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OFTEN wonder,”” says Xenophon, ““how by any
coneeivable arguments the people of  Athens
cowld be persuaded hy the prosecutors of Soera-

tes that he was deserving of death at the hands of the
State.”  This mood of wonder in Nenophoit has heen
amply justified.  The judement of Socrates has been
vne of the mest instroctive things in history, and that
hot merely (n accecunt cf the werth and nobility of the
vietim and the chvicus abcurdity and injustice of the
© sentence. What makes it memorable is rather the fact
that the deéd wus typical and in cne form or another
1s being continually re-enacted.  Every prophet and
every genuinely prophetie sentiment has to face a like
tribunal and be ecndemned. And every age furnishes
as censors and proseceutors not only its unthinking and
commonplace Anytus and Meletus, but its witty and ac-
complished Aristcphanes. A nation and 2 community
are, in faect, tested by their treatment of their prophets.
What was it, then, that distinguished Xenophon and
Plato and the other companions of Soerates, along with
the master himself, from the mass of citizens of the mest
enlightened  state of  antiquity? It was just this
babit f mind and soul which it was the mission of
Socrates to awaken, that sees the moral contradietions
and ineonsistencies of eurrent dominant opinion, won-
ders at them and ponders over them. IProbably no one
vver helped in the least to breaden or deepen the refleet-
iveness of his people or to stimulate them {o praetical
reform in life and manners, to whom the moral tone and
temper of society had not become a paradox challenging
attention and demanding explanation, '
Thus it ought to be the mest valuable of all historieal
studies to consider outstanding cases of popular infatua-
tion and judicial folly, mixed or unmixed with official
ontrage.  The chief drawback, as a rule, to such reflee-
tiens is that the werld has alveady made up its mind
upen the moral questiens at issue.  The observer has,
therefere, fittle «r nothing of that spontancous inward
sentiment which is the nceeessary stimulus to energetie
practieal thinking. So muech indignation at the .death
sentences of Socrates and Savonarola and Bruno and
Nervetus has been already given forth by cur predeces-
sers that we think it scarcely necessary to try the cascs
again. In faet, very little original sentiment is now-
adays evoked by these or the like flagrant cases of in-
Justice.  Morcover, the issues involved are in a sense
antiquated, or seem to us to be antiquated, which prac-
tically amounts to the same thing. Aceordingly we dis-
miss them from our thoughts as irrelevant to present-
day wmatters, perbaps at the same time relieving our

momentarily outraged sense of right. by hestowing o
contemptuous curse upon the intolerance and folly of
the past.

‘\'«',\\': i this is 1o be the end of our study of antiquity,
or of history generally, it is scarcely worth while to begin
it. The study ol history has no moral quickening in it
unless it includes the study of “‘something far more
deeply interfused,” which answers to the llchrew
coneeption of **Propheey,”” and which we may venture
for the present to eall by that greatly misunderstood
name. It s characteristic of all true prophets, Hebrew,
Hellenie or medern, that they stond in vital relation not
merely to their own age and people, but to every age
and every people.  Their message is primarily for their
own cenfemporaries.  And yet, in a sense, all men are
their eantemperaries, for the very same message is for all
times and for all peoples. It is they who give to human
history its cternal significance. They have educed for
us the element in history which is vital and vermanent
—the very soul of history—of which action and events
are merely the bedy. ““The prophet never dies.”” That
1t 1o say, the interpreter of history has the immortality
which belongs to his message.  And his message is, in
bricf, a reiteraticn of the cternal principles of the moral
world.  These prineiples are ever the same. It is the
mode of their applieability to the varying conditions
of human society that gives them perpetual freshness
and power. Plato and Ames, who"knew nothing of
electricity or radiwm oy preferential tariffs, may for
their saving eounsel still be listened to with profit by
the modern world,

The other more persenal relation of the true prophets
is equally worthy of attention. They are out of harmony
with their time and people becanse they are so far in
advance of them, They are necessarily misunderstood
by ntost of their follow eitizens and condemned by popu-
lar opinion, theugh their fate is not always the 0ut;wayd
stignia of a felen’s doom.  The mode of their despite
andl rejection varies with the manners and tastes of the
ages int which they live in the body ; but they are always
under the han of fashionable opinion. 1In this re-
speet they are witnesses or martyrs to the truth in their
own generation. It has always been har(‘l for the pro-
phet to get a proper hearing. The majority of. us mo‘_d-
erns would probably in the days of old have joined in
the outery against Socrates; and the modern Christian
is usually found implicitly condemning the prophets
of the OId Testament and the New. Not that we do
not. approve of the prineiples. for whieh these prophets
lived and died. Our method of disapproval is to prac-



