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S0UL—"DOES DEATH END ALL?"-REV. JOSEPH COOXK,
ET ALIL
(By Ariex Prixoie.)

What is meant by soul? This is tho first thing to be sottled.
Is tho soul of man an indescribable *immaterial entity ” apart
from the mind, dwelling in the body during life, but independent
of it ; or is the soul tho mind—the aggregate of our rentul activi-
tics—~—a consensus of our fcultics ! The former view is ancient,
the latter modern—tho one is theological, the other scientifiec. Wo
know. of course, what Webster and Worceester, and the ¢ Com-
mentators” tell us of soul, by they cannot sottle the question.

In order to ascertain definitely what iy meant by soul among
theologians of the present day, I addressed letters of enquiry to
five or six of the leading ones in this country, viz, Prof. Dawson,
McGill College, Montreal ; Rev. G. M. Graunt, Queen's University,
Kingston: J. T. Lewis, Episcopalian Bishop; Dr. Lynch, loman
Catholic Archbishop; Rov. Di. Nelles, Victoria College, Cobourg ;
and Dr. Ryerson, Toronto. The fellowing, with somo variation,
according to the one addressed, is a copy of the lotters i—

“J. W. Dawson, L.L.D., F.R.S., Priacipal McGill College,
Montreal :——
“Dean SR :—Without making any apology for addressing you,
I proceed at onco to stato my request.  Will you kindly givo me
a definition, as a scientist and theologian, of *Soul,’ or ¢ Spirit’—
that part of man which is said to bo immortal,
t Pleasa givo a conciso statement of what you understand by
the ¢ soul of man.’
“Yours, ete.”

*1 received, if not satisfactory, at least courtcous replies from
all, except his Grace tho Roman Catholic Archbishop, who mwade
10 reply, or, if ho did, it failed to reach me.

Only three, however, of theso theologians ventured to defino
“Soul,” and tell what thoy understood by the word. Prof.
Dawaon, whoso conception of it T wag mor2 suxions to got than
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. ho was “sorry to say, not at all in his line of study.”

any, a3 he is regarded the ablest champion Christianity has in
this country, did not give any definition, as the question was,
As Prof.
Dawson, by implication, if not divectly, deals with theological
questions in his polemical defenoss of the Bible from a scientific
standpoint, it is to bo regretted and wondered at that he can give
no account of *“soul” either firom a scientific or theologic stand-
point,

Amnong the three (Principal Grant, Bishop Lewis, und Dr.
Ryerson), who do give their definitions of “soul,” there is much
divergence. One retains the ancient Greek and medieval notion
of soul as dn essonco or entity entiroly independent of the body,
and producing all of its activities—mental and physical. Another
takes a more modern and scientific viow, and makes soul to
includo the intellect, affections, etc. The other seems to hold »
sort of compromise position—a middle ground—botween tho
entity hypothesis and tho present * consensus of the thohuman
facnlties ™ oxposition of tho Positivist school. There is thus little
agrecment among theologians as to what soul is. In looking for
anything like consensus among them, you only find * confusion
worse confounded.” Tho chaos of conflicting notions and concep-
tions of soul may, howovor, bo reduced to two general proposi-
tions, thus:—First, Sou! i8 an essence or entity independent
of the organism, yet indispensable to all of ils activities;
and Sccondly, Soul is tho sum of the wmental activities,
resulting from organization. The former conception, in a much
mere extended sense, runs through Greek philosophy and medioval
litereture.  Plato supposed this soul or entity to exist it all organ-
isms and forms, aniinal and vegetable, being the source, not only of
overy activity, but of every form. The only residuum, however,
of this ancient figment that now remains is, according to Mr.
F. Horrison, the notion of man's immortal soul. The Christian
phbilosophy of theso times still locates this soul entity in man
bohind all his actiivties; but without the consistency of the Greck
philosopher, denies it to animals, trees, ete.

Now, if every manifestation of mind or emotion iz man requires
soul behind it to produce it, then, of course, overy manifestation
of mind or fecling in the lower animals must nlso have soul behind
it to produce it. Henee, on this hypothesis, overy animal hasan
immortal soul. This is the only logical conclusion from the
premises.  If man is immortal, ho must inavitably take with him
every animal which manifests inind, from the polecat to the gorilia.

In the way of this soul theory are cerlain difficultics which
thoso who still adheroe to it, on grounds of eridence, ought to clear
up. The first littlo difficalty which wo meet is, that there is not
one particle of proof forthcoming outside of so-called ravelation
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thut this indescribablo ontity which they call soul hns any exist-
onvo whatever, cithor in the flesl oroutof it. When does it enter
the body of humun or animal? At birth? I so, whero was it,
what was it doing, and was it conscious the decillions of ages before
tho birth of the body it goes into? Or, if it is created at birth
specially for tho particular body it is to bo put into, is it ercated
porfect—{ully doveloped?  Or 38 nsmall embryo soul made so that
it can grow und dovelop with the body?  But, then, how can this
goul bo *“indepondent ” of the body if it must keep time with the
hodyl Avroe tho souls nll created alile, or is a different soul made
for every body 3 If they nre all made alike, and tho subiequent
differentiation is caused by the body, how can tho soul be tnde-
peadent of the body? ff thoy are created differently from the
beginning—of all grades, zood, b d, and indifferont—is this fuir
or just? And uro those having bad souls responsible for the sume?
These are questioas which ought to bo answered. And, further,
whero i8 this soul whon tho subject is insane? Or whore is it
during sleep?  Or when tho brain is compressed, producing uttor
uncJsnsciousness, whore is tho soul? There is no sign of it. Itis
noi 28t tnventus. And if the soul was not created at birth, but
was pre-existont, was it conscious? If so, it was o consciougness
not only apart from, but difforont from ours, as we have no recol-
lsction of it. If, then, it wus a different eyo from us bofore birth,
why would it not be a different ego from us after our death? In
that caso, of what account would such a future existence bo to us,
it we are not to bo ourselves, but somebody else? That would be
ug dubious an identity as that of Ami, of peripatetic fame. To
digress a little, the story of Mr. Ami runs thus :—This philoso-
pher, whoso brief surnamu happened to be Ami (nccent on the
consonant), took lodgings at a village tavern while in a condition
of spirit-ual or alcholicnon compos. Boforo horetired to rest, or
rathor beforo ho was put into astato of retiracy, somo mischisvous
wag (Mr. Ami woro a full beand), shaved one sido of his fuce,
leaving tho other in a ““state of nature,” On rising next morn-
ing, uot fully recovered from an unusually deep sleep, our hero,
as is natural to some weu, rad all women, essayed to recognize his
individuality in, or through, the locking-glass ; but, on discovering
a dubious nondeseript, ha thus cogitated : “Am I Ami,or am I
not Ami; and if I am not Awmi, who am I? Now, if this theory
of tho pre-existenco of tho soul bo truo, when wo get “over tho
river” wo will probably find ourselves in 8 great n quandary as
to our identity as Ami was.
This ancient the:ry of a soul entity is so cncompassed with
mystery and absurdity that it is not surprising it is losing its
hold upon the modern mind.  Whether it may yot appear in the
unfoldment of nature that mind has a posthumous existenee or
not, the hypothesis of soul as an entity apart from the mind is
apidly vanishing. The mind, including all of tho emotions, is the
only ego—subjeclive or oljective—that wo know anything of, or
that wo have any consciousness of.  Of any soul boyond that wo
know mnothing. The only mtional and tenable hypothesis,
therefore, is, that what has been called * soul ” is simply mind—
tho sum of wur activities resulting from organization. Now, ns
wind is a process not an entity, a property, not a substance, it
follows that it cannot be immortal. The idea of & mere function
or property being indestructiblo and imrmortal is absurd. The
mind is tho firuction of the brain, Woe find mind in connection
with brain only, an? nover apart frow, or indepeondent of it. Al
our knowledgoe on tho suljject goes to show that the mind or soul
is utteriy depondent upon the brain.  Mind is tho function of the
brain, the samo as digestion is tho function of the stomach, or
circulation of tho heart and lungs, ete. As digestion in any
orzanism forever ceases when its digestive organs aro destroyed,
and civculation when its organs arv destroyed, <o do thought and
individual consciousness forover ceaso whon their orgau, tho brain,
is destroyed. Whilo thero is a living healthy stomach thers is
bunger, thirst, and digestion; heart and blood vessels, there is
circulation ; brain and nervous systea, there is thought—mind;
bu$ thero is no such thing as hunger apart from a stomach, or
sensation apart from nerves, or mind apart from a brain.
A month or two age, Rov. Joseph Cook delivored a lecturo in
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Toronto, on the subject, ‘“Docs Derth Fod All™ Judging by
tho Globe roport, Mr. Cook failed to throw any now light on the
subject. One feature of tho lecture, howover, strikes the Mator-
inlist us not a little extraordinary. The Rov. gentleman, conscious,
no doubt, that something stronger than revelation was needed to
convinco his nudionce, cssayed to prove o future vxistenco by the
uid of scionce. Now, the scientists toll us that they aro unablo to
find ono tittlo of gvidence in nature—in tho wholo presont field of
scientific exploration-—that the mind consciously survives the death
of thobody. Albeit, the Rev. Joseph Cook, who is not a scicntist,
but a theclogian, declares per contrd, that scienco does cstablish tho
immortality of tho sonl! Tho Globe tolls us that “by a proczss
of reasoning on purely sciontific mothods, he srrived at the con-
clusion that deuth does not ond all.” Now, this theological
reagoning on “sciontific (1) mothods,” and tho *conclusion”
urrived at, may bo ewminently satisfactory to Mr. Cook, and re-
asguring to the orthodox Chrictian; but they will scarcely avail
to disperso the thoughts of thousands of thoughtful people in the
churches, much less move tho cultured rationalist or materinlist.

When Prof. Tyndall, & year or two ugo, in his new celebrated
Belfust Address as President of the British Scientific Associntion,
vontured to touch upon whut was claimed to be theologic issues,
tho theologians raiged a great huo and cry about scienco * presam-
ing” to decide theological problems. The Professor was roundly
berated and denounced for having the ““ arrogance  and * prosump-
tion” to trench upon sacred ground—even ecclesinstical ground.
And, be it rememberod, Prof. Tyndall did not essay to pass npon
any  .crine of theology from a theclogical standpoint, but simply,
by implicaticn, from his own standpoint of science. Ho had a
perfect right to do this. If it is found that the logical and inevit-
able outcome of certain scientific facts and genoralizations is the
destruction of a time-honored dogma in theology, is the exponent
of scienco to blame for merely pointing out tho fact? Thesciantist
bag nothing to do, direcily, with theology,——to him it is an exotic
weed, and he nover meddles with it except to uproot it when ho
finds it in his way. e himself nover enters tho theological £eld,
though his scientific artillory may reach over into that domain and
do fearful work. But whet does the theologian do? What does
Mr. Cook do? Mo does not rest with trying to prove a future
oxistence froc. theology and revelation, but coolly and ¢ arrogantly”
steps ovor into the ficld of scionce, (where, bpthe way, he is as
much out of his clement as u fish on land), and complacently tells
us that science proves the immortality of the soul. Tt was vory
“arrogant,” of course, for Tyndall simply to point out from his
own ground the falling of tho old rotten trees on tho theologic side
of tho fonco by the scientitic lightning from his side; but theve is
no arrogance, forsooth, in Joseph Cook crossing tho fence and
calling desparately upon us to look at the great living onks falling,
when they are not falling at all—his theologic thunder having
had no effect on them.

Ar Cook dilated learncdly—aye, and dogmatically—upon the
* abtruso principles of diurnal biology” (whatover that can bo) with,
as the Globe putsit, the ¢ skill of a master,”—and we may add with
the fincsse of a theologian. Biology, of course, under the theologic
manipulation and clastic exegesis of Mr. Cook, proves that * death
does not.end all.” Lot us sce. Prof. Huxloy, admittedly tho
very highest authority in biology, says, ¢ But in the interest of
scientific cloarness, I object to say that I have a soul, when I
mean, all the while, that my organism has cortain mental functions
which, like tho rest, are dependent upon its molecalar comsposition,
and como to an end when I die”—(* A Modern Symposium,” p.
82, Rose-Bolford Pub. Co., Toronto, 1878.)

If such philosophers and theologians as deal with the “soul and
future lifo " in that wonderful * symposium * just mentioned, havo
not ono ray of light to givo to the world on that dark subject, we
may well despair of Joseph Cook’s being able to clear away tho
mist. Ja striving to prove immortality by the aid of biciogy, Mxr.
Caok only oxhibits his lack of kunowledgo in that department of
scionco as it stands at prosout.  And, in defining matéer, bo is as
far behind tho natural philosophy of to-lay as he was in his mota-
physics in trying to explain couscience. Mo gravely told the
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students of Knox Collego that conscionco was an intelligent fuculty, ;
knowing vight from wrong ; and then regaled his audienco at the |
Shaftesbury Hull with the decaying doctrino of the absolute inertia '
—uttor deadness—of wattor.  Popo says i—
** Sea thro’ this air, this ocean, and this earth,
<A matter quick aud bursting into birth,”

But, as thewo is perbups more poetry thau proso about this
authority, lot us have Tyndall on the subject. In his Belfast
Address ho says e “discerns in muttor the promiso and potoncy
of overy form and quality of life.” o also quotes Bruuo approv-
ingly to tho effect that wmatter is not “ that mzero otapty capucity
which philosopliers have pictured her to be, but tho universal
mother who brings forth all thiugs as the fruit of her own womb,”

aud Lucretius that ““ nature is scon to do all things spontancously
of horself without tho meddling of the gods.”

The theologian is oxceedingly unxious that matter should still
romuin that “mere empty capacity” it was formerly supposed to
bo, 80 that it would always require * soul " or “ spirit  or “ God ”
behind it to mould and move it.  But, unfortunatel y for thicology
that vis incrtia has fled from it, and that which was utterly * dead”
is surely cowe to life! Tho theological notion of matter requires
a God behind it, or within it, to mova it ; but thore is absolutely
no roomn for the gods in modern philosophy. After a lugubrious
effort toshow that life precoded orgunization, with great confidence !
Mr. Cook exclaims, “If, then, organization did not begin life,
how dared any man assert that disorganization endud all? If he
proved that organization did not begin life, then he thought the
burden of proof with regard to a future existenco was thrown on

tho matcrialist.” Bravo! If Mr. Cook proves what nobody

denics, then wo arc, forsooth, bound to vrove nnegative ! "This is, . .- . ‘
’ y ! - 1 » ! coincidence, thongh surely itis a very tritling une, that the 14tl

indeed, queer logic—albeit it is strictly theological. No ono
denies that life exists beforo tho body—that is, unconscious life,

mero force, Tho_sporm and ovum, bofore they aro brought to- | wo have no doubt, try the fortitude of our revered and beloved

gother by copulation, sare no doubt alive in a certain sense ; but
will Mr. Cook say thero is any conscious lifo, ovan for months
after embryogenic vivification. Thero is lifo in tho kernel of
wheat and in the acorn, and there is lifo in tho “speck of albumen
flozting upon tho water,” but no couscious life. **If organization
doce not hegia life, how daro any man assert that disorganization
onds ull " Now, this is what we * dare” assort, —That organizi-
tion hegins conscious life and disorganization ends it. Wo do not
say that disorganization ends tho wiconscious forco which preceded
conscious life. Wo simply say that as conscious, inteliigont life
begins with the body it ends with the body. Whatover begins to
be will cease to be is a truism which Mr. Cook will scarcely deny.
The mind or soul begins to be with the body, therefore it ceases to
be with the dissolution of tho body. We are conscious of no exist-
once beforo birth, we have therefore no guarantee of a conscious
existence after death. Tho unconscious life or forco which inheres
in the sperm and ovum, and in the nutritious cloments from which
they came, may still persist in another form of forco after the
doath of tho body, but that is all. If a future existonco of that
doscription is any consolation wo havo it ; but that the personal,
individual, conscious intelligonce which we call mind or soul, con-
stituting tho only g0, is indestructiblo and survives the dissolution
of its organs, is unphilosophical and absurd, and we havoe no faith
init, as thero sccms no substantial evidence whatever to support 't
Thero is, howover, a conception of a futuro life entertained—
indeod, chorished as a religion—bLy many notle and cultured
minds who cannot beliove in a personal immortality ; and that is,
tho immortality of our thoughts and noblo acts whick will continu-
ally persist forover in their influenco. And this really appoars a
much higuer and less solfish view than tho desire for # personal
future lifo of personal noverending enjoyments and indulgences.

Selby, Decombar, 1878,

P.8.—To our readurs, one and all, I bog to wish all tho compli-
ments of tho approaching holiday season, and all tho possible
happiness thoy can legitimately secure during the wholo of this
lifo~—the cnly ono wo aro cortair. of, or know anything about.

Fraternally,

t
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The Princess Alice, our readers are aware, departed this lito
on the 14th Decomber, and it has been remnarked as 2t curious

is tho anniversary of her father’s death, in 1861,  The cvent will,

Queen ; but as, bosides boing a queon, perbaps we should say, in
spite of being a queen, she is a woman of good sense, sho has not
now to takein tho idea, asa surprise, that sho and her children,
like tho meanest of her subjects, aro subject to tho great law of
mortality. Wo entircly sympathiso with Her Majesty, and not
loss with our “ own ™ Princess Louise, who will naturnlly feel the
loss of her sister, and be, perhaps, inclined to wish that she were
now by hor mother'’s side to share her grief, and solace her in her
hour of bereavement. But when they come, theso things must
be borne. Death is tho greas lovetler, and over-rides all distine-
tions. It is in no spirit of lovity, but in all seriousness and
honesty that we wish to “improve the occasion,” and we, thore-
fore, miso the question, why such an event has been permitted to
occur, if it was within human power to prevent it. Wo do not
wish to be understood as cntertaining any doubt that the Grand
Ducliess bad the bost medical advico that could bo bad, and overy
attention that the most anxious solicitude could procure for her.
These things go without saying. But wo cannot belp asking, why
the Church’s prayers wero not invoked and mado use of to avert
the impending calamity. When the six hundred victims of the
Lrincess Alice—anothsr coincidenco—sunk beneath the wave,
there was no timo for intercession ; bat, in this case, it wasknown
for cight or ten days, that tho Grand Dachess was in danger, and
yot no cffort was mado o save her. Somo ycars age, it will bo
recollected, her brother, tho Princo of Wales, was supposed to be
at doath's door, and, then, all tho churches in England and in her
colonies lifted up their voices, and prayed for his recovery,
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Well, suro enough, ho did recover, and tho pricsts—with their
usual front of brass—tock credit to themselves for having pre-

vailed with, or, to liston to the more fanatical of thom, over God,

and with, in fact, having worked a kind of miraclo. His recovery
was, any way, a lucky hit for tho saints, and they woro not slow
to mako capital ont of it. But what we want to press on them
now, is tho question, Why did you not repeat the oxperiment?
There was plenty of timo to get up the steawm, and surely the
objoct was a good and worthy one. Nothing, howover, was done.
Not a single public prayer was offered up on hev behalf.  Tho
clorgy of England—so far as wo know—rested on their oars ; the
clergy of Canada followed suit, and oven our Y.M.C.A. looked on
% with mute, irsonsate gazo”; and now, all men may sece tho end,
Ig thero not “ somothing rotten in tho state of Donmark "

The subject is not an agreenble one, und wo shall not pain

our readers by lingering on it. Wo only say, and we gay it
in all Lonour and honesty, that we cannot belicvo that the sainte
beliove 50 absolutely in the cfticacy of pruyer, as they prefess to
do, or they would not havo fuiled to usoit, in a case so interesting
and go distressing. If they really and truly Lelioved that their
prayers could avail augbt, and yet declined to offor them, wo do
not well seo how they can be acquitted, or how they can acquit
thomselves of * corstructive " Let thom think of these
things. Let them learn to amend their ways, and to mako their
practice square with their profession. Fas est ad hoste doceri ;
the ¢ Caristians” may take a friondly Lint from us, and try and

be a little more consistont.

We wish our readers the compliments of the season and wany
returns. Wo would like to hear from thom, everyone, with tho
amount of their subscriptions for tho second year of the Jovnxat
and arrears, where such exist.

Not only do Christians seem to think that sceptics have no
rights which a Christian is bound to respect, but, some of them,
at least, think that even courtesy isnot due them. Tho Rev. Mr.
Sandford, in his “ Review of Coleman,” is carcful to give himself
the titlo of “ Rov.,” but has not the common decency to give Mr.
Coleman even a modest ¢ Mr.”

The meeting in Albert Hall overy Sunday evening, under tho
auspices of the Toronto Frecthought Association, continue to ve
well attended, and are of an interesting character. Tho semi-
annual election of officers takes place on Sunday morning, the 8th
January, 1879,

Wo arc in receipt of a communication from the Rev. J. II.
Dodd, regarding an editorial of ours in last issne of Jourvar,
criticising his attempt to prove the existenco of a “God,” in the
Boston Investigater. Our space will not permit us to engage in a
long controversy with Mr. Dodd, and if wo pubiished his lotter,
and roplied, it would inovitably lerd to such a controversy.
Besidos, we aro of the opinion that our friend, Mrs. Elmina D.
Slenker, who is his opponent in tho Investigator, will bo quite
cblo to deal with him without aid from anyone.

THE REDISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH.

et

Common exporience has shown that wealth unjustly acquired
{ is not permanent. Such riches aro suid to tako wings and fly
§ oway. The fact has beon observed, ond yet the rcason assigned

has been of such a natwo as to involve the whole subject in ob-
} scurity, and oven to produce doubt and distrust as to tho reality
i of tho phenomenon. ‘The nomesis of unearned money has been,
! in all ages, attributed to tho anger of the gods. A mun lag been
unjust to his neighbour, bue incurred their anger, and the gods
avengo thomsolves by bringing somo sudden calumity, by sending
the plaguc among his cattle, burning his housg, or sinking his
ship. 'This explanation has two great disadvantages; the one,
that such calumitics are common to tho just and the unjust; the
other, that it involves tho supornatural—the work of agents with
whoso nature and wotives wan is unacquainted. Such is tho
explunation so long as mon aro in tho theological stato ; that is,
whilo phenomena are reforred tc supernatural and arbiteary
causes.  So Jong as tho fuct is thus accounted for, there can bo no
true knowledgo of right and wrong. Men aro oxhorted to refrain
from injuring their fullows, lest thoy sutfer the vengeanco of an
offonded Deity, not because tho act is by constitution of socioty
injurious to tho docr and to the injured party. At the same timo,
it is taught that there aro means by which offended Deity can bo
reconciled. But this theological sanction has another great draw-
Lack. Moralists, legislators, and religionists have alike erred in
supposing that in tho realm where all is darkness and uncertainty,
they may find a sure foundation for their teachings. The super-
natural sanction is one of the weaket and most uncetrtain, instead
of being ono of the most certain and invariable. Ho can nover
tell just how great and how real is a man’s belief in his gods.
Men who taks tho oath by that form which, according to their
supposed faith, should effectually bind the conscience, uro observed
to be very careless of tho truth, whether thoy call themsclves
Christians, Jows, Brahmins, or Mussulmans. The supomntu'ml
sanction fails. On tho contrary, the natural explanetion calling
in nothing but what is clearly understood, and fortifying each
step by daily experience, casts a flood of light upon the whole
subject, romoves it from tho unknown, and brings it within tho
known and reasonable, It is not enougl to know that injustice
is punished, wo must sco that it is punished by tho lxm: of nature.
A thief steals fifty dollars. It is folly tosay that thal tifty dotlars
will do him no good ; it will buy fifty dollars worth of any good
thing, and will most likely be used to buy food and c]othmg, or
somo other good thing, but it is raticnal to say that there is no
general prosperity to tho thief. 'Tho fifty dollars stolen is not the
first of his crimes, but is one of a series. He has_ committed a
hundred thefts, some greater and some less.  Suspicion 18 u}reud_\‘
directed to him, honest men shun him ; one day, perhaps, his long
career in crimo will close by proof oI crime being found which will
condemn him to prison. But without this, the man i8 an outcast
from the socicty of honest men; they fear him, but he fears them
ten times more, the fifty dollars gained by the™ he must divide
with a pack of hungry parasites who, if refused, can bring him t»
justice. Besides, stealing is very uncertain and precarious as &
weans of livelihood, n business that no one can over become rx.ch
or prosporous by tollowing, for the only certanty of progperity
lics in industry and cconomy, and no thicf is cithor industrious or
cconomical. \We look then for tho thief to bo punished, not b_y
bad luck, but by tho consequences of his own acts. Therois
nothing supornatural in this, no mysterious avenging pPowers,
nothing but mon acting on ordinary motives. Mlen object to
being robbed of the fruits of their lahour, and combine in every
way ugainst those who rob them ; Le who onters upon a carcer of
theft will continuo that carcer, and will finally como to grief,
cithor at the hands of honest men, or of thieves. Intho nature of
things there is somo uncertainty as to how long such a career may
bo continued, and whother it end by this or that catastrophe, or
without ono, but that tho thief will not prosper with his ill-gotten
guins, is cortain. So far we havo been talking of theft, but in
. whatever manner money is unjustly obtained, wo shall find that
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it is oxposed to dangors to which carned money is a stranger. In
any cago it fosters improvidence rud extrvagance, and destroys
industry,  Often it is distribited among nceomplices. ‘Tho specu-
lator’s money is lost by sprculation, ths gambler's by idleness,
improvidence, und tho luzard of pluy. A gamblor hus sometimes
died while in luck, 18 a thief might dio before ho had eaten up o
stolon barrel of flour: but prosperity and enduring wealth are
mattors of law go plain thit all may undorstand them,
L.G.D.

THE MOSAIJ COSMOGONY.

————

BY G, W. GRIFFITHS,

——

( Continated, )

There is no sutrer index to national charactoristics thuu the
goniug of a lnguage, Hear what Canon Farrar (* Families of
Speech,” p. 123-1), says of the Hebrow : Coutrasting Aryan with
Semitic tongues, he speaks of “the metaphysical subtlety of tho
Grook, its rich wvariety, its delicato capacity for reflecting tho
minytest shades of meaning, the extruordinary wealth of ite inflec-
tion, its softness and music, its lightuess, gaiety and voluptuous-
nees, its extraordinary flexibility and precision as an iustrument
of human expression, its geniul lyrie playfulness, tke oceanic roll
of its oratory, and the soucrous hilt of its epic verse, nll contrast
strangoly and forcibly with the grave unbending statoliness of the
Hebrow, its absence of svntax, its infloxible stiffuess, its parsi-
mony of constiuction, its gutterals aud sibilunts, its utter vague
nesy and mistiness, its almost penurious absence of modal and
temporal distinctions. Ono would say that Greek is liquid, and
Hobrew metallic, or that Greek is a colored sun-picture, repre
ducing with the minutest fidvlity of Nature horsolf, every shadow
on the eartya, and evory -ipple on the sea; whilo Hebrow is a
broad, rough, unshaded 3ketch, in the sweeping strokes of a
Michael Angelo or & Tintoretto.”

Elgewlere Canon Farrav insists strongly on tho extrome and
bold literalness of the tongue, and at p. 128 he thus illustrates
that chavacteristic of the language of tho Bible which I endeavored
with the aid of Mucaulay, to describe in the Junuary number of
the Free-Toovont Jounvan, *“the Hebrow languagoe is indesd
adapted to the most splondid and Sibylline utterances of prophecy
and poctry * * * buatinprosecanhavdly heerid .o admit the
pussibility of a style.” Add to this the Rev. Canon's romark
that ¢ the Illebrew does a0t so much as possess an aorist or « plu-
perfect, or even a present, but contents itself with a single vagus
imperfect and « single vague fvivre,’ and wao not only ceaso to
wonder at the liternl imaginary which separates the waters baolow
from thoso above thoe firmament, but we gain the koy to tho
ascription of prediction of the future to wntings which really
speak of the past, When a language is deficiont in delicacy of
tonse, its literature, when also obscurad by antiquity, involves
nice shadesof meaning in a hopeless confusion, and defies precision
ot significance.

Mr. Gregg, in his “Creed of Christendom,” (p. 121), alluding
to the endeavors of, amongst others, Dr. Ruckiand, to establish
the “ Consistency of Geological Discoveries with thy Mosaic Cos-
mogony,” speaks, in his halfiscornful, Lut quist, mattor-of-fact,
manner, of Dr. Buckland, as “ another melancholy spocimen of
the low arts to which the ablest intellects find it necessary to con-
descend, when thoy insist upon reconciling admitted truths with
obvious and flagrant error.”  He proceeds to quote a specimen of
the ludicrous species of travesty of logic by which oven the ablest
theologians imposo on themselves. 1 trust it may bo shown, not
only that there is no inconsistency between ono interpretation of
tho phenomena of nature and the Mestic narrative, but that the
results of geological enquiry throw important lights on parts of
this history, which are otherwise involved in much obscurity  If
the ruggestions 1 shall venture to propose require some modifica-
tion of the most commonly received and popular interpretation of
tho Mosaic narrative, this admission ncither involves any impeach-

!
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i He looked unfuvorably upon tho marringe relution.”
f
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ment of the authenticity of the text, nov of the judgment of those
who had formerly interpreted it otherivisa in the ubsance of tufor-
mation as to furts which have bren bt verently brought to light ; (')
and if, in ths respect, geology shall teem to requiro some littls
concession from the litecal tnlerpretation of the Scriplure, it mny
fuirly bo held to afford nmple compensation (') for this demand
by the Inrgoe additions it has mudo to tho ovidences of natural
religion in n department. where revelation was not Jesigned to give
informnation.” “Then,” says Mr. Greg, although he (Dr. B.)
“ghrinks from the impiety of bending the luvguuge of God's Buok
to any other than the obvions weaning,” this theologicsl mun of
science, this pleader who hns accepted a retainer from beth the
litignuts, proceeds to patch up o hollow havmony,” ete., ote.  ‘The
italics and notes of admiration are Mr. Greg’s.

As if this sort of desperate clutching at broken reeds for recr.-
cilintion woro not damage cnough to inflict on the cause of crtho-
doxy, Dr. McCuul in “ Aids to Faith,” p. 264, further stultifies it
by putting his trust in the catastroplust, Dr. Whoweli, & mun
wh~se fervor of sloguence correctly indicated & tempernment unll
for scientific nnalysis. Dr. McCaul thorefore leaps nt onco to the
climax of obscurity by quoting Dr. Whewell's * Theory of the Solar
Systom,” a8 an authority for ** waters abovo tho firmament,” to
the following effect : ** Tho plancts exterior tv Mais, Jupiter and
Saturn egpecially, as the best krnown of thew, appear by tho best
judgment which we can form, to be spheres of water, and of
agucous vapor, combined, it may be, with atmospheric air.  Can
wo seo any physical reason for the fuct, which appears to us prob-
able, that all the water and vapor of the system is gathered in its
outward parts? It would seem tiat wo can.  Water and aqueous
vapor are driven off and retained at a diztanco by any other souico
of heat. It was, then, agreeablo to the general scheme, that the
ex vss of water and vapor should bo packed into 10tating masses,
such a8 are Jupiter and Saturn, Uranus and Neptune.  And thus
tho vapor which would otherwiso have wandered loose about the
atmosphere, was neatly wound up into balls, (1) which again: were
kopt in their due place by boing made to revolve in nearly civcular
orbits about the sun.”

( Concluded in Nert Nwmber.)

REVIEW OF TOLEMAN.

BY REY. J. 0. SANFORD,

1S JESUS CIRIST OUR GREAT EXBMPLAR.”

Mzr. Epiton:—While in Ontavio last summer, the Free-
THOUGHT Jourxat of June, 1878, was put into mny hands, the
leading articlo of which is undor the above caption. Aud, asa
freethinker, I crave spuce in yovur journal for a brief roview of
that arvticle, which, i granted. pleaso forward to mo, at Beriin,
Mich., the number containing it, and if you or Mr. Coleman wish
to criticiso my roview, that, of comse, is youwr privilege. I love
freo thought, and advucate free speech, free wen, free trade, and
freo press.  No sentiment is of value that will not endure investi-
gation.

M. C. starts out with the question, ““ In what wmanner is Jesus
our great example—tho pattern by which to mould our lives,
thoughts, and deeds?”  *“ Weo uro commanded to imitate His life,”
ete., and in attempting to delineato His life, insmuated agumnst
iv because He was not married, and was not a father, and did not
enter into domestic relations, thus setting an cxamplo in thoso
rolations. It would seom that any man of goud sense would know
that was neither the object of His mission, nor necessary vudor
the circumstances. But he says, ¢ On the contrary, if anything,
(Luke 20,

35.) A candid cxaminntion of tho above passago and its context

should convinco anyono that He was favorable to the murringe tio

in this world, but in the spirit world, or immortal state, marriage
! as bere does not exist. Then ho says Jesus ** encournged self-
| mutilation,” and quotes, in p -oof, Mat. 19, 12. Let any unbiased
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mind oxamine this text and its contoxt and ke will sce that Jesus
was only nurrating incidents which occurred, but did not say un
enconraging word of it.  Ho says, “ Paul inveighed right royally
agningt the married state, advising all to romaia single like him-
seif.” It will bo difficult to produce a singlo sentenco from the
writings of Paul to that effect. Under the then oxisting civcu..-
stances, and in the then near future, the family relations would be
attended with difliculties which the unmarried could measnzably
escape.  But no man could argue moro steongly in fuvor of con-
stauncy in connubial love than did the Apostlo Puul. Instcad of
adviging all to live single, ho only said, in view of tho approaching
cnlumities, * Ho that hath not a wife, lot bim seek not a wife.
But lio that hath a wife, let him seek not to be loosed from a wife.”
Such arguments as Mr. C.’s, based 621 s0 unsound promises, appear
unworthy of a noble-minded freethinker.

In his third paragraph he objects to Jesus as an example, be-
cauge He waited until Ho was thirty years old before he * engaged
in aught to help the world.” Did He not help tho world by
working at His trade? XXis mission was of the ministerial charac-
ter, and undor the Jewish priestly rule a man was not allowed to
onter on the priestly duties until he was 30 years of age. But is
*his evidenco that Ho did no one any good? By no means.
«hero is much ovidence in the history of His childhood of His
having done good in various ways. Did M. C. read tho account
of His tarrying at Jerusalem and conversing with the dotors and
lawyors when Ho was but twelve years of age? We know of
nothing that goes to show His minority was wasted. In obeying
tho laws, rules, and edicts of His country, ¢ the Young Jow"” was
a suitablo cxample for us to follow in obeying the Jaws of the land
in which wo live. Does Mr. Coleman supposo anyono thinks he
is obligated to make a Jew of himself because Jesus observed the
Jewish rites?

In his fourth paragraph ho asks if Jesus was *“ so employed that
e should implicitly follow His footstops ¥ It seems disingenuous
to throw out such an insinuatory intorrogatory, if ho intends by
following in His footsteps Fe means literally walking by tho Sea
of Galilee, or climbing the Mount of Olives, or sweating drops of
blood in Gethsemane. But tho full free-thought of the subject is,
Ho went about doing good. Ho climbed the mountains for con
tomplation, for inspiration of the thoughts that speak, the words
that burn and commuuion with His Father. And in His love of
tho sublime, His sympathy with the afilicted, and patience and
resignation in the hour of trial, we may well follow His examples
My free thoughts lead mo to think Mr. C. lowered bimself by ce-
presenting Jesus as **a wandering mendicant,” and those who
followed as & coteric of fellow-mendicants,” and * by truops of
women of doubtful reputation.” Read His quutations and it will
be scen that those women were thoso who had been healed and puri-
fied. By Hisrequiring those whu became Hisdisciples to leave their
carthly pussessions and follow Him, it was only intended for their
good in escaping tho calamities which befel those who wero 1ot
His disciples in that generation. Do not many young mea leave
their fricuds in these days and go out into the worid to labor for
tho good of others? But it appears that Jesus did pot. leave home
until He bad passed His wminority. True, some, on uccount of
His wondrous works, thought He was beside Himself, but He
proved His sanity very clearly. DBut that He ronounced His
mother, brothren, and sisters, Mr. C. i3 unable to prove. Heonly
said thoso who do the will of His father are His rclatives. But
not a word of discarding His friends. ft was not that Ho pre-
ferred to bo subsisted on tho substanco of otherz that Ho left Hia
trade, but for the sake of dving zood, and anyone would feel it
even n privilego to encertain Him. But how does Mr. C. know
He was “devoid of monaey to pay Xis taxes? It is not even
said Ho was called on for taxes. Read His quotation, (AMat. 17,
24, 27), and it will bo seen that Ho had money to pay His custom,
which He voluntarily ordered one of His disciples to pay for them
both,

In his fifth paragraph Mr. C. insinuated that tho * Nazarine
enthusinst” required pauperism and mendicancy as absolutely
necessary to fit ono to becomo His follower, and cites tho diroction

to His Twelvo, whom Ho sont out to preach, to take with them
no monoy, etc. But this doos aut savor of mondicancy. They
were to do much good to the peoplo where thoy were to go, and it
was right that they should be fed and clothed for their sorvices.
This they received, und on their return they roported they
« wantod nothing.” Nor was it wholly on charity that they sub-
sisted, but their services wore illy requited by their reccipts. Tho
idea that Jesus threatened with eternnl dawmuation uli those
declining to bo ** overrun” by those whom he sont out to preach.
Thore wus no *overrunning " about it. Nor were they chiarity-
seekors, Those thoughts, free as thoy flowed, ave dishonorable.
Any man of common intelligence should know better. (Mat. 10—
5, 10; Luke 9—3, 5.) The was no threatening language used,
nor eternal damnation muntioned, Only did ho give the idea that
the cnse of * that city ” should bs worse in the day of itz judg-
ment than it was with Sodom and Gomorrah, which were “over-
thrown as in a moment, and no hands stayed on them.” Surely,
I think, a free-thinkor on such a subject as this ought to be a
more clear thinker thun Mr. C. has proved himself to be, while
thinking for a thinking public. The uso of such low epithets on
mon who spent their lives for the good of our race is beneath ¢
man of sense. It is very ovident from history that, those unchris-
tianized cities suffered nioro in the days of their visitation than
those ancient cities which were destroyed suddenly, and thero was
no otornal damnation denounced on either,

Sixth paragraph. Mr. Coleman admits in his way that the
whole Jife of Jesus, from tho inception of lis ministry, was spent
in the samo manner, aud asks if such a lifo is a pattern to us?
His life was spent in the best possiblo manr.er for the elovation of
the race, in & moral and spiritual point of view, and, as such, it is
worthy of our higiiest admiration and most honorable practice.
And Mr. C. knows, or ought to know, that no intelligent Christian
he'ds or teaches thut literally it was ever intended that we should
do everything exactly as ho did. But that wo should love God
supremely and man universally, and do good a8 wo have oppor-
tunity. Jesus did not, as we undorstand Him, require His dise
ciples to renounce, in tho modern sense of that term, His nearest
friends ; but only that they should love Him more, as His mission
was a higher and « holier one, as the hope of a happy immortality
exceeds any object of an carthly nature. * Ignorant proselytes
with a fecble comprehension of our mission.” If His disciples
were ignorant, they wers in need of instruction, aad they learned
of Him the mysterics of the Kingdom of God. But James and
John wore given to know the error into which they had fallen.
Mark 10—35, 37.) Also Peter was instructed that the reward of
well-doing consisted not in houses and lands, or worldly instru-
ments, but in the knowledgo of God and His works, and the bope
of future lifo and bless. The wuse of the deninl of the same
disciplo was not on account of disuppointment in worldly goods,
but from fear of persecution. What ho says of Judas and a band
of unselfish followers, shows a want of candor, and ie unworthy of
notice. But His consigning men ¢ Lo the lowest hell ” for refusing
to receive them appears to be wholly an error.  Ho forewold the
fall of certain cities for their wickedness. (Mat. 11—20, 24.)
Hud wo the gift of prophecy, no one can tell what calamities
might be predicted for some wicked people, but it is not certain
that they - bi'leted themselves on kind-hearted people,” or were
“ without a penny in their pockets.” It appears from John G-
5, 9, that they wore in the habit of cither carrying provisions
with them or buying. They aro not reportad as beggars.

In his seventh peragraph ho admits Jesus was “engaged ir
teaching very useful and practical precepts” which were calcalated
to lift them up “toa moro clevated moral plane.” Is not this
worthy of emulation? Then ho insinuates against Him becaunse
the authorities wero incensed against Him. His zeal was com-
mendable, and His cause was just. Tho most momontous truths
lay beforo Him, and it was His duty to substantiate them. This
Ho did by word anzd work such as had never been heard or seen
before, in 80 much that thoy said “never man spako like this
man.” Mr. C.says * Ho suffered Himself to bo bailed as King
of tho Jows, thus making Himself a political offender,” Ho had
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no hand in that matter ; nor was He hailed as King of the Jews
by His disciples.  He saw that the peoplo were ubout to tuke Hun
by forco and make Him a King, and fled from them into the
mountuin Hiwmself alone. (John 6, 15.) He declaced His King-
dom wasno. of this world.  His “triumphal entey into Jorusalom”
was of an entirely different chnractor from Mr. C.'s representation.
Riding on an ass colt, with their garmonts spread over Him, was
not such u sceno us would oxcite the suspicion of the peoplo or
ineur the chargo of treason or insurrection.

that I can seo thut He puced Himsolf in antagonsm to tho |

Rom.n autho tics But He counselled His hearsrs to rvonder
unto Cusar the things that were Cresar's, and unto G d the things
that woro God's, (dut. 22, 21.) It appoars that tho expulsion
from tho Temple of those who weve eugnged "n truflic and speculu-
tion, was legitimate, for they had made the uouse of prayocr for all
nations “n den of thisves.” Nor was that act in defiunce of tho
Romun power, for it was a Jowish synagugue, und under the con-
trol of the Jewisn Sunhedr my, His arrest, soon after this, was
not because Ho had committed any flagrant act, but out of mulice
because Ho was trathiul aud bonest w8 well us fearless 1 all His
expressions, and He was ouly convicted on falso witnesses. . And
Pilate said he found no fuult with Him.

His eighth paragraph is such a flagiant cartcaturo that it
deserves but littlo notice. Tt closes with tho wlen that Hig ¢ foolish
fumaticism brought to an untimely cnd His, in some respects,
promsing career.” My five thoughts lead me to conclude that
M. C.’s wisdom would full fur short of the * foolishness” of Jesus.
Thbe peop's said, ““ Wherofore hath this man this wisdom and these
mighty works?" (JMat. 13, 54.) DBut His carcer was not cut
short. They would havo taken Him sooner, but His time had not
come. (Joka 7, 30 and §, 20).

In bis ninth paragvaph M. C. gives the idea that if “ Jesus had
displayed much forcthought and discretion i His suywngs and
actions,” etc., He would huvo accomplished much mure good than
really sttonded His brief winistry. The probability 1s, Jesus
knew what Be was about thon as well as Mr. C. docs now. It is
also probable He accomplished all Ho intended to on earth ; for
He said ife had flnisbed the work His Father gave Hin toco;
aud, again, on the Cross, Ho said * It is finished,” and ** He bowed
Has lead and gave up tho ghost,” (u: spirit.) (Jobn 19, 30.)

His tonth parugraph professes to point out our duty if wo tuko
Jesus for an example, and is sucha gross perversion of the hiteand
conduct of Jesus that it scems strange any man of intellect and
common honesty should condescend to it. Jesus is not reported
as eutering churches and driving out the pew-holders or stock-
Lolders ; nor procluiming Himself a Sovercign , nor did Ho forfet
the esteem of respectable and law-abiding poople.

His twelfth and last paragraph is u complete tissue of nusrepre-
sentation, and it would seem that Lo bas become demented, to say
tho least. « No portion of the life of Jesus can bo taken as an
example for our imitation ” Should wo not strive to imitate His
meekuegs, His gentleness, His goodness, bonevolence, and sym-
pathy, His filial love sad duty? Did He not go soout domg
good? Healing tho sick, curing the lame, giving sight to the
blind and speech to tho dumb, sanity to tho lunatic und comfort
w tho mourner? Did Ho not teach His hearers all the graces of
tho Kiogdom of God? To lovo each other, and do unto others as

they would bo done by? Did He not enjoin upon His hearers the-

importanze of filial trust in the goodness of the Creator as their
Fatherin Heaven? Did Ho not say, “ As I bave loved you, so
ougb? yo to love ono another”? Here are cxamples which I am
froo to think if Mr. C. would imitate he would be a botter and
happier man than he is. Bear in mind I would not accuse him
of immorality any further than carricature and misreprosentation
are concerned, but ho seems to lack a duo regard for the punty of
hart that actuated the life of Jesus.

Borlin, Mich., U. §. A.

Receivod and forwarded to Mr. Pringle, onoe dollar from Ed.
Payne, M, D., Marmora, Ont.

THE DENIAL OF JESUS BY PITER.

BY WILLIAM EMMETTE COLEMAN.

Poter ueclared that he would In;' down his life for Juesus
previous to Jesus' prediction of his thrice-repeated deninl (Jobn

"There is no avidonco | xni, 37, 38 ; Luke xxn. 33, 34) ; though it wus after the | whic-

tivn of the deniuls that Poter expressed his willingness to div for
Jesus (Matt. xxvi. 34, 35 ; Mark xiv. 30, 31).  Jesus twld Peter
of the prospective denmls whie thoy wore at supper (Johin xi,
1, 2, 37, 38; Luke xxn. 14, 34, 39); but it was afler erpper un
ths Mourt of Olives, that Peter wos informed of hig future denals
by s Master (Mutt. xxvi. 30, 33, 34).

Jesus told Peter that bofore the cock crow once ho would deny
him thrice, (Mutt, xxvi. 34); Jesus, however, informed Petor that
vefure the cock crow twice the thron deninls would occur (Mark
aiv. 30), howbert, Peter denied Jesus, not thiee times, but ouce
only, bofore the first cock-crowing (Mark xiv. 68, 70, 71), never-
theless, Petor did dony Jesus dhree fimes bofore the cock gave the
firat crow (Matt. xxvi, 69-75). The deniunls of Peter occurred
while the trial of Jesus was going on, or after it had ended Matt.
xxil, 87-68, 69-75) ; but Peter demed Jesus before the trinl had
commenced (Luko xxii. §4-62, 66). Poter’s denials took place
in tho house of dnnas (John xvin. 13, 15, 17, 18, 25 27), yet the
denials of Jesus took place in the houso of L'uiaphas (Matt, xxvi.
57, 58, 69-75).

Yeter's first deniul occurred while be was in the court of the
high priest's house (Matt. xxv1. 6); yet tho firsc deniul of Jesus
took pluce winle Poter was in the nall of tho high priest’s paluco
(Luke xxii, 55, 66, 57); notwithstanding the denial occurred
while ho wus cntering the court of the paluco (fohn xviii, 16, 17).
Potor was sutting when he fivst donied his Master (Mart. xxvi. 69,
70), yet when Dotor donted Jesus first, ho was standing (John
xviii, 16-18 5.

Peter's sccond doninl was to the maid servant (Mumk xiv. 69,
70}, bus the second denial of Peter was to u man {Luke uxii. 58)
which man or mawl was several persons either mulo or female
John xvi. 25).  Petor wus m the court of the pauluco when Lo
denied the second tune (John xviii. 15, 16, 18 25) ; still, Peter
when he made g second demial, was ontsido of the court in the
porck (Matt. xxvi. 71 ; Mark xiv. 63-70).

Poter's third deninl was to sereral bystanders without the house
{Matt. xxv1. 71, 73, 74) ; which bystuuders wore one certain man
(Luke xxii. 59) ; which certain man was the Ligh priest's servant
(Jobn xvui. 26, 27). The third deninl took pluco without tho
court, in the porck (Matt. xxvi. 71, 73, 71 ; it however occuried
while Peter wus within, m the hall of the palace (Luke xxii. 59,
60, 62) Jesus was present with Peter at the third denial, both
being in the house (Luke xxii. 69-62); yet Peter was not with
Jesus when ho demied lim the thid time, Jesus being in an
upper apartment of tho palece, and Peter in the porch bencath
(Mark xv. 53, 55, 65, ¢6, 68, 70).

Peoter was reminded of Jesus’ prediction relative to hiy thrice-
repeated deninl by hearing the cock erow (durk xiv. 72); but the
prophecy of Jesus was recalled to Peter's remembrance by seeing
Jesus looking reproackfully upon him (Luke xxii. 61). Peter
made uso of an outh at the second denial (Matt. xxvi. 72) ; but he
did not begin to curse and swear until the third denial (Mark
Xiv. 70, 71) ; nevertheless, Peter neither cursed or swcore either ut
the second or third denmnis (Luke xxii. 58, 60). The third deninl
took place an kour after the second (Luke xxii. 59); but the
second domal occurred less than an Aour provious to the third
(Matt. xxvi. 73). Another disciple (John?) came with Peter to
tho high priest’s house, and was present during tho denials (John
xviii. 15, 16, 17); but Peter camo alons to tho palace, and no
disciple was with Poter when he uttered the deninls (Matt. xxvi.
588, 69.75 ; Mark xiv. 54, 66-72 ; Luko xxii, §4-63).

Query.—Did Peter over deny Jesus at all?

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, U, 8. A.
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SELF-DEPENDENCE.

MATTHEW ARNOLD.

Weary of myself, and sich of nskin{;
What I am and what I ought to be,

At this vessel’s prow I stand, which bears mo
Forward, forwar?, o'er the star-lit sca.

And a look of passionate desire
U'er thoe sen and to the stars I send :

* Ye who from my childhood up have calmed—
Calm e, ah ' composo mo to the end !

* Al fonco more,” I cried, ** yo stars, yo waters,
On my heart your m.ghty charm renow ;
Still, still lot me, as I gaze upon yoa,
Feel my sonl becoming vast like you

From the intense, clear, star-sown vault of heaven,
U'er ths ht sea’s unquiet way,

Io the rustling mght-air cams the anewer .
“ Wouldst thou he us theso are ? Lire as thoy.

¢ Unaffrighted by the silenco round them,
Undistracted by the sights they ace,

Theso demand not that the things withont them
Yicld them love, amuscmnent, sympat®hy.

¢ Aud with joy the stars perform their shining,
And the sea its long moon-silvered roll ;

For sclf-poised t*uy live, nor pine with notg
Al the fover of come difforing soul.

‘* Boanded by themselves, and unregardful
In what atato (lod’s ather works may be,

In their cwa tasks all their powers pouring,
These attsin the mighty life you sce.”

O air-born voice ¢ long siuce, soverely clear,
A cry hike thine in mine own heart I hear;

‘‘ Resolve to bo thysclf ; and know that ho
Who finds himscli, loses his misery,

MYTHOLOGICAL STORIES FOR THE YOUNG.
BY MRS. ELMINA D, SLENKER.
Lroscrpine, No. 8.

In Sicilin’s nver-blooming shade,

When playful Preserpine from Ceres strayed,

Led with unwary steps her virgin trains,

O'er Etna’s steeps and Enna’s golden plains;

Plucked with far hand tho silver-blossomed bower

And purple mead—herself a fairer flower ;

Sudden, unseen amid tha twilight shade,

Rushod gloomy Dis, and sevzed the trembling maid,

Her startled damsels sprung from mossy scats,

Dropped from their gauzy laps their gathered sweets,

Clung rou d the struggling mymph, with piercing cries

Prrsued the chariot and invoked tho skies,

Pleased as ho grasps her in his iron arms,

Frights with soft sighs, with tender accents channas.

The wheels descending rolled in smoky rings ;

Infernal Cupids flapped their demon wings ;

Earth with decp yawn received the fair, amazed,

And far in night celestial beauty blazed.

Proserpine was the daughter of Jupiter and Coves. Tho
favourite residence of Ceres was Scicily, and thero she bronght up
her tenderly boloved daughter, who wandered over the Valley of
Enna with her young companions, In Attica she was woishipped
W.ader the name of Coro (the daughter), aud sho and her mother,
Cures, woro called *the mother and the daughter.” Homer de-
scribes her as tho wifo of Pluto, and ¢ tho formidable, venerable,
and majestic Queen of the Shades.” One day when Proserpino was
enjoying her favourite pastime plucking roses, viulots, crocuses,
and hyacinths, sho beheld a Narcissus of great size and beauty,
having 100 flowers growing from a singlo root, sho was just
plucking the flower when suadenly the Earth opened 2nd Pluto
(Dis) avose in Lis golden chariot, drawn by two horses black ag

; arch of Eleusis, for their son Demophoon.

ehony, and seized the maid and carried hor off shricking for aid;
but all in vain wore her cries—shoe was unheard and unscen by all
gavo Hecate, tho duughter of Porsous, who sat in her cave, and
King Helius (tho Sun), whose oyo nothing on Earth escapes. At
length hor mother heard, and, frantic with gricf, sought for nows
of her; but nono could give her the intelligonce sho nsked for.
She lighted two torches at Etna, and for nine days and nighta she
wandored ovor tuo Barth seoking her child by their fluming light.
Or# the tenth Hecsto mot hov, and togothor thoy went to Holius,
and the sun-god told Coves that Pluto had taken her tovge Ins
Queon by pormission of her futher J upiter. At this Coeres Was 50
offended at Jupiter that sho f-~s00k tho society of the gods and
came down among men, und lived under the gnise of an old
woman, and was employed us nurse by the wife of Celeus, mon-
Under her cavo the

. child ¢« throve like a god.” He ate no food, but Ceres “breathed
" upon him as he lay upon her bosom and anointed him with am-
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brosia, and every night hid him beneath ti. fire,” intonding to make
him immortal. Meteniva, the mother, watched one night and
saw what the nurse was doing, and serenmed in horvor, when sho
dropped the child and told the mothor what she had lest, but that
tho child would still bo an honored man. Sho wuen told who she
was, and divected the people of Elousis to raise an altar and templo
to her without the city, on Callichorus Hill, which was done, and
thoro she took up her abode, but she allowed tho Earth to yield
no produce. Jupiter, pitying maunkind, sent Iris to Elousis to
invite Ceres back to Olympus, but she refused to go. All the
other gods were sent also, but in vain, and finding she wounld not
allow the Earth to bring forth till she had scen her daughter,
Jupiter sont Meicury to Pluto to coax him to let Proserpine retura
to tho light. 1le gave consent—the goddess sprung up with joy,
and heedlessly swaliowed some grains of Pomogeanate which Pluto
presented hor. Then Mercury conducted her to Eleusis and te
her mother. When tho joy of meeting was s little over, Cores
anxiously nsked her if she had tasted anything while below—if
not, she was freo to spend her whole time with her futher and
motlier, but if she had she would be compelled to pass one-third of
the year with hor husband. Proserpine confessed she hud tasted the
grains of Pomegranate, and then told the whole story of her ab-
duction to hor mother. Jupiter sent Rhea to invite thom buck to
Heaven. Ceres now complied, and once more fertility prevailed
over all the Earch.

Proserpina is supposed to signify seed-corn, which is enst into
the ground and concealed for one-third of a year (from thesowing
till the ear is produced). In works of art Ceres is represented in
full attiro, around her herd is a garland or wreath of corn ears,
and in her hand is a sceptro and sometimes a torch, while she
liolds a mystic baskot of grain. Pigs are sacrificed to her. The
property of tinitors was often mado over to her temple, and tho
decrees of the senate were deposited therein.

‘¢ On Ceres's sacred floor, the swain .

Spreads tho wide fan to clear the golden grain,

And the light chail beforo the breezes borno,

Ascends in clouds from off the heapy corn,

The gray dust, rising with collected winds,

Drives o'er the barn, and whitens all the hinds.”—Hoxer.

FREETHOUGHT AND WOMEN.

The question of Freothought and its cultivation amongst the
vomen of our day scems to be just now kept somewhat out of
wmght amongst the prominent Froethinkers, but why it should boe
so is not always apparent. Thero is a strong feoling, (perhaps
unconsciously), in the minds of many men, w!m, themselves,
ignore the nccessity of divine rales for human guidance in mat-
ters moral, that women, from their groater lilility to act on
impulse, reyuire some restriction, outside those which man deems
sutlicient for himself, to provent her from following the bent of
any puassion or sudden inclination that may at the time haveas
slight ascondancy. With a sousible woman there is no more
necessity for tho “fear of hell” before her eyes, to prevent her
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doing wrong, than with man, and as morals were invented beforo the
Bible, tho lattor is not neccessary to command tho former. An-
other reason is, probubly, the unpopularity of the opinivns at
prosont, but that I consider a weak reason; because, if any think-
ing man or woman is renlly convinced of the truth of their be-
lict, no thought of how the masses of the people think, should bo
allowed to prevent an honest expression nud practico of thom in
tho face of all men. I do not advocate n martyrdom for the
cause, or anything of that kind, as in thess days such proceedings
arg apt te do inoro havm than good, from the fact that the ordinary
curront of {«.pular thought in all crecds taboos extremes, but just
o steady and constant adhorenco to one's own convictions in all
cigcunstances and places. The Scripture which said, ** Ho that
is not with us is agaiust us,” spoke a great and solemu truth ; and
though toleration may forbid its public enunciation, the snme is
but too true in fact, and should Lo considered when many persons
W ) question the truths of Christiunity, aflirm that they aro not
% ocothinkers,” because of their fear of others’ opinions.  ‘Thero
are, I have no doubt, thousands of women to-day who would
oponly avow their cativo sepacation from all lines of religious
thought if they only received a little more encouragement from
the opposits sex, and if men wouid endeavour to cement those
feolings by a little moto and freer interchange of oninion on the
subject. If man's mind is olovated, and his intollectual power
increased by his dociding for himself as to his own 1 . -
and course of action rclutive to matters theological, wly ..
woman? TFreothought can never becomo ull-powerful until the
minds of our women are given up to it, for with them rests in a
great measuro the moulding of the youthful mind, to say nothing
of the powerful influonce they have on more mature ones, nnd
until the habit of filling children’s with superstitions absurdities
is overcome in 3ome meoasvre, thore will be a half-heartedness
about the professors of Frecthought, which is a most effectunl bur
to its solid establishment in society.  No impressions aro ever so
vivid and lasting as these convoyed in childhood, when overy
thing is now, as is proved by tho struzgles of so m~ny men w
thiaw off tho ideas on religion which have accumulated in thar
minds from their earliest infancy. I have often noticed at meet-
ings of Frecthinkers, that tho women are either very few, or
ontirely absent. Do our champions havo so little faith in their
own convictions, that they cannot porsuade their wives and lady
friends to attend oven? I am afraid that somo men do not think
logically of thoir own opinions, and lay more stress on the posi-
tive side of them than the abstract and considering one. They
should remember that it is much casier to undermine a wall than
to butt it down with their heads, and in discussing the question
of the truths of Christianity with women, it is much easior to
to excito enquiry by reasoning on the falsity of an idea from the
standpoint of common sense, than to pasitively assert that it is
false, without going into particulurs as to why and whereforo.
Probabiy the education of our day is not altogether conducivo to
that independence of character which is necessary before i man or
woman can really believe that humanity is dopendont solely on
itself, and throw ofl' all feeling of dependenco ou a higher im-
aginary power ; but, if man can overcomo the depravity of cduca-
tion in this mutter, I think certainly that as much can be dono
by his “softer self.” Thero ave, of course, some few women who
do boldly take tozir stand outside the pale of ¢ sanctified sinner-
dom,” and nobly do they labour for their cause, bnt their work is
not appreciated by their sisterhood. T am afraid, indee(!, often
cnough it nover reachey the hands of those for whom it is intend-
od, and who, therofore, are not affected by such noble examples
of detormination in the good cause.  The influence which is cal-
cnlated to do the greatest amount of good is that which is over
present, and is seen at overy turn.  Such is the influence of daily
intoreourse, and the exchanging of opinioms in common things,
and until tho cultivating of tho reason in matters theological
becomes ono of the “common things™ of life, 80 long will the
Freothinkers be alone in a multitude, and without sympathy,
very often from those nearest and dearvest to them. R
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PROF. McLAREN ON THE INSPIRATION OF 8CRITURE.

BY JOLIN HALLIWELL,

1 was much disappointed in reading Professor McLaron’s address
to the students of Knox Collego the other day. It wa. a lengthy
and well gotton-up addresa in many respects, filling no less than
8ix coluums of tho Glube, but remurkably dovoid of the convincing
arguments I had expected flom @ mun s0 able. I expected ho
would havo given tho world some solid fucts to prove that the
Biblo was iuspired, but he was not speuking for the benefit of
seckers after Truth, only making tho weshes strongor for those he
had in the net of Christiacity, viz., tho students.  Bo says “that
it is wot a subjuct that we requive to discuss with unvelievers ;*
the fact is, their urguments ave as nothing in zupport of their
creed when discussed in the light of modern science, therefors,
they prefor only to discuss them with such as believe faithfully all
that is lnid down for them.

Professor McLaren says, * ono fact which strikes us in perusing
tho Bible is, that 1t was written by men. It carries upon its face
the impress of the distinct stylo and chusacter of various homan
authois as plainly a8 any collection of books, Each book is aus
perfectly human in ity stylo ns if God had uothing to do with its
composition.” llere 1 quite agreo with him. There can be no
doubt of the thoroughly hummn agency in its production, and
gomo «f it8 nutho's appesr to huve been the most crafty, bigoted,
and bloodthiisty of men, while some appeur to have been extremely
ignorant ; but how he can reconcilo this with what follows I can-
not tell,  He says, “Thers are two stutements warranted as weo
judge, by the fucts and phenomonn of Scripture, viz. : (1,) The
sucied writers intended to give to mankind in their writings onl
what God had supernaturally given to them: and, (2,) God enabled
them. by His specinl nid, to do what they intended.  In one word,
the Scriptuies have been so written that God hus made Himself
responsible for their contonts.” 1t this is 50, it shows s bad
arrangoment on God's part, inasmuch us Ho ondorses that whieh
He knows to be falze and erroneous.  He should bave corrected it
before it left the author's hands, though, nccording to the Professor,
they wero merely agents, tuking their instructions direct from
God, and undev His completo guidunce. If he had the marage-
ment and responsibility of a work that was to teach untold
millions the path to eternal realms of bliss, it would have been
more liko the n~t of a loving and almighty Futher desirons for His
children’s good, to have loft such a book perfect, without a fault,
that might create a doubt in the mind of, or prove s stumbling-
block to any human being. But whatdo wo find? Wo find that
it contains a mass ot contradictions of the most pregnant kind,
Yet weo ave told God never cherges His mind; He is tha same
yesterday, to-duy, and to-morrow ; but we find Him continually
ropenting and changiung His mind. He gavoe strict commandments
to His chosen people, in tho entlier portions of the Scripture,
which are totally thrown aside und condemned in the latter por-
tions, showing that God must have chunged, that is, if He is
responsible for the Bible.

- Among some of the inconsistorcies that are numerous enough
I will montion a few: 1u cursing the serpent, after beguiling
Eve, God cursed him worse than all otlier cattle and bessts, He
does not say in what degreo tho cattlo and beasts had been cursed,
only, * thou art cursed above all other cattlo and beasts, upon thy
belly shalt thou go, and dust thou shalt eat all the days of thy
life.” I think here the Bibleisa little too dark for a Gud-inspired
work , it docs not state what means of locomotion the serpent had
Liad hitherto—whether it had wings or feet ; whether it swam, fleve
or walhed I cannot find out. I believe the serpont never had auy
other means of trave: ing than it bas at present. Perhaps Pro-
fessor McLaren will correet mo if I am wrong, and with respect
to “ its eating dust all the days of its lifo” thero must have been
o great mistake, for serpents as a rule bave never adopted dust an
a diet , at least, 1n theso days thoy chooso anything but dusty food
or dasty places to dwoll in.

Then, again, wo have the wonderful tale of the flood. Wo aro



26

THE FREETHOUGHT JOURNAL.

told of tho highest mountaius being covored with the waters.
Twugine such 2 state of atiuirs—thy depth and quentity it would
take—it is ulmost boyond cowprehension. Where was it stored
previous to the flood, and huw long would it tuke to ovaporato te
bring it to the present Jevel of the oceans, and whero would such
a wass of water be held after evaporation? Then follows the
wouderful salvation of Noah and his fumily, and his selection of
all otber living creaturcs on the carth. Now, if the size of the
ark bad beeg left out it would bave been more feasiblo to gull tho
masses, but with the dimensions given we can easily form some
idea of tho craft.  Supposing all the beasts, cte., to have boon of &
tractable natore, and cusily marshalled to their respuctive Lerths,
the question arises, could they have been disposed of within?
Then, again, the provender thut would be necessary to keop such a
wmultitude of creatures for so long n period would be no small
cargo for the lurgest vessel that ever floated in modern tiwes.
Fuucy Noab and his sons, on their daily routoe through the mena-
gerie, attending to the warmms of such a heietogeneous crowd of
creatures, some of which probably he bad nover seen before. It
takes, I should think, a strong fuith and considerable blindness to
believe this tale of the food.

The learned Professor made a very lnmo defence for one blunder,
nauiely, the command of Joshua that the sun zud moon should
stand still whilo the chosen people of God should cuntinue tie
massacre of the already beaten and routed Amorites. The Pro-
fessor says that we still use the phrase of the sun rising aud setting,
though wo well kuow it does neither.  To my mind that does not
improvo the astronamical error of Jushua, for it is a well-known
fact that the aucients, whether Jew o Gentile, knew very littlo of
astronomy ; they fully believel that the sun and planets moved
around the carth, and that the carth was the centrv of the
uniierse It was the belief of all natjuns for thousands of years,
from tho earlicst period till the time of Galileo, so that the wonls
of Joshua wero guito consistent with the ideas of the world at that
time, Lut surddy 1f God was responsibile ho would not have allowed
such errors to have crept into His word.  An infinite God must
have known that it would wislead and be a stumbling-Llnck to
millions.  If the authur of the Book of Joshua had written under
the superuatural guidanco of God, as the Protessor savs, how comes
it that Gud guides him astray in his work, and the some with
regand ¥ &1l the other errors.

I pass over a multitnds of crrors, and I will conclude with ono
from the New Testament, and frow the fimst chapter. It was tho
exvectaunn of the Jows fur huudrwds of vears that the Christ, the
Saviour, should come of the royal houso of David. Tho Jews,
abuve all natinng, were the strictest in regard to their genealogical
rocards, and it was o troublo to teace many of them back to
David’s time  They evitainly bad no trouble in tracing Jascph,
tho supjostd Fatlur of Jesus, through twenty eight generations tu
David . but they Lave mrdo ¢ne great creor.  From David to
Juseph the genealogy is unlacken, apparently, but here it stops,
and tir toulle begins, for St. Matthew distinctly states that
Joseph was nat the Father of Christ. It is cmphatically laid
down in thin * Inspired Word of GGnd ™ that Jesus bad no buwmsn
father wlatever.  Now, can the Prvfessor in any way explain hiow
the royal bload of David coald bn trausmitted to Christ without
Jasspn beiog His father?  They cannot. It is a sad bluader for
Christians Lo cliak over, but it is a legical question that must be
answered logically.  IT Joseph was not the Father of Christ, then
Christ ovald uet have tho lrast olrop of Llmad from the lino of
David in His veins, aud the graealmy of His ancestors, given in
this cliaptes, isx drerjption and a fraud. Tho learned Professcr
di-l nnt toaeh on this point at all, but ic is open for him to explain
it at any tiwe It isa subject that might bo gone into at great
length, aud prrhajs 1 may Jo 50 on anvther oceasien, bad I think
cnwugh bis Leen 52id to show the absundity of supporting the idea
of the ingpivation of the Bille It evndemus itself in itself, azd
L is oeriainiy * nuset ignorant compilation vy have been dictatsd
and endorssd by an All Powerfal God, such as 3o Christians
caim him o b,

Port Dalkcusic, Oct 1878
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THEE NEW ISSUE.—*" PROTECTION” AGAINST CAPITAL.

BY PHILLIPS THOMPSON.

I owo half an apology to Joseph Cook,—I will not call himn
“Rov.,” ag ho disduins thu title—for having in my former paper
classed him among the bired advocates of capital ; oaly half an
apology, however, for while sinco my lsst was written ho has
spoken brave, vigorous words against the abuses of the factory
system his former prejudiced utterunces in denunciation of what
be is pleased to style * communism,” certainly laid bim open to
the suspicion of being influcnced by mercenary considerations.
Let us do justice to opponents, even though we do not get it in
return. Mr. Cuok has done u good work in pointing out the
sufferings of women and children in factory towns under the ivon
rule of “ supply and demand.” Let bim bavoe credit for it, though
his course in regard to other questions wpay be unfair and disin-
gonuous. There is another reason, moicover, for the limitation
of our acknowledgoment of Mr. Cook's plea for the rights of
labor. While be emphasizes such appulling fucts as that, during
seven yeurs in  Massachusetts, from 1865 to 1871, 72,700
died in their working period, leaving a loss of 1,900,000 years by
their premature deaths—that in the case of the laboring femalo
population seven out of ten dio before they arc fifty—that fathers
rely on their children for from on :«quarter to one-third of the
entire fumily earnings, and thereby multitudes are growing up
without education, while bo rings the rhetorical changes in the
presentation of these terrible phases of industrial lifo—or death—
his couclusions, so far as any have been arrived at, aro vaguely
incousequential.  Admitting the wrongs, he condemns the only
remedy competent to right them, viz., associated political actiow,
striking at the roou of the bateful and oppressive system of com-
petitivn, and substituting prutection for the laborer, br the same
right as it is now claimed for the cupitalist. Wo have nothing
offered as u practical solution but platitudes about * Christian
philanthropy,” * Dives snd Lazarus being brought face to face,
and, for tho profit of both, changing eyes"—whatover that
favorito metaphor way mean.  True, he proposes stricter laws for
factory inspection, forbidding the employment of young ckildren,
cic. But tho laws already on the Statuto books to tho samo
cffect arc not exceuted, and at best such regulations only aim at
sumnc of the grosser abuses of tho system. So long as political
power remains in tho hands of cither of tho present parties, both
of which aro ruled by the moncyed interest, workingmen wmay
look in vain for justice. Your readers will excuse me, I hope, if
I scen to treat the question, as at present it must bo treated,
rather from an American than a Canadian standpoint. It is
more exigent here, where the fire is just opraing along the skir-
mish line, but you will soon hear the reverberations of the big
guns, and tho odge of the battle will overlap a pactly imaginary
frontier,

Buth theold partics, Republican and Democrat, the flaunters
of tho Lloody shurt in the North, and the wearers of tho red shirt
in the South, aro rotten to the coro—both favorablo to rings,
railway swindles, national Lank thicvery, contract tobbery, anu
official plundering. Tho Democratic party never cared to assume
cven the semblance of decency , tho Republicans cast tho last
shired of their pharasaic cloak to the winds when they allowed
Civil Servico Reform to ba slaughbtered in tho house of its friends,
and by the surrender of tho weak-kneed Iresident, proclaimed
tho rchalalitation of the doctnine that garty was but a moans to
the gaining of ofices and plunder.  Docs this statement condemn
the Ameniean peeple as oorrupt and time serving? No, no :
Large masses of tho electers have completely lost faith in the old
pattien. Many have bovom» utterly apatheuc and disgusted with
pulitics altngethier, uthers of unquestioned integrity contunuo to
vole, on the prinaple of choosing tho lcast of two ovils, while
frecly acknuwledging tho abuses which abound, and thero is a
thind, and perbaps a larger clasy, who aro alive to the new issacs,
who sco plainly caourh that the politicians aro knocking dewn
mea of straw and fghting shadows, bud who aro =3 yet unor
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gonizod. They want a platform, a leader and rallying cry ; they
have seen a scors of new parties rise like oxhalations and
fade as quickly; they are unconscious of their own strength.
Feeling *ho pressure of financial and industrisi evils, and conscious
that the country is receding overy year in its politics, society, and
business, frcm the old Republican ideal, they have but a vague,
faintly-outlined idea of tho remedies. Tho Red Spectre of the
Comwune has been materialized and manipulated to good advan-
tago by the party tricksters, and is an excellent bugbear to srare
stragglers back into the party ranks. The mad-dog cry of  Com-
wunist,” like the stigma of * Infidel,” has too often proved
effective in stifiling the expression of free opinion ou theso topics.

I havo noticed tho retrogression from the old Republican
standards. It is visible on every hand. In legislation, in daily
conversetion, and in the tone of the press, provided you read be-
tween tho lincs. Massachusctts charges ber citizens 82 for the !
privilege of voting, an arrangement whick every year keeps tens
of thousands of poor voters away from tho poils. Now Hamp-
shire has lately pessed a trump Act, by which hunest poverty, €. e
poverty which is not necessarily dishonest, is made a crime pun.
ishable by heavy penaltics, Virginia and Marvland flog petty
thioves, male and female, with brutal soverity. Now York |
baunkers, in defianco of the law, refuse to take tho silver dollar at |
its logal value. Tho Wall street sharks know that scarcity of !
monoy means high interest, and varying currencies ai” rd endless !
opportunities for exchange and discount, swindlex  The power of |
tho money and railroad rings at Waslington is notorious. Thay |
aro already intriguing for n third term for Grant, the most facilo |
tool of rogues that over sat. in a Presidential chair, in order for !
another feur years saturnalia of corruption. To judge from the |
capitalistowned press of New York the old Amencsn passion for |
liberty and hatved of despots is dead. They systematically de- |
nounce tho attempts of the struggling peoples of Europo for a
larger measuro of frecdom, aad havo nothing but adulation for
Ewperor William, tho most rigorous of despots, who has lately
inflicted cruel sentences of imprisonmert upon hundreds ot his
subjects for simple expressions of opinion. Time was when the
aunoancement that such a royal ruflian bad been struck down by
an avenging bullet would have been received, if not with exulta
tion, at any rato with a quiet satisfaction at tho turning of the
crushed worm. But, now, American journalism, representing the
capitalists and not tho people, has rothing but effusive sympathy
for tho tyrant and cxecration for the assazcn. 1 fail to sco that
tho last word carrics with it any larger measure of approbrium in
tho caso of Nobeling than in that of Brutus, Cromwell, tho Eng-
lish regicides, or tho French exccutioners of lows XVI. No
assassinalion is stictly iustifiable.  Ifascnse of political oppression
and a passion for liberty lend a halo rather than a stigma to tho
brows of some successful historic regcides, s it the attewpt or its
failure merely that infamizes their imitators of to-day 3

The times arc auspicious for a movement that shall rehabilitate
American Republicanism; (I do not mean the party, but tho
idez), = remodelling of tho Constitution and the laws to suit the
chatgod circumstances of the day. The fathers were wiso in
their generation.  They framed a Censtitntion admirably in its
adaptation to the prevalent condition.  But they could not foreses
how complotely tho relations of aitizens would be changed by tho
railroad and manufacturing system, the immense socumulation of
capital, and tho creation of a bond-holding class.  When they
wrote, “all men are bom free and equal,” they certainly never
contemplated a ctato of affairs in vhich every atizen should bo
born with & morigagne on him, and & faveured few bomn to dmmw
the interest. They were wise. I it any discrndit to their
memorics to say that they were not aanmiscient, and prophetic into
tho bargain? It is amistake to lay down abstract principles in
Government.  Thn laissez _faire idea was execllent when popalx-
tion was scattered, when there were no millionnires, and few
paap<Ts, and Jand was to 1o had for the cleanng.  In thepresenco
of tho crowded and pauperizing populations, the grasping corperas
tionx, the confasod and clashing interesis of theday, the best l
Government is no longer that which governs loast.  What is now
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domanded is a Government * paternal” enough to protect the
weak, and repress the strong and unscrupulous, to interfere in
every detail of industry, and intercourse where 1nterference is
necessary for the purpose, in a word, Protection extended and ampli-
fied.—*T thauk thee, Jow, for teaching me that word,"—may well
bo the utterance of oppressed lubour to the manufacturer enriched
by Government interference, Railroads and telegraph lines must
bo appropriated by the State. Conscrvative England was sota
precedent in this direction. The great national highway must
not be permitted to remain tools in the hands of gamblers, and
instruments of extortion. Hours of labour must be regulated by
law  Tho national Treasury, roplenished by a graded income tax,
which shall check the greed of the capitalist, must bo made
available for aiding labor by supplying outfits to those willing to
take up land. Granted the will and tho active interest on the
part of the fnture legislators to solve tho great problem, there
will bo discavered a hundred ways in which the end can bo
wrought out. It is “ utopian” and * 1mpossible ” now, Lecause
the great majority of legislators have net the interest of the peoplo
at heart. Counsidering the influences under wnich they were
elected, it is impossible they should have,

“There is but one protection,” says Bucker, * against tho
tyranny of uny class, and that iz to givo that class very little
power Whatever the pretensions of any body of men may be,
howover smooth their language, and however plausible their
chims, they aro sure to abuso puwer if much of 1t is conferred on
them. ‘The entiro history of the world affords no instance to the
contrary ”  Mow significant are theso words in the hght of the
Inst fifteen or twenty years of American leguslation ! It is timo
the power which the people bave, through carelessness, allowed the
capitalist class to usurp were resumed.

Boston. Dec. 22nd, 1878,

FROM “THE DARWINS."

BY MRS. ELMINA DRARE SLENRER.

You Christinns are all tho tiwe accusing us of negating and
objecting, but it is enly by ‘oljecting’ to the unreasonable and
improhable, ard by coasing to be credulous and guliable, that real
truth is over sifted out from romance, error, legend, fuble or
myth  How did Protestants ever como out from Catholics but
by ‘oljecting?’ How does auy scienco ever perfect atself but by
¢ objecting * to and climinating from itsclf all that s erroncous and
unscientitic? How was paganism and the mytholegy of the
Grecks and Romans supplanted by Christian mythalogy but by
¢ gljecting’ to their glaring mistakes and false historical accounts.

* How can you held to your peculiar belief but by objecung to
that of cvery other seet, as well as to the philosophy of Atheiwm
itseli? How can anyone believe as ho does but by objecuing toall
that conflicts with bis own ideas? It is time this nrgation and
objection business was thrown overboard. Wo Infidels do not
“ohject” or “negate ¥ one ivta more than you da. I defy you to
prove that T make one mare ‘ oljection” to your behef than you do
mine.  And as to seelag * both sideg,’ aho s more ready to do this
than Intidels? Whe is it that objects to giving ‘bothmd 3’ &
hicaring in pulpit and presst Who i5 it makes laws to bind Infi-
dels in bends Test * both sidis® have a fair show? Whoisat that
compels Tnfidels to pay for the aaking of pious laws and the sup-
port of pious law makers ! Wk confine, impnison, blackmail and
toisuse, even to the death, noble, true sclf-saenficing men, such as
thoso who have bren the victims of Antheny and Sncak! Who
is 1t that compwls Infidels to pay taxes on millious of dollars’
worth of church properts, whero only ‘one side” 13 heard and tho
other foully and often igrorantly misrcpresentedt Who ig it
that wants their God and Jesus in the Constitutien, 50 as to kill,
if possible, all zides but their own?  Wo Infidels demand perfect
frocdom to discuss =l questions—aAtheistical, religions, social,
political and financial; anything that is Gt to bo is fit to bo dis-
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cussed in a proper and decent manner. But you Christians have
always been enforcing gag laws on all who dared to look over
your thvological bars into the broad fields of reason, common
sense, worldly ploasure, and earthly happiness,

*We Intidels ask for discnssion ; we give all inducements pos-

sible for theologinns to come und talk to and with us. We ask
you o show us all the fiaws you can in our reasoning. If we are

wrong we ask to bo put right, I assure youT have seen fur more
of ¢ both sides ’ than it is possible for you to huve dono ; for I have
lived on both sides. I huve beon all the way along from Method-
ism to Universalism and Deism, and then out into the glad, freo
cxpause of enlightened, glorious and bappifying Atheism.”

® D, M. Bennett, New York. Cloth, 75 cents ; Paper, 50 cents.

Supscrirrions Receiven Sixce Last [ssve.—John Groom,
$8.00, for J. P. Paul, S. Nelson, Jobn Adams, 8. Vanderburg,
John Appleton, Thomas Arxies, P. Brady, and John Gioom; W.
Pozarsun, §1.00; A. Lauder, 50 cents; George Hoyburn, $1.00;
J. Greaves, $2.00, for ® Lyan and Chas. Cameron ; D. M. M. )M,

21.00 ; J. H. Gould, 81.00; W. A. Glover, £1.00: G. 8. Caldbeck,
£5.00, for G. Howitt, Owen Sound F. A. and Self; G. A. Sangs-
ter, $1.00; O. V. Greend, 81.00; Ww. Ridley, 81.00; J. Mec- |
Donongh, 81.00, for Chas. Effer; Allen Pringie, £5.00, for Max .
Fox, J. Chattorson, W. H. W,, R. Ford, Prof. Goldwin Suith, |
and Allen Fringlo; R. Brough, $1.00; H. Sells, £2.00; W, C. |

!

|

Gouinlock, $1.00; H. Rydor, §1.00; W, H. Hamncher, £1.00;
W. McMormn, $1.00; Ed. Payae, M, D, £1.00; H. Wingoert,
$1.00; T. W. Hugo, £2.00, for Self and Capt. Simpson; Wm,
How, §1.00; J. H. Morris, §1.00; E A. Stevens, 81.00 ; James
Tudhepe, $1.00; Thes. Jickling, $1.00; D. 8§, Chrrstal, $1.00; J.
W. Youmans, §1.00; John A. Lloyd, 3L.0n; W, S, Pettigrew,
81.0n; E. Mclean, $1.00; Jehn Foley, $1.00; Jame DBrown,
£1.00; E. Panten, £1.00; E. J. Steele, $1.00; P. W. Kane, per
W. A. Goodwin, $1.00.

SCENE IN A TGAONTO COURT.

Tt was our intention to publish in this issue, a “ Scene in a
Toronto Court,” but want of space cempels us to omit it. Qur
friend, Hermann Jacobson, late of Bestan, Masss, when called
upon to testify in a case in whicls hic s juterested, was n..t by a
challenge by opposing counsel, who stated that witness was an
Atheist, and thereforo could not be sworn.  After a good deal of
sparring, in which the lJawyer camo out secand best, Mr. Jacubson
was sworn on tha Koran --after stating to the court that ho was
Lora in the Meohammedan faith and Liad found nono better.  After
being sworn the Judge asked witness if hn woull now wwear tho
truth. Thn witness answered that ho would, and that ‘ia wozld
have done so hird he not sworn upon any book st all.

———

MIGRATION AND GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION OF
PLANRTS AND ANIMATLS.

{An Abstract.)

BY R. B. BUTLAND.

{From Hacekel, Spenexvr, Darwin, Wallace, Hamboells, Wagner, Lycll
and «thers)

We have ty consider the distribution of wrganisms in apace and
in timo. As to spaer, tliere am two classes of facts.  First,
plants aud aninials of cach specics lave their halitats limited Ly
external conditicus ; they are restricted to spaces in whicn tyeir
vital actions can I performind. Neoond, the exiatenoe of oertain |
ccaditions does unt iuvarialdy deterinive the presence of organe
isws that are the fittest for them.  Thero aro many spaces per- |
fectlv adapted for lite of & high onler in which ouly lifeof & |
much lower is found.

e ———m . e oo = . e e e

The theory of tho local distribution of organisms over the sur-
face of tho earth includes not only the geograplical distribution
of plants and animals over the different parts of the earth, conti-
nents, islands, seas and rivers, but also their topographical distri-
bution in a vertical direction, their ascending to the heights of
mountaing, and their descending into the depths of the ocean.
Horizontally over parts of the earth, verticully in heights and
depths,

The causes for the explenation of these facts were first mado
known by the theory of sclection and its teachings as to the
migrations of plants and animals, as expounded by Darwin and
Wallace.

Under tho creative hypothesis wo gazo at those phenomena as
4 confused collectivn of incomprebensiblo and inoxplicablo mir-
acles, But leavo this low standpoint, and riso to the height of
the theory of development, at once a clear light falls upon these
apparent 1mimeles ; wo can understand them quite simply and
clearly by tho theory of a corumon descent of all species and their
passive and active migrations.

The first ardd most hmportant principle is, that as a rule overy
animal and vegetable species has arisen only once in the oourse of
time, and only in ono place on the carth, its so-called ccutre of cre-
ation by natural selection. It is quite incrediblo that (except as
an exceedingly rave accident) all the manifold and complicated
circumstanees, all the different conditions of the struggle for life,
which influence the erigin of a new species by natural selection,
should hiavo worked together in exactly the sameo agrecment and
combination moro than once in tho earth’s history, or should have
been active at tho same time at various points of the surfaco of
tho olobe. This refers moro especially to the higher and moro
perfect organisms,

But it is highly probable that the simplest organisms, such as
single-cclled Protista and Moners, havo many times simulta-
neously arisen in various parts of tho earth. Higher forms of
hylrids may also iave often arisen anew in various plaves.
However, these being only exceptions, wo need only consider tho
vast majority in regard to whom the singlo origin in a single
loeality in its so called centro of creation can be considered cor-
tain.

The continament of different kinds of plants and different kinds
of animals to the media for which they are severally ndapted is
the broadest fact of distr.ontion. Extensive groups of plants are
respectively sub-aerial and sub-aqueous ; and of the sub-aqueous
somo are exclusively marine, while others exist only in rivers and
lakes. .Awong animals some classes are confined to the air and
others to the water ; some aro restricted to salt water, others to
fresh.  Certain orgnnisms exist only between certain depths of
the aeean, others between other depths—tho Huwpet within tho
littaral zone, tha globigerina at the bottom of the Atlanticc. On

- Janil various plants and auimals are peculiar to low regiens, others

to high ones.

Next we havo geographical limitations made by climatic tem-
peratures that restrict organisms between certain isothermal lines,
-nd states that nnevent the spread of organisms beyond arcas hav-
ing a cortain humidity or dryness.  Besides suen general limita-
tions wo find special ones. Some forms occur ouly in snow, some
occut in hat springs. Same fungi inhabit mines or other dark
places others aro unkaown beyond the water of parlicular caves.

After the limits to distribution impsed by physical conditions
evmo limits of a different class, caused bv the presenco ¢ absence
of other organisms. Rome are eonfined within belts wherein grow
plants which are their food, others cannot live out of icvds that
produen their animal prey.  The sloth is limited to particular for
ests, and lats tn the anade ob night insects.  To those dependen-

! cies of the superinr on the inferinr organisms which they consumo

st b alded dependencic a of the inferinr on the saperior,
Darwin slinws how gearmal is the fertiliztion of plants by in-
sects, and eonsequently such plants ame Husited ta regions inhabited
by theee insect. Conversely the spread of organisms is often
boundad by the presence of particular organisms beyend tho
bounds—cither competing organisms or organisumis directly inimi.
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cal, u plant udapted to adjacent territory fails to overrun it, on
account of its pre-oceupntion by a plunt superior, either in fortility
or power of resisting Mstructive ngencies: or also because there
lives in tho territory somo animal which browses on its folinge, or
bird which devours newmly all its sceds. Similarly an avea in
which animals of a particuluc s) ics might thive is not colonized
by them Lecauso they are not fled t enongh to escape somo beast of
prey inhabiting this aven, or because the area is infested by somo
insect which destroys them, as the tsetso destroys tho cattle in
parts of Africa,

Another series of limitations aro caused by parasitism. Some
parasitic plants flourish only on trees of some fow kinds; others
bave ceitain animals for their home, such us the fungus, which
destroys the silkworm, or that wonderful growth out of a Now
Zealund caterpillar.  One parasite, the Chelonobia, uses the turtle
for purposes of locomotion; for the same purpose a certain
actini:t uses the shell inhabited by the hermit-crab, and snatches
from the hermit-crab tho morsels of food it is eating. Other
parasites, the Epigon, attach themselves to the surfaces of other
agimals and feed on their juices or on their secretions. Another
order of parasites, the Entogon, lives within other creatures.
Besides being restricted in its distribution to the bodies of thoe
organistus it infests, each species of parasite has usually still
narrower limitations ; in some cases the infested organisms furnish
fit labitations for tho parasites only in cer in regions, ard in
other cases only wlon in certain censtitutional states,

Thero are many other indirect modes in which the distributions
of organisms affect cach other. Plants of particular kinds are
caten by animals only in the abscnes of kinds that are preferred
to them, and the prosperity of such plants henco partly depends
on the presence of the preferrod plants.  Mr. Bates has pointed
ount that some South American butterflies thiive in regions where

insectivorous birds would else destroy then, beeause they closely

resembilo butterflics of another genus which avo disliked by theso
birds. And Darwin gives cases of dependence still moro remote
and involved.

Every animal and vegetablo species from tho beginning of its
existence has possessed the tendency to spread beyond the limited
locality of its origin, boyond tho boundary of its centro of creation,
or in other words beyond its primoval home or its natal place.
This is a necessary consequenco of tho relations of population and
overpopulation. The moro an animnl or vegetablo species
increases the less is its limited natal place sufficient for its sus-
tenance, and the fiercer the strugglo for lifo; the more mpid the
over-population of the natal spot, the moro it leads to emigration.
These emigrations are common to all organisns, and aro tho real
causo of the wido distribution of the differert spocies of organisms
over the eartl’s surface.  Just as micn leave overcrowded states,
50 all animzls and plants cmigrato from their over-crowded
primeval homes.

The means of transport are partly active, partly passive—the
organism cffcets its migration partly by freo locon.otion due to its
own auclivity, and partly by the movements of other natural bodies
in which it has no active share,

Tho more freely an animal’s organization permits it to move
in all directions the more rapidly will it spread over the carth.
Flying animals aud birds among verlelrata, and f8ying insects
ameng articulata have the advantage in this respeet. s soon as
thoy camo into existence these two classes spread over tho wheln
carth with greater facility than any other animal, which explains
the uniformity of stiucture of these two great classes of aramals.
For although the number of different species they contain is
cnormous, (those of insects alone bring more numerous than thoen
of all other animls together), yet they all, as well as tho biwds,
agree in the essential peculirritics of organization. They contain
bhut {ew groups, which differ but little in struclure.  Tho orders of
birds, with their numcrous spacies, am not nearly as distinet as
the onders of tho mammalian clasv, contrining much fewer species ;
and the onders of insects, with their innumenabls genern and
speciey, rosc ablo cach other moro closely than the small erders of
tho crab class, Tho general parallelism between birds and insects

—— e ——— —— -

is very interesting in relation to systematic zoology, and the great
importance of their richness of forms for scientific morphology lies
in tho fuct that they show us how, within the narrowest anatomical
sphere, and without profound changes of tho essentiul internal
urganization, tho greatest variety in extornal budily forms can be
attained. Tho reason of this is evidently their flying mode of life
and their freo locomotion. In consequence of this birds us well as
insects havo spread rapidly over the whole surface of the eartlh,
havo settled in all possiblo localitics inaccessible to other animals,
and variously modified their specific fortn by superficial adaptation
to particular local reiations.

Next to the fiyiug animals thoso have spread most rapidly and
widely which wero naxt best able to migrate, tho best runners and
swimmers. Fixed animals which udbere to otber substances
migrate in carly life, while possessing free locomotion, before they
adhere to anything.

Plants and animals aro over intruu.ug on each other’s spheres
of oxistence. Of th, various modes in which this is shown tho
connuonest is tho invasion of territory, that tendency which we
sce in the human ruces to overrun and occupy each other's lands,
as well as the lands inhabited by inferior creatures, is » tendency
oxhibited by ull classes of organisms in a variety of ways. Among
them, as among mankind, there are permanent conquests, tem
porary occuj-ations, and occasional raids. Aunual migrations aro
instances of this process in the most fumiliar form. Every spring
an inroad is made into tho area which our own fly-catchers occupy,
by the swailows of the south ; and every winter the field fares of
the north come to sharo the hips and haws of our bushes with
nativo birds—a partial possession of their territory, which entails
on onr mative birds some mortality. Besides theso regularly
recurring Tnids, there are irregular oncs, as of locusts into
countries not usually visited by them; or of strange birds which
in small flocks from time to time visit arcas adjacent to their own.
Every now and thenan incursion ends in permanent settlement—
perhaps in conquest—over indiginous species.  Within these few
years an Awerican water weed bas taken -ossessien of English
ponds and rivers, and tc some extent supplanted native water
weeds.  Of aniroals may bo named » small kind of red ant, having
hebits allicd to thosc of tropical ants, which has of late overrun
many houses in London. The case of tho rat, which must have
taken to infesting ships within these few centuries, is a good illus-
tration of the readiness of animals to occupy nuw pluces that are
available; and the way in which vessels visiting India are cleared
of the European cockroach by tho kindred Blatta Oricntalis,
shows us how these successful invasions last only until there como
more powerful invaders,

Plants and animals encroach on each other's spheres of existence
in further ways than by trespassing on one another’s nreas; they

i adopt cach other’s modes of life.  In somo instances theso vsurpa-

tions of babits is slight and temporary ; in others they are marked
and perinznent.  Grey crows frequently join gulls v»d corlows
in picking up food between tide marks, and gulls and curlews
may be occasionally soen many miles inland feeding in ploughed
ficlds and on moors. Darwin wutched a fly-catcher catching fish.
He says that tho greater titmouso sometimes adopts the practices
of the shrike, and sometimes of the nut-hatch ; and that some
South American woodpeckers are frugivorous, while others chase
insects on the wing. The sea eagle hunts tho surfico ¢f tho Jand

- for proy liko the rest of tho hawk tribe, and also swoops down

upon tho sea for fish. Darwin found that onc species of petrel

" has taken to diving, and its organization is considerably modified

in consaguence.
These last cases introduce us to a still more remarkablo class of

" facts of kindred meaning.  This intrusion of organisms on one an-

other's modes of lifo goes to the cxtent of intruding on cne
another’s media. The t mass of flowering plants aro terres

" trial, and are required to b so by their processes of fructification.

But thero are somo which live in thoe water and protrude only

~ their flowers abovo the surface. Thero is a atill more striking

i

instanco; on tho sca shoro may bo found an algw a hundred yards
inland, and & phanerogam rooted in zalt water. Ameng animale

e e . - -
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theso interchanges of media xro numerous. Nearly all coeleop-
terous insocts are torrestrial ; but the water beetle, which, like the
rost of its order, is an air-breather, has aquatic habits. Water
appears to be an especially unfit medium for a fly ; but Sir John
Lubbock has discovered more than one species of fly living boneath
tho surface of the water, and coming up only cccasionnlly for air.
Birds as a class aro especially fitted for an aerial existence ; but
certain tribes of them have taken to an aquatic existenco—
swimming on tho surfaco of the water and making continual
incursions bencath its surface; and there are somo gonora that
have wholly lost the power of flight. Among mammals, too, which
bave Jimbs aud lungs implying an organization for terrestrinl life,
may be named kinds that live more or less in the water, and are
more or less adapted to it. We have water rats and others which
unite the two kinds of lifo, and show but little modification,
hippopotsmi passing tho greater part of their time in the water
aud somewhat more fitted to it; seals living almost exclusively in
tho sea, and having the mammalian form greatly obscuved ; whales
wholly confined to the soa, and having so little the aspect of mam-
mals us to bo taken for fish. Conversely sundry inhabitants of
the wator make moro or less prolonged excursions on tho land.
Eols migrate in tho night from one pool to another. There are
fish with specially modified gills and fin-rays serving as stilts,
which, when the rivers they inhabis are partially dried up, travel
in search of better quarters, and while some kinds of crabs do not
muke land excursions beyond higi water mark, other kinds pursue
lives almost wholly torrestrial.

The poweor of free locomotion, and hence also of active migration,
is not confined to animals alone, but many plants likewise enjoy
it. Blany lower aquatic plants, especially tho class of the Tangles
(Algac) swim about freely in the water in early life, like the
lower animals just mentioned, by means of a vibratile, hairy coat,
a vibrating whip, or a covering-of tremulous fringes, and unly at
a later period adhero to objects.  Evon in the case of many higher
plants, which we designato us creepers and climbing nlants, we
may speak of active migmtion. Their elongated stalks and peren-
nial roots creep or climb during their long process of grow'h to
new positions, and by means of their widespread branches they
acquire now habitations, to which they attach themsolves by buds,
and bring forth new colonics of individuals of their species.
Influential as theso active migrations of most animals, and many
plants are, yet alono they would by no means be suflicient to
explain the distribution of organisms. Passive migrations have
ever boen by fur the most important, and of far greater influenco
in the case of most plauts, and in that of wany animals. Such
passivo changes of locality are produced by extromely numerous
cuuses.  Air and water in their cternal motion, wind and waves
with their manifold cuirents, play the chief parts. The wind, in
all places and at all times, raises light organisms, small animals
and plants, but especiully their young germs, animal eggs and
plant seeds, and carries them far over land and sea. Trunks of
palm treo from the West Indies are brought by the Gulf Strean
to tho British and Norwegian coasts.  Alllargo rivers bring down
driftwood from the mountaing, and frequently Alpino plants arc
carricd from their home, at tho source of the river, into tho plains,
and even further down to the sea.  Froquently numerous inhabit-
ants live between tho roots of the plants thus carried down, and
between tho branches of the trees thus washed away thero are
various inhabitants which havo to take part in tho passive migra.
tion, Tho bark of tho tree is covered with messes, lichens, and
pamsitic insects.  Othes insects, spiders, ote., even small reptiles
and mammals, avo hidden within the hollow trunk or cling to the
branches. In the carth adhering to the fibres of the roots, in
tho dust lying in tho cracks of the bark, thero are innumerable
germs of smzller animzls and plants, Now, if the trunk thus
washed away lands safely on a forcign shore or on a distant
island, tho guests who lad to take part in the involuntary voyago
can Joavs their boat and settle in the new country. A very

remarkablo kizd of water transport is formed by tho floatirg ice-

which anuually becoma loosened from ths oternal ico of tho
Polar Sca, Although theso cold regicns are thinly peopled, yet

many of their inhubitants, who wore accidentally upon an iceberg
whilo it was becoming looser.ed, wore carried away with it by thoe
curronts and landed on warmer shoves. In this manner, by means
of loosened blocks of ico from the Northern Polar Sea, often whole
populations of small animals and plants have been carried to the
northern shores of Europo and America. Even Polar foxes and
Polar bears have been carried in this way to Jcoland and to the
British Isles.
(T’ be continued.)

MEDICAT..
The Oshawa Electro Medical Institute

Is now in successful operation, and is becoming moro popular cverv day.
The success that is attending the Naw Systein'of Medication ought to be a
sufficient guarantes to justify all who are suffering from disease, no mat-
ter in what form, to try its merits,

The discases in which Electricity is not applicable are very few, if any,
conscquently it would be useless to enumerato all the diseases for which it
specially adapted.  Electricity being the instrumentality of all life, it is
nature’s own cure ; without it we could not exist, »nd we are only dis-
cased when its equilibrium is disturbed, and that equilibrium can only be
established by the restoration of the Electro Vital fluid to its natural nor-
mal condition, which is often accomplished by the administration of Elec-
tricity to the parts affected, which is done in various ways to secure the
desired effect.  For further information call on or address

DR. WAKEFIELD FENTON.
At the Electro Medical Institute,
OSHAWA.
P, 8.—Paticents from a distance can be accommodated wirh comfortable
lodgings and good board at moderate expense, convenient to the Insti-

tute. Lad{ attendants for lady paticnts, and all consultations strictly
confidential,

Those who ean read tho signs of the times, read in them that the king-
dom of Max is at hand.—Prof. Clifierd.

D A IV,

A Weokly Journal of ngrcss and Reform, is published overy Saturday
at 19 DEY STREET, NEW YORK, by

ASA K. BUTTS.

Fditor and Publisher of the Evclution, Radical Bsoks, Pamphlets, cts.

TERMS OF SUBSCRIPTION $1.00 PER YEAR, including Supplement
till further notice® In clubs of fous, without Supplement, cach 50 cents
per year.  Clubs of ten to onc address, $4.00. Club rates for Supplement
alenc, samo as for MaN alone. Al club rates may be withdrawn by two
week’s notice in the papor.

N. B.—das wo publish tug p:lrcr at the lowest cost price wo can afford
no *“ dead heads.” e shall atop cach paper on expuatin of time

aid for, and sample copies willnot bo sent in reply to postal cards.
Znclose two stamps for sample copy.
NOTABLE OPINIONS.

I like your Man. Heis briaht, crisp, frank, genial gay, jolly, profound
—in fact, “"every incha Max,” Accept congratulations on your succes in
making so good a Max first time trying. Hsisa splendid fellow-  Bless

you, how the ladies will love him !~ A\ morc charming man I never met.
ndeed I donot ace how you can improve him, W, E. Jasusox.

I rejoico in your paper beeause of itx all sidedness.  1tit not for temper-
ance especially, nor for greenbacks, nor for Communism, bat for Max,

Magry Dava SmSnLER

That very notable feature of your enterprise, the re-publication, in your
Sapplement, of the Manchester Lectures, &c., a feature so worthy of all
praize that it ought alone to consure the success of your undertaking, and
stamp you as a public benefactor, C. N. BovEr.

Tts firat number is well filled and Jooks handsome, and as our friend
Butts is active, eaterprising, and wntes well, we hope he will succeed in
his new ventare, The nore Liberal journals the better, and, besides, the
motto of the New York candidate suits ua exactly,—Boxton Inveatizator.

Tho undaunted and irrepressible Asa K. Butts has the ability and bussi.
ness experience to make a first-class paper in the interest of progress and
reloro =L ligice Philoeophical Journal,

Send §1.00 for six of Mra, Besant's best cssays, including The Law of
Papulation (with fine steel portrait by Ritchic, the bost artist in Amcrica).
The fruits of Christinnity, &e., &c., and threo other radical essays by
different authors, and specitacn copy each of Tho Evelution, Man, and The
Scientitic Supplement. Addross, ASA K. BUATS, Pablisher,

. 19 Day Street, Now York,
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ALFRED PIDDINGTON,
Bookseller and Stationer,

Will send by mail, post paid, on reccipt of
Catalogue price, any of the following works :

Volnoy's Ruines of Empires...... ..8100
Stranss’ The Old Faith aud the New.. 200
Christian Theology and Modern Scep-
ticisni, by the Duke of Somerset.. 075
Parker’s Discourses on Religioa...... 200
Mills’ Three Essays on Religion...... 200
Clodd’s Childhood of the world...... 07H
¢ Childhood of Religion ...... 225
Frothingham’s Transcendentalisin in
New England, ............ 260
Frothingham'’s The Safest Creed ...
e The Cradle of Christ.. 175
e Child’s Book of Relig'n 1 00
« Beliefs & Unbelievers
and other Discourses 1 00
Supernatural Religion. 2 Vols. 8vo .. 800
batthew Arnold’s Literature & Dogma 1 50
« God and the Bible.... 1650
« Essays on Criticism... 150
¢ Essays on Church &
Religion ..o..v..0. 180
Amberley’s Analysis Religious Belief 3 00
Huxley's Critiques and Addresses.... 150
« Anat]omy of Vertebrated Ani-

mals........ cseerieenees 280
¢ DMan's placo in Naturo ..... 125
¢ Origin of Species ....... . 100

Haeckel’s History of Creation, 2 vols. 5 00
Quaterfage’s Natural History of Man 1 00
Mivart's Contemporary Evolution.... 150

Spencer’s (Herbert) Social Statics.... 2 50
¢ Psychology. 2 vols ........ 500
¢ Prinaples of Biclogy. 2 vols, 4 00
¢ TFirst Principles ...... vees 250

¢ The Study of Sociology ..,. 150
Draper's Intellectual Development of
Europe. 2 vols .........oiall
Draper’s Conflict between Religion &
Science
Buckle's History of Cirilization in
England. 2 vols...... . 300
Tyndall’s Forms of Water .......... 15
¢ 'Heat as amode of motion.
“ OnSound .....oovnvvnnnn. 200
¢ Michael Faraday .......... 100
¢ Fragments of Scienco ...... 200
¢ Hours of Exercise in the Alps 2 00
Darwin’s Naturalists’ Voyage arcund

the World .,........ Ceesee 200
“ Qrigin of Species ......... 200
¢ PDecentof Man. 2 vols...... 400
¢ Inscctivorous Plants ..... . 200

= Cross and sclf Fertshzation, 2 G0
¢ Experssions of the Emotions
in men and animals ...... 300
Cazelles' Evolution—Philasephy ... 100
Fontame's How the Waorld waspeopled 200

Swith's From Dawn to Sunrise...... 200
Tnderwvood'’s Horoines of Frecthought 1 50
Savage's Religion of Bvolution ...... 150
Stephen’s History of £nglish Thought
27018 ciiineniineennen evreeess 800
Renan's Lifo of Jesus ...... “ireenns 076

Bmdla\xﬁh‘a Thoughts about the Dovil 1 50
Cobbo’s Religious Demands of the Age 0 40

*.¥Some of the above may be had second-
hand, ac reduced prices,
ALFRED PIDDINGTON,

248 & 250 Yongo St.,
Toronto,

Address

" RARE CHANCES.

We will send the

Freethought Journal,
Spiritual Offering,

AXD

The Evolution,

All for one year for the sum of 83.75.
Evolutivn and Jovnxar for $2.00 a ycar;
Spiritual Offering and JourxaL for $2.75,
in advance. The Spiritual Offering is edited
by Mr. b 1. Fox and Mrs. Nettio Pease
Fox, and 18 one of the best magazines
published in the United States. The
Evolution is the best Materialistic journal in
the United States, aud the FreeruouvenTt
Jounxatis the only Liberal paper published
in the Dominion of Canada. Has a corps
of able contributors, and is abreast of the
times,

Address,
W. J. R. HARGRAYVE,
Albert Hall, No. 191 Yongo Streot,
TORONRTO.

In stock, or engraved to orde_r,
Notarial Seals, Liodge, Corporation and

Society Seals.
Stoel Stamys

FOR

\Vood, Brass, Iron,
Ivory. &¢.

Date Stamps, Buk,
Office and Hand
Stamps, &

Conéccuonm‘
ST Tolla.

3\ Silver and Brass
Doorplates.

S e W P -

Bottlers’ Stamps for Capsules and wax—
all kinds.
Shiclds and Bannerets for Liberal Associa-

ojuots ,pprpriatnly grouped.

Th; 'Eeé;ddﬁaﬂeis-}!

Scientific, Philosophical, and Religious
Works, and for the Leading Sec-
ulay and Progressive
Puapers of

ENGLAND AND AMERICA,

At the rooms of the
Freethought
Publishing

Company,

28 SCHOOL ST., BOSTON.

i

1We keep on Land ali works of Advanced
Thought on Scientific, Philosophical, Re-
ligious, and Social Topics.

Attention is also called to the fact thit
much of the best works of tho real advancad
thinkers appears first in some ono or othor of
the leading periodicals of England or Amer-
ica. The periodicals can always be obtained
at our rooms. This is the only placo in Bos-
ton where the

FREETHINKER

Can find a completo collection of such works
a3 be needs.
No Pamphlet too Trivial.
No Volume too Costly.
Works on Physiclugy constantly on hand.

Any book published in Europo or America
will bo furnished at publisher's prices at
shortest notice.

Let Frecthinkers purchaso of the

Freethought Publishing Uo.,

28 SCHOOL ST., BOSTON.

L. J. RIVERS, Manager.
P. 0. BOX 3539.

aF Sond for a Catsloguo of Libaral Podli.
catican
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Erraethought "Lectares

for 1878.
BY B. F. UNDERWOOD

POSITEVE 'AND CORBTRUCTIYE XLECTURES. .

1. Tho dewands of Liberalism,

2. Tho positive Side of Freethought.

3. Tho Genesis ui:d Nutyre of Religion
considered as an element of Humsn Na-
turs.

4. A Scientific and Ph:losophwal View
of Religions Revivals, ;

5. The Influonco of Chmtmmt.y on
Civilization.

6. Tbe Trinwiphs of Liberalism,

7. What Liberalism offers as & Sub-

stitute for the Christian Theology.

8. A Troe Man Bstter than a True
Christian.

9. Judnism agd” Christiamity, Out-
growths of Pre-Existent Heatlienism,

10. Origin and History of the Bible,
{Frow ona to:six lectures.)

11. Buddka and Buddhism.

12. Ancient Egyyt Hor Lawa, Mor-
ality, and: Raligich. 1 :

13. The Theory of Evohmon

14. Darwinism: -Its-Principles Stat-
ed and Defended.

15. Naturel Seldction versus Design
in Natdre.

16. The Philosophy of Herbert Spencer

17. Modern Scientific Materialiam.
5. Instinct and Tatuition: orgamzed
experiences of the Raoe,

19, Womsun: Her Past and Preaent, :

Her Rights-and Wrongs.

0. Paine; Tho Pionecr of: Frorthought

in America.’ )
21. The French Revolation : Its Cause
and Cousequence.
CRITICAL LECTURES.
22. The Fallacies of Rev: Joseph Cook
xéegé:rdmg the Porsonality and Being of

23. Cook's Criticism of Scientific Mat-
erinlism Examined.

24. Why Iam an Unbehever.

25- Christianity and Iutellectual Pro-

gréss.

96. Tho Four Gospels Unhistorical
and Unreliable,

27. Tho Evidences for the Divinity of
the Bible Examined,

28. Popular Assumptions Regarding
the Bible and Christianity.

29. Popular Ob;acuons to Infidelity
Answered,

80. The Crimosand Cmcltmsof Catho- -

lic and Prytesthnt:Christianity. -

31. Bible Prophocies Falsified by the ’

Facts of History.-

82. Tho Proofs of a Pomomﬂ Intelli-
gent Deity Exanined.

33. Tlxe Pros and Cons of 2 Fature
State, -

For terms, &:c., adéiross

. B. ¥. ONDERWOOD,
Thorndike, Xaas,

AT DLAST!

.
JUNT TIR lOO! run LISZRALS DAVE BEEX WANTIXO,

The Vouth's Liberal Guide !

By Prof. A. X, Korrixazs, A, M.,
(Trauslatod from the revised Germuan odition.) |

A book l:r ;ho Moral "Cufisure and Religious Enlighten.
ment 0
s¢Fathers | Mothem 1 Letus lve for our calldron.”

PART. FJBST&-’.MMA:;;\‘.anmx. lia

Section First.—Morals in Examples.

Cmarrenr_Firsri- L. Dntiga- Toyards Our-
solves. 1L Du uof*Benoﬁo!eécoTowuds onr
Follow-Creatures,

Cnarter Srcoxv. I Private Rxght! ané
Daties. 1L Pablic Rights and Dutics.
Section Second.—Doctrines of Duties and

Rights:- in Queslions-ayd Answers,

INTRODUCTION.—CitarreR Finst.

Ethics. (In the Stricter Sense.)—Dutite
Téwards Ourselves. (Personal Duties.)—
Special- Duties Towards Ourselves.—Duties

Towards Our Fellow-Creatures, (Dntxex rof-

Benovolonce,) Spocial Duties,

Cravrsr Secoxb.—Doctriros of Justico (of
Datits of Rights, Resting on Reason and
Natare.
Public Righls-and Daiies, (State Rights.)

- PART SECOND -—qumocs }m\uonm

. xtion Firsk. —Onthne of the Hintory‘ of tdo, :

Principal Relifions.

Coarrer Fansr.—Tho Religions beforo- tbo
Christian and the Islam.

Cuarren  Sxooxn.— Christian  Religiost. <
1st Poriod.—(1-1024). From the fonndation
of the Christiau Religion until the time of the
Umvcrsal Government of the Popds.” PAxt
SzcoND.—(1024-1300).  8rd. Period.—, 700-
1518.) dtlr Period.—1518-1648.)° 5th Pariaod,
--{1648-1789.) 6th Pariod.—)1782-1677.)

Section  Second.~—Biblical Narratives and
their Criticism., Cmartzer Finsn—Narms-
tives. from the__OId .Tcshment. CrarTER
SeeoxD —Narntives from the New Tutamcnt

Sechion M—Vmwso‘f “the Univare

- the ghand of Modern Bcience. In ques-
tions and Lnaw

Nom.—Rxoeﬂa&'(}wmuﬂ‘ab‘!e.

Suclris & brie? ostline of thhs mich heeded work. It

ms‘&.mmm 3324 re T3 phically, itis
YUYW

nrdxndmsect.mt:am tor Oatatogue of Booas,
Mphloummph ne P ‘o‘n

I.od:mxB m:u'xe, ows.,

m DR 3 AR

A Criticism and Denunciation,
FROM THX LATEST

London Abridged Edition

Of this remarkablo work, which has
created 20 much excitement in England.

The otiginal volums was issued by tue
Aizh Church authorities in England as a
gmdanoe of tho clergy in the confeasional,
and for its plainness of language was
tabooed sud expurgated.

Sent by mail on reccipt of 25 -cents, or
5 copies for ~uo dollar.

Freethought Publishing Co.,
BOSTON, MASS.

P. 0. Box 3539, .

CASH WITH ALL ORDERS.

I Private Rights snd Daties, I1.-

The: eietitific Ameridan:

THIRTY.-FOURTH YEﬁL v
Thomost Popular Stientifie Paperi Sheworld, .

stago, \vcek-
; pRgos. |

unly $3.20 a year, including
- 1y, G2 numbers a year, 4,

The Scientific Americanis a Inrge firdt-clase”
weekly nowspayor of sixtecn pagns, printed in

the aost beanfiful atyle, profusely ilinatrated
with splondidt engravings, vepreponting ”the
vewest inventions aud,tho -mos} repont. ad-
~vanocs in the arta aad rciences yin new
and xntorenhng acts ip agncultu:e, horuculb-
urg, tl:c hi'tae, health, medical progross, pocial
scitries, xatural history, goology, astinaomy.

THo mhost valuablo practical papers, by éwin-

ont writers in -z}l departments of gcienco, 1in1

be found in the Scientific American,
Terrhs, $3.20 por yoar, $1.60-half year,
whch includes postsge. . Distount:to agents.
la co;nea, ‘teri.cents. Sald by all -news-
ealers. ~ Remit by postal order to Mexx &
to Publishers, 37 Fark Roy, Now York,
PATEN TS, In copnpction with the Scien-
tific American, Mesgrs Muxy-& Co. are solici-
tors of Ametican and’ Foxexgn pptcnts. have
had 34 yosrs, rience, xnd now haye the
largest establuhnient in tho world. Patents
aré_obtainéd on the best terma. A special
notice i made in ke Stiontific.American of all

inventiona-patented thronkh this agency, with

the name and residence of tho patentee,. By
tho immenso circulation ‘thns gr‘en, pnb]n: ate
tention ix directed to the ments of $™s new
ptwnt:,d a30d sales or infroduction: ofa.n casily

Any person who has m:dos new dxsoove
or inventaion, can as freo of ehug
whether'a pateat van pmbably bo obtained,
by writing to tho undorsigned. ~ Wo also xexd
freo onr d book nbout tho patent lsws,

ty, cavests, trado-marks, theircosts, and
E‘aw procured, with- Biuts for procoring ad-
vaboe- on mventxm Addtess tor the paper,

. or concerning paten
MUNN

& CO., 37 Park Row, New York.
Branch Office, Cor. ¥ & 7th St., Washing-
ton, D.C. . .

Physiclogist &7 Fmﬂy Thysician

$ An exccllent sixteen page monthly. Its
object is certainly a good one, and $ho catr-s
prisy descrves t‘ho snpport of an approciative
public.”—TRUTHt SEERER.

“A harbmﬁer of health and bappiness for
the household, an efficicat proacher of tho
rightecoumezs ot right living.”

CramrIoN.

—CHRISTIAN

*¢Tho pocessity for such 3 publication has,

Iong bcen apparent to all interested in'tho
anthrepy that soeks the zhoral and

hyncal rogeneration of the race.  Tho
Bhynnlognt must and will bo the prophet
priest of the futare, oomxnmmnodbym vo
mtelligence to reveal thoso laws which aro
written m tho vxhl structuro of tho human
organism.”—THos. W. Oraasw, o, of * Liv-

“1 am delighted thh tho first aumber of
the Phyaiologist. It is all good, its matter
varicd, ssamble, instructive, wvaluable, juat
what is needed in every family.”—Srsav H,
WrxoX.

1 J¢ is & boauntifal paper, a valoable woman's
s:gen—oo cloan, a0 pursly white, and with »
s cutoul‘ovtfhneu opphm&:.¥ ov:r it Itam in

ove with it, and vrophesy for it 3 great namo
and a world-wide Tame.”—Mr«, . D.SLXNRER.
Sobeeription price, - - . §1 50 per year.
Sing.s copics, 15 cents.

Address,—

SARA B. CHASE, A. M, 2.D.

30 Wust 23nd St., New York,
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