. The Breath is the cord which unites the dependent
organism to the great Cosmical spirit of life.  Deep, full, rhythmic,
conscious respiration equalizes the flow of magnetic energy to the
blood and to the nervous centres. It harmonizes the innerand the
outer forces. N

Expressed affirmatively : self-culture, spiritual, mental and
physical, may be urged forward

ISt. Objectlvelx © by means of _ _

() The Breath: I. &, by a thorough and persistent oxygenation,
accompanied by direction of thought and will.

(b) By Food. I. e., .b% cultivating the incoming body-cells (and
reflexively the mind) with those refined aliments which have been
magnetized and chemicalized by the sunshine: such as nuts, fruits,
cereals and certain vegetables which grow above ground.

gc)_By_ hlﬁh_-mln ed companions and literature; and hy an
aesthetic Simp |p|t¥ of life.

2d. Subjectively. _ _

a) By strong desire for a higher plane of consciousness.

b) By concentration upon the state desired, _ _

¢) By Auto-Suc{;gestlon: I. e, directing the subconscious mind
to be, to do, and to compass whatever will aid its serene progress
and unfoldment toward Godlike wisdom and health. _
~ This outer and inner discipline will lead to positive results in a
time varying with the intelligence (cerebral strength) and the amount
of resistance (habit) to be overcome.

Rosa G. Abbott.

BEAUTY.

. The Qeaut of a woman lies in her.deHcac —the beauﬁy of a ma
in his valor; the grace of a woman lies in her mi)_ath —{fe grace 0
%man in his str$ gth; the %Weetne(fs of a woman lies in her ufnty—
‘,e Syeetness of aman in nis tenderness; out the %?odness of both
les alike In the soul, and the spiritual requirements Of each aIrEe %ver

and always the same.
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SONG OF REJOICING.

0 thou (];reat Harmony, soundless, eternal,
Filling all space with thy rhythmical sign,
Heart of the One Heart, exalted, supernal,
Word of all words, with its meaning divine!
So strong and heautiful, so sweet and tender,
Lifting the hearer to ecstasy’s hei?ht,
Sweeps the pure melody straight from the Sender,
Like a clear flood from the Fountain of Light!

Soul of mine, drink of it, joy in its gladness,
Breathe with the Harmony, perfect and strong;
Let its white flood cleanse thy Being of sadness,
Lift thee, and bless thee, ana bear thee along!
Think, in thK joy, of thy brother in sorrow,
Whisper to him the ?Iad promise of old;

Fill him with hope of a brighter to-morrow,
Teach him to sow and to harvest his gold!

O Love, unfaltering, mighty, unending,

Infinite, tender, unfailing, divine,

Earth’s heart and heaven’s heart in Thee are biending
Fused by the flame on Truth’s mystical shrine!

O my Soul, join in the anthem Love s singing,

Soar like a bird to the unclouded skies;

Fear not, but.uh)ward thy %Iad flight be winging—
Higher and higher and higner arise!

Set sail, O Soul of mine, sweet winds are blowing
Fresh from the regions of Infinite Force;

Tides from the Sea'of Compassion are flowing,
From the One Pure and Ineffable Source!
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Through the wide ocean of evil and error—
Waters of ignorance, whelming thy youth—
Banishing fear and misgiving and terror,
Sweep the clear, rescuing Waters of Truth!

Infinite Glory, whose rays, permeating,
Gleam on through unending vistas of time—
Manifold Power, forever creating
Lives that shall climb to the regions sublime;
Thou with the flame of thy fire hath warmed me;
Into my spirit thy Spirit doth shine;
| am a part of Thee—Thou hast informed me,
Thine is my Being, thy Being is mine!
Eva Best.

A PLEA FOR THE WORD GOD.

In these days when all is changing; when so much that has seemed
to many to_be” stationary and final, Is vanlshm_%_ away; when customs
and conditions are plainly in a state of transition to something new
and different, there Is a great deal to which we are glad to bid a last
farewell, as it slips awa;r], unregretted, into the past.~ Most conditions
of to-day have served their end; most customs have lost the spirit of
life which brought them into existence; most thought has become worn
threadbare with parrot-like reJJetItIO[l; most ideals have outlived their
usefulness in the Service of developing mankind; most speech is but
empty words.  The inward meanings of thmFs are encrusted by greed
for the outward appearance. True symbolism, one of the greatest
helps to Prowth of ‘understanding, has sunk into Su‘oerstltlon. The
world is like an old curiosity shop, crowded with useless articles; for
life, as expressed to-daY in most of its varied forms upon the earth, is
suplerannuated, exhausted of vitality, lacking in strength, devoid of
real power.

et as the housecleaners of our earth work valiantly at their noble
task of sweeping away the now useless ddbris of the uséfulness of past
generations, of Clearing the space allotted for man's present home in
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the Universe that it may be newIK furnished and In better style, some
of them_are endeavoring to brus awa%/ ong little. word we would fain
have Ieft behind, Itis gerhapsthe mos anuentthtn of all. ~ Perhaps,
also, it has not always served Its highest and best purpoge and meaning
but" this has been, dtsttnctly the fault of man.. It is not a I|m|teﬁ
thln% as a condition, a creed or 3 S stem It 1S not an Ideal whic
must be reV|V|f|ed rehom, reha}blhtat It Is not a thought which
must grow It 15 'a word which has held from time immemorial, the
highest meanln? of which man’s mind has been capable at any given
moment. It isthe élﬁ word, “ ?

Around this word has accumulated the veneration of ages. The
%hesé eehnt{t of the fipest indjviduals of manjy enera lons has
tred upon | The noblest |deaIsofanC|ent me ae al and modemn

ttmes ave clustered about |It. (as sstood or the best and
ﬁreatest that faultg/ mankind couI th|n and to-day, as ever, the
|ghest conceptions which man can grasp, lie grouped” at this great

Th|s word is remove] from the consjderations which must be given
wornout customs an t t. Inasmuch as It contams W|th|n |tseIf a
wealth of power: for about]lt throné]h the ages, has been huilt a
meanm% no oth rwor or‘o ra?e cou ever a| Int0| verﬂﬁsound

as.peen wroy e magic (ntluence of hi thou ht an Idea
until the word(‘hashecomg |m pued W|tha e uine st rength a out which

manstoF ht may saf eﬁlcm and wind IS rowmg ten rils, sureﬁ
ang %teadtf gnater el%ht Where awalts%clear ratmosp ere |
wh |c mea ngs [

Yeasty ?Id to. more pe e]ctb gsfsomtn
Most High'of all quality thou tan eehngq and the
I|ttIe vvﬁrd expresses th|s throu ﬁh the l%w of assomatt N, a5 no_ other

y WE d leave be in US I our

ever wi M fno reason
onwa dd march this egg% ﬁ C|ent ays. There is nothing to be
gained by doing so and much to be lost.

Jesus Was the truest scientist that has ever lived, - Think you not
He. knew of the “La fAttrac(sto‘n 7 Yet He said, * God s love.”
Think you not He coudhavesal First Cause,” and “ The Power,”

e heh bsolute™ Yet He only and always repeated “ God” and

S0 we besee% that this worn from the marvelous past shall be lef
h ltas and in the more marve ?us Yture which 15 coming, \ye wil
about 1t still higher ideals, still greater conceptions, still truer
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thou& Leave us the word God and. little by little, we WI|| raise

our h ? more and more nearl[y fit the endléss me nmgi this word
has al ag P fime to lme as our compre en? 8n Ogrows
We wi e and still further enlarge qur con? eption 0 until

ar
God and, hur%amty become a unit—until we all"and “the Father
are one.’

Barnetta Brown.

AN OLD STORY.

“ New Lamps for Old!  New Lamps for Old!”
The Black Magician IoudI?/ Cries
The while h [ one bright as gold
Before our foolish, tempted eyes
And we, The Ignorant, fetch down
Our Master’s Preuous Fire of Fires,
And trade it to the hawking clown
For something glass and brass and wires,
Whose Outer Splendor doth outshine
Its Inner Flame—alas, alas,
For dimly bums the feehle I|%ht
Within'the jeweled dome of glass!

In vain we strive to move the wick
That seems so mean and poor and small;
We find the Strands too coarse and thick
To let the fabric move at all.
And then we find the metal bowl
That seemed so ample to the EK
And whose proportions cheered the soul,
A scanty basin, almostdr
No place in its deceivin V\?
For half enough of Wisdom’s Oil,
To send suﬁment moisture up
To light an hour of dreary toil!
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The place which once was fair as da ?/ _
(When burned the Old Lamp softly bright)
|s dark: we cannot find our waz
In all this dreary, dismal night!

0, Master! watching this, thy world,
Thy fine compassion toucheth all
Who in their hour of ignorance
Spread o’er themselves this wretched pall!
In our unwisdom we have cried
To thee for help; made sorry moan ;
And in the New Lamps I|g|ht denied
That we must help ourselves alone.
That which we lost we must reclaim,
Qur foolish hargain be unmade
Before the Old Lamp’s sacred Hame
Shall pierce again Life’s dreary shade!

Eva Best.
THE WRONG DOOR.

Here s a story the ?enlal Philli sBrﬂoks loved to teil: “A little
fell%w whoseg ntsatended Tn Iy urch, was often to be seen
mtecongre flon. nsp|teo cuchgomtg; owever he was %lve
to m|%c lef, and one mgrt Jome a?an of ogswo ran% door
and then took flight. ittle fel owssuece at esca;i detection
%m ol eneh him, an at one oorway e Ingered o on In ?heer
ravado_that the door was flun o[ﬁen and th towenn% | urg
rector of Trinity loomed. efore The little fellow ee roote]d
to th sot opening wide his big, wond e]nng eyes.

[oun 5qe to say, “very slowly, “WY, Phillips Books Does you

Sir Le IS a_pure flar]]m eu”g\'e live by an invisible sun within us.—

omas Brown
There cag be no sub tan%e but ng Whatever is, Is in God, and
nothing can be conceived without God.—Spinoza.
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THE WISE MAN AND THE SEA URCHINS.
Vv

~Next day a hea_vr fog veiled the land and sea. The waves rolled
in in great angry billows, and the winds wailed above them. _

But the Urchins, who were not to be kept away from their
Promlsed treat, came to the cave by the land path which screened
hem from the elements. ~ Scrambling down the rocks which formed
the roof of the cave, they found the cheeriest place in the world
awaiting them. _ _

On a big, round table stood a large lamp, its protecting globe
sending a golden-rose glow to every nook a_md cranny. The heavy
curtains were drawn close, so that not a hint of fog or dreariness
could enter. _ _ _

“ My, this is jolly! cried Brownie, by way of greeting. *“If
the folks at the hotel' would only come here, they’d never have the
quesi I’m glad it is so ugly out of doors, for it makes this seem so
cozy!”

_XWhat makes it seem so cozy, Brownie, really?" asked the
Wise Man. _ o

“You, sir, first of all, I think; then the bright light; then—well,
then the shut-in-ness.” -
~ “And what do | stand for, and the bright light, and the “shut-
In-ngss *?”

Silence. _

~“What? Can no one teil me? | want you always to try to
think out the real reasons of thm%s—to find for yourselves the inner
meanln%_ of what outer things stand for. Every material thing—
every object has a soul-nature. Back of what you see, dear children,
is always something finer which you cannot see, but may feel, just
as Brownie feels the coziness of the place. He feels glad fo be here,
just as he would be sorry to be obliged to stay outside all day in the
disagreeable weather.”
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“Then it is because it is agreeable here?” o

“ Yes, Snowdrop; but I want you to teil me why it is agreeable.
Tr. .11
yStiII silence, _

“1f John O'Connell were your entertainer, would the place be
agreeable?” o

“No, sir! ™ This in chorus.

“ Then what do | stand for?”

“Love,” ventures Violet timidly. _

~“That was a splendid guess, my lassie. For without love even
this shlnln? light and the ‘shut-In-ness” would fail to bring the
feeling of pleasantness.  The *shut-in-ness " is simply a realization of
the difference between our shattered state and the physical discom-
fort we should be obliged to endure if we remained outside. Now,
what does the big lamp stand for?” _

* Light—for not darkness, sir, which nobody likes.”

The Wise Man laughed aloud. Very true, Brownie,” said he.
“ Yet darkness has its wonderful and necessary part to play, as we
shall discover in time.  This golden Harne is fire—the Spirit of Life,
and is always, for many reasons, a sort of magnet attracting us, who
Bo_sses_s the vital spark, just as it attracts the poor little moths, who,

eing ignorant, die in Its glory.”

“Teil us about fire, please ?" _

“ 1 must, Ruddy, if I teil you about life at all. Now we can
understand the agreeableness of the place, for it possesses these
simple things that go to make up the highest haPplness mortals may
know—Love, Light, and Home. The love | give to you, dear
children, and which you so freely return, is the pure éssence of
unselfishness; the light which beams from your young faces in sunny
smiles bnﬂhte_ns this old cave more really than does the radiant flame;
and the physical satisfaction your clean, dry little forms feel in being
housed from the elements adds its sense of comfort to the other pair

of Aoys. Which of these three ‘agreeables’ could you best do
without?  Let us suppose I put out the light.”
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“ We'd still be sheltered here, and have }(ou, sir!”

“ Then suppose | should take you out of doors?” _

" Oh, we'd go, because if you went with us we shouldn't mind,
nor think about the weather!™ _

“Ahal  So Love is the loveliest thing! I'm glad you realize
that so cIearIY,_ my little ones, for Love is the very foundation of
ever%/thlng that is. ~ It is the beginning, the continuing, and the end,
or change of all that exists.”

“ Was Love alive before the world had land and water?”

“ Love always was; and, because of it, land and water were able
to form themselves into the world.”

“ Oh, teil us about it!” _

“Very well,” smilingly answers the Wise Man. “ But before |
begin to speak of the formation of the world, | wish to make plain to
you the elements which are needed in the making. Name the
elements, Ruddy.”

“ Earth, air, fire, and water.” _

“In other words, solid substance, atmosphere, heat, and moisture.
Now these have, in science, some hlgh-soundm? names; but I think
You can learn them. Do you remember the two words we learned
he other day—the name of that world-stuff which always is?”

“ Primordial Essence,” cry the Urchins.

“And where do we find if?”

“All through space.” _ -

“Then s‘pace isn’t empty, although, as Blackie has told us, it is
that which affords room for anything.  Now the elements needed to
build the world and its people, are scattered about in space. First,
let us find the most important one, to us, of them all—the element
v(\;/fgl%r}e Tigures most largely in our world.  What do you think it is,

“ Atmosphere, maybe. We couldn’t live long without breathing,
coul(fA we?”p Y ; :

“ Surely not; living things need air almost more than any other
known element, though to be sure without the other elements mere



140 THE IDEAL REVIEW.

air would avail nothing. ~ For all our need of it, it yet is something}
we cannot see.  Norhas it color, taste, or odor. ~ The Student o
Science knows it as Oxygen, aword made up of two Greek words,
meaning “acid "and “to produce.” Air, or Oxygen, occurs (but not
in what we call a pure or free state) in the atmosphere of the earth,
and is used everg second of time by every living thing.  Besides
furnishing us the breath of life it has other duties to do. Oxygen
combines with, or adds itself to, other elements to form the two
thmﬂs We are go_ln% to leam about—Iand and water. = Eight-ninths
of all the water in the world is Oxygen b}i_aotual weight------"

“ Can air be weighed? " queries Blackie,. _

“ Everything can be weighed, my boy,” said the Wise Man.
“ Even finer things than the invisible air.”

“What could that be?” -

“ Let me teil you. | have said that everything in existence has
a soul-nature—an invisible something which Stands for it, and which
is the reality of whatever it represents. For the object, itself, will,
in time, perish and crumble into nothingness, as it is called; but the
soul of it will live eternally. If you can understand this, you can
undgrstand that everything has weight, even the value of a spoken
word.”

“ That’s why true words seem so real and—and so solid? ”

“ Yes, Brownie, boy; and they are real, for they will endure
forever. Therefore we should weigh our words in that delicate scale
that Conscience provides for us all. If they weigh I|?htly in the
balance they are waste words that cannot endure. - But let us ﬁo
back to our Oxyg1en. As | have said, it forms eight-ninths of all the

water in the world, and one-half, by weight, of the entire crust of
the globe.”

Air in the earth ?” _ _ _

“Every particle of earth is surrounded by its own little
atmosphere, the word itself_meaning ‘soul,” “breath,” or “fluid air
surrounding any Sﬁhere.’ Even the tiny grains of granite, which
seem, because of the rock’s density, to ding in a closer and more
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compact mass—for all solids we know to be made up of small atoms
clmgm% together—even these grains of ?ramte have their surrounding
atmosE_eres, and, consequently, do not touch one another. More
than this: they are in motion, every little tiny atom of them.  There
is absolutely o quiet atom in all the world.’ _

“ 1t doesn’t seem possible, sir? ~ Rocks seem so still.”

“ Comparatively si)eaklng, they are. If, from a great hequht, We
look down from a balloon at a mass of soldiers drilling, although
each human atom of the mass of man is in motion, from our distant
post of Observation they seem perfectly motionless. Who has stood
and watched a revolving fly-wheel?”

“I'havel” “AndlV’ _ _ _ _

“And it seemed motionless, so swift was its turning.  The quiet
stars, as we look at them, are moving one hundred and seventy-five
times as rapidly as the swiftest rifle-all shot from a gun.”

Many and varied exclamations of surprise follow the Wise Man’s
Statement.

“ Then if these little movin% atoms don’t touch each other, and
can move freely about, what holds them together to form the rock?”

“They are held together%y the same power that holds this little
tremblmc\; world of ours in ITS atmosphere secure in its place among
the countless stars—the power of Love! Each attracts all the other
atoms to itself, and as man leams his first lesson of life in just such
forms as these t[;ralns of granite, his lessons in love begin early
indeed! Ah Nature shows this beautiful spirit of helf)fulnes_s, and
that Man has strayed away from his first teaching, and let selfishness
rob him of his noble uses in the world—that is a thing that strikes
discord everywhere!” _ _

“ But it seems like a miracle, sir, that Love can hold the granite
rocks together.” _

“ 1t will cease to be miraculous, though none the less wonderful,
when you understand the law, Violet. To the ignorant savage the
blowing of a soap-hubble seems the performance of a miracle.  His
wondering eyes see in the beautiful crystal globe the rainbow tints of
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earth and heaven, the mirrored reflection of the landscape, and his
own astonished countenance. Presto! it is gone, and he Is doubly
mYStIerd_, peering keeny into the empty plge from which so wonder-
fully radiant a thmﬂ]ha come into beauty before his eyes.”

* Then can all |n?s.that seem miraculous be explained to us as
clearly as we could explain the bubble’s existence to the savage?”

“Yes, Violet; in due time all will become clear to us. But
come, we are forgetting our Oxygen. We have learned that it is
one of the ingredients of the atmosphere everywhere.” _

“One of them, sir? Is there more than one in the air we
breathe?” e _

“There are others, one of which is a gas called Nitrogen, and
which is also colorless, tasteless and odorless. It makes four-fifths
of our atmosphere. It also combines itself with other elements to
produce what we know as the salts of the earth, The third element
Is Hydrogen.  Like the other two elements, it also has no odor,
taste nor color, and is over eleven thousand times lighter than
water, which it forms by_addm%_ itself to Oxygen. Because of its
lightness this gas is used in the filling of balloons.”

“And now the last element?” . _

“ With this, my Urchins, | thlnk_zou are more familidr than with
the others, for it is Carbon, and unlike the others, is not invisiblev
It comes from the Sanskrit word meaning ‘to cook.” In its hardest
state it isa diamond; in its softest, graphite, or black lead.”

~“Ie seen it in both States, then,” said Snowdrop. “And a
diamond is Carbon1” _ o

“ Yes, Snowdrop, and it is the third element comprised in the
atmosphere.  So we have Oxygen, Nitrogen, Hydrogen and Carbon..
Now let us talk about them.” _ _

“An animated discussion followed, the children answering the
Wise Man’s questions eagerly and intelligently, demanding answers
themselves, their every query delighting him with its proof of their

comprehension of the subject in which he desired them to be
interested.
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“ Before we go further, let us learn the true nature of an atom,
or, as it is sometimes Wron%l_y called, molecule (since this word means
"little mass " and one in reality composed of atoms); for out of these
minute particles of stuff all existing things are created. An atom
has heen loosely termed “the smallest indivisible particle,” but so
long as it is an atom with shape, size and substance—that is, with
any dimension whatever—it may, of course, still admit of division.

“Let us place this bit of substance (which from its size we may
well call an_atomehmh | have caught ugon this finest needle Pomt
—a something | know must be there, although my eyes cannot dis-
cern it under this ordinary microscope. Look at it, Snowdrop, and
teil us what it looks like.” _ _

“Osir, it isn't little atall! 1t looks like a chunk out of a chain
?fbwountalns!” cries the girl, making room for the others at the
able,

By turns each child peers into the little tube, and many are the
exclamations of wonder and delight. _ _

“ Gold leaf affords an excellent example of the fineness to which
somethm% dense and heavy in itself may be worked. ~Gold can be
beaten hetween leather by a %old-bea_ters hammer to a leaf one three
hundred and fortﬁ_thousandt of an inch thick.”

“Of an inch thin, | should say! " cried Blackie.

“ That is more expressive of its state,” and the teacher laughed
merrily. “ But it can be worked far finer than that.  Gold can be
made to coat a wire, the coating being one thousand times thinner
than the f|ImV_goId leaf, and measuring, actually, one three hundred
and forty miflionth of an inch thin, as Blackie suggests. Yet under
the lens of the microscope the atoms of gold are seen to be still piled
ong on top of another, and present a somewhat bulky appearance!
This ordinary little mmroscog_e will initiate you into some simple
mysteries, while that one whnich is now on ‘its way from *foieign
parts,” will, 1 am sure, take you into fairy land.”

“ It seems almost impossible to believe that worlds as great as
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ours could be made from such tiny particles.” This from the gentle
Violet, who gazed entranced into the microscope.

“ ‘As great as ours,”my child? Compared to many other planets
our earth IS a pigmy. 1t would take thirteen hundred of our earths,
for instance, to make a planet the size of Jupiter.”

“Avnd are all planets—all stars—formed of the same sorts of
atoms?”

“Yes, Violet. This fact is supposed to have been satisfactorily
proved by the analysis of meteoric stones. Meteors which have
fallen in different localities have all shown themselves to be composed
of the same world-stuff used to make our earth. In one meteoric
stone, especially, which once feil in the south of France, upon being
examined disclosed water and turf; this proving it came from some
place where vegetable life existed.”

“ But are the four elementsthat you have tatht usall there are?”

“ No, Violet. There are supposed to be fifty-five in all. Of
these forty are metals; twelve non-metallic bodies or not metals; the
remainder are three solid substances which form a connectm? link
between the metals and non-metals. | wish you to know the four—
Oxygen, Nitrogen, Hydrogen and Carbon—since these are the foun-
?$tlon of protoplasm, which compound substance alone produces
ife.

“And now let us partake of some of the elements needed by the
animal Man, and which are furnished and made fit for our use by the
Chemical action of growing Vegetation. Here on these bowl-shaped
cabbage leaves | place these luscious berries, and over them | beg of

you to sprinkle sugar from this sifter.” Eva BEST.
{To be continued.)

O noble soul, put on these wmgs t0 Ahg feet ﬁnd rise above all
cre tltres, and ?b%ve Wlne OWN reas rhan bov% the angelic chh0|ri
nd a oveh the |Ig t that has ﬁlYen t ee,stlhe_ragt » and throw thyself
upon the heart of God; then sfialt thou lie hidden from all creatdres.

—Eckhart,
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TOLSTOI ANOTHER MIVART.

Count Tolstoi has likewise come under the ecclesiastic ban. The
Metropolitan of St. Petersburg, Antonius, issued a private circular
edict commanding all the clergy to refuse Tolstoi recognition as an
orthodox member of the Russian Greek Church. No priest may
absolve him or give him communion, and he is to be deprived of
burial in consecrated ground, unless “before departing this life he
shall repent, acknowledge the orthodox doctrine, believe and return to
the Church.” The three metropolitans, those of St Petershurg,
and Moscow and Kieff, desired to make a fubllc roclamation of the
matter, but the Synod feared the wrath of the Russian people, with
whom the Count” Stands in high favor. His recent work, “The
Resurrection,” seems to have been the last straw which broke the
ecclesiastical back. In it Tolstoi had declared that Christ actually
forbade the very things that are continually done in churches, such &
“the meaningless much speaking,” and the “ blasphemous incantation
overbread and wine”; also in the clearest words that men should call
other men their master, and pray in temples. One should worship,
Christ had taught, not in a temple, but in spirit and in truth,

The career of Tolstoi has been that of an enquirer, inquisitive to
know what is true, and changing his views as it appeared in new light.
At elghteen he became an unbeliever in all religion, and he so con-
tinued for thirty years. He then experienced a revulsion of sentiment
and concluded that as life itself is @ matter beyond reason, he ought
not to reg]ect a faith that was beyond reason.” He returned to the
Greek Church, accepting its ordllggnces, but not its dogmas. He
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accepted Christ, not as “very God” but as the author of the wisest
System of phrlosophy ever put forward by man. He rejected the
vicarious atonement of course, and the whole doctrinal framework
of the scheme of redemption.  Of immortality he said little. He
neither approved the despotism of the Russian government nor that
of the Russian relr?ron He declared that the sum of all the evil
Fossrble to the people, if left to themselves, could not equal the sum of
he evil actually accomplrshed by the tyrann of Church and State.
Cardinal Vaughan, who excommunicated the late Dr. Mivart, in
February, is now himself in low health and the physician enjoins

strict quiet.
MOSQUITOES AND MALARIA.

A fad |n medical fashions, aé once. recent 1and absurd, is the
ass mp\ront at mosqurt e ar gemrna ors of what are termed
ma arra drseases It'1s uta ecade or so that articles appeared in
[) r(c éournas to. show that individuals_owed their exemption from
his dass of maladres to a free exposure of their bodrl surface to these
msecr] They are doctors, says%ewrrter tegl leed us and with
thrste suc out the sta[qnant lood Srgnrfr antIY nNOWeVver, sev-
era regG ns w ere mosqur oe? bite the fiercest are ota Y |mmune
ﬁ reenlang; another, Alaska. On t eo er hand, an nglrsh
author, narratrng his ex rpéenences ﬁt R me here the word “ malaria
was first coing reco s that he shie ded rmself erfectl{y from
attacks of aLaHa ISease b¥ puttrng rirtrona cog In the
atter part of the afternogn. The writer has rmsefwrtnesse enouh
of this sort to convince him that intermittent and other fevers mayﬂ
enfirel obvratedb pre autrons oft(;r?]character and that the mos-
%ntla“ ia é as sh e arm ess and her bite Innocuous, o far as

ISease 15 concerned
LEIBNITZ ON MATTER.

Accorgrn to the IdeaI Philosophy of Leibnitz, matter, m?tron

space, and time are on}/ hengmena. “They are not absolute realifies

hey have reIatrve reat§ They arg reaTenou h on the plane of the

senses.  They are rea modes 0 ConscloySNess—as our pre
ent, |mperfe3r mterpretatron}s o% that whrcﬁ IS sprrrtuaf and etePnaf
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Sep:i\ce time, mafte and otron) are relatively reﬁl Pat not absolntel
MetaJJh ysica ny e qobsolute sense, ‘in the last analysis, fro
the Divine standpoint, all is mind, there is no matter.

SOME MISREPRESENTATIONS CORRECTED.

The Swami_Ab gdananda has summarrly punctured some of the
bubbles thﬁt floated around in_our 03/ %od days.  Our Dooks qn
%]eogra{) 3/ ﬁ Bvctureso aH |ndu womn eside the rivey Ganges In

e act of thro

Ing er in ant child to a crocoaile; ana there was
another engraving of the car of Jurg ernat SJaﬁanath wrth fana IC
worshr Derg Castr gnthernse VES dovr( 0 be cfus ed un er the wn ee

amr sa e as wa on foot g an e
3 teen ndred mres mrn%rngn reel1y wrth Hr dus o ét asses
astes, but never heard of ers eeding tne 5roco les wrt
nerr babes.  Indeed It IS now declared rt ﬁt croco?rles onott ”i%e
e Ganges. In regard to the stone% tec%ro %ernatw
leﬂI &Jrocessron everY summertestory at Hin sthrowtem-
seves under It to ?arn salvatio bz/ being, cfushed to death, the Swami
dec ares t? he uterIX groundles and falie So, 00, the suttee or
burning or wid ?ws S een?matter ?ross misre resente It was
never a tenet of the Hindu religion nof eve acust m In the wa éhat
we have een told Itseemst hﬁve egunwen the Mohammedans
con uere(f ﬁounhrg eg behaved 50 tgutally to the wrdows of
Hindu_ soldiers that thé latter ften commrtte sulcide to escaPet em.
Then |A also, occurred thﬁt when the bodres of the dead were cremated,
the widows in ?ne and despalr %vert errwofu and uni)rote%ted con-
drﬁron wentwthte or se t0 the pyre. twa%a ractice, however
on In certarn arso ecounr and while the nestsencouraqed
ervertrn e Interpretin therr scriptures |n Its su port
catedc ses stron Oﬁ) osed It, att trnrq ? lﬁ)é) ess It 24
orce y, percer ne essrtyo |cra help, t X vrPg eale
he r|t| ru ers and raised a arge sum of money whic pald
k e]o icers for their influe g his way Was ‘obtained t e Iaw
which the suttee was forbidden, T e. Swami JS dornq an excellent
ork In_correcting cherished false impressions of his countrymen, while
r}]atlt)usgtd )g his hearers in just vrews of the older Aryan religjon V\and
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