CHIPS FROM MY STUDIO.

FINE poem in Bayard Taylor's new book, “ Home Pastorals,”
is entitled * Vapoleon at Gotha.” Especially noticeable are
the opening lines: —

We wall amid the currents of actions left undor.e,

1.6 germs of deeds that wither, before they sce the sun.
For every sentence uttered, a million more ure dumb:
fuer’s lives are chains of chances, and History their sum.

“In the Lists” also atiracts my attontion: —

Could T choose the age an [ fortunate season
When to be born,

I would fly from the censure of your barren reason,
And the scourges of your scorn:

Could I take the tonguc, and the land, and the station
That to me were fit,

I would make my life a fcree and an exultation,
And you could not stifle it.

But the thing most near to the freedom I covet
Is the freedom T wrest

From a time that would bar me from climbing above it,
To seek the East in the West.

I have dreamed of the forms of a nobler existence
Than you give me here,

And the beauty that lies afar in the dateless distance
I would conquer, and bring more near.

It is good, undowered with the bounty of Fortune,
In the sun to <tand:

Let others excuse, and c1..ge, and importune,
I will try the strength of my hand!

If I fail, I shall fall not amony the mistaken,
Whom you dare deride :

If I win, you shall hear, and see, and at last awaken
To thank me because I defied!

Miss , a maiden lady of som
- — “rather prosy.” A disinterestoa
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I HavE been entrusted with the following report of a late interesting

- occasion at the * [nvisible Club 7" —

There was a breeze at the “ Invisible Club” the other evering when

f it was annous

- of the West, Rev. Justinian Floorman, would take the place on that oc-
b casion of the regularly appointed essayist.  The vencrable Mrs. —--
- inmmediately fumbled for her eye-glasses, while the ponderous head of

the Plato of the club was seen slowly to raise itself from its usual
resting-place on its owner’s cold-headed cane.  Two gentlemen and a

- ludy holding an animated discussion in one corner of the roon on the
ill or good there might be in intoxicating liquors whitled violently to
| encounter the new sensation.  In shart, the commotion that suddenly
displayed itself in all parts of the i
i was that for a number of evenings

simply intense. The fact
aad been precisely as
amers, had described it
ar mizht not be able to dis-

cover any good reason why it should have been otherwise.  Not that
| the club can be charged with a lack of brilliant talent, nor that genivs
§ even might not put in a valid claim for recoguiiion.  But the subject
| that had persistently been kept before the club for eleven long eve-
L nings by the committee in chirge had been the by no means novel one
of “ Temperance.

' For a scason the discussion ran high, there being

| marked and irreconcitable ditferences, which it was found impossible

to confine, as @ member had remarked, “ within a purely intellectual

- consideraticn.”” The extreme temperance advocates were bent on mak-

ing of it a personal and moral question.  This so irritated the mod-

| erate members that angry feelings showed themselves, until it was
' observed that, in the whele history of the club, no such general and
prolonged excitement had before oceurred. The danger of an explo-
b sion came to seem imminent ; but for the last three evenings discretion

had got th: better part of valor on both sides, and the effect of this

' hud been ty tame the discussion down to the merest commonplace.
- Hence, for these three evenings the mterest in the club had waned
’ measurably. Many had absented themselves purposely, preferring to
- wait until there should be a change in the programme.  The radical
,’ element especially, on the occasion now referred to, was but sparsely
' represented.  The conservative and Christian members were there in
" better force.

No sooner had it been announced that the Rev. Justinian Floorman,

| from the “far wilds of the West,” would henor the club that evening

with his presence, and would open the conversation with a few re-
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ma:ks on the great subject of the “If," than a small, rotund looling
ma2, with sparkling black eyes and a radiant face, rose to protest that
he frared the Committee had unwittingly sprung a trap on that portion
o.f the club which only he and a few others had on this present ocea-
sion the houot 1o represent. He had all respect for the distinguished
geniteman who was to address them, but he thought that, if he was to
treat o. the “If” before the club, the club ought to be fully notitied of
that fact: for he believed he understood pretty fully what kind of » rews
lurked under the subject the gentleman had selected, aund he felt sure
those members who were absent, and who were so perfectly compece.at
to oppose those views, would deeply regret their absence, and he ap-
pealed to the Committee, in all fairness, to know whether the distin-
guished gentleman could not postpone his remarks until the next
evening, when they might have a special meeting and a full atten-
dance.

.:\fter a brief conversation with the Rev. Justinian iloorman, the
Chairman of the Committee announced that the Rev, Mr. Floorman
hjui been caught on a flying visit to this Fastern country, and that his
timz was absolutely all preoccupied with lecturing engagements, so
that it wis “this evening or never.,”  He would leave it to the club to
decile.  Several voices responding, “ Go on” and “ Hear him,” the
reverend gentleman was introduced once more.  He came rapidly
forward, and seated himself in a large arm-chair almost in the very
midst of his auditors.  Then, spreading his hands over his knees,
with a slight upward toss of his luxuriantly robed head, he spoke as
follows 1 —

“Gentlemen of the Invisible Club, —and Ladies, whom T now per-
ceive with abounding gratification, — we are to discourse of the *if.’
Do you ever measure the vast possibilities that lie concealed in that
allfructifying word? I remember well when, one cold, wintry morn,
I sat "mid the wigwams of the red and ductile Indian on the banks of
the Longtombigbee. It was the tribe of the Arrapahoes.  Slowly rais-
ing his head, after long and thoughtful meditation, the great chicf
broke the solemn silence by saying, ‘1 fear my people are learning
trom the white man the “If.”’ I heard, and [ was abashed.  Gen-
. tlemen, in this Eastern land that ‘If’ was born; here, by the side
of Plymeuta rock ; here, in the ‘Cradle of Liberty.” What do you
say?  Shall it circumnavigate the globe; or shall it be strangled
here in the land of its birth? [Visible sensation.] If [ have any mis-
- sion on this earth, I believe in the very decps of the decpness of my
soul that it lies solely and for ever in this, and only in this, one di-
rection, We are menaced, gentlemen, on this most excellent globe of

Chips from my Studio. 807

ours by a modern revival of this all devastating and heaven-annihilating
“If.” Behind the sun, burning in yon blue azure, there is another sun,
a sun of glory ; behind the calm moon, silvering the darkness of the
night, there is another moon, w moon of peace; but behind this * 4f”
there is—nething /[ A gathering applause, in which it was noticed that
two of the out-and-out materialists, who had recently entered, genci-
ously joined.] Your applause is reassuring, gentlemen, 1 ask it not
for my words because they are mine, but because I know that it is sci-
entifically demonstrable that they are true.  Walking one sultry day
with the Sultan along the shimmering sands of the shore of the Bospho-
rus, I said to him, *What is the limit of your iajesty’s knowledge?”
His rezponse, electric and supreme, caused me to hang my Christian
head before the genius of the Infidel.  Prostrating himself three and
twenty times on the earth, he turned his eyes toward the heavens,
and ejaculated, in tones musical as a summer breeze, these simple,
all-inclusive, decisive words, ¢ Great is Allak !’ 1 said to myscli,
that people are invincible who stand thus on the luminous sumumit of
the most scientific peak of the ages!”

Loud applause from a few meinbers at this point caused consider-
able disturbance, and so broke into the flow of the reverend gentle-
man’s remarks that a lady present timidly ventured to interrupt him
merely that she might be set right in her own mind as to the precise
force of his words, which, owing doubtless to the confused state of her
own mind, did not appear to her to be as clear as a devotee oi the
strictly scientific method could wish.  She begged to know i the
speaker intended to say that the Sultan claimed that the limit of his
own knowledge could only be discerned by measuring the exteut of
the knowledge of Deity?  Several voices chimed in, *“Hear, hear!”
upon which the reverend gentleman remarked dryly, his manner indi-
cating plainly that he was a trifle disgusted, *“I have to regret if my
language is not in range with the wisdom of a portion of this company.
It must be very plain to every thoughttul mind that I only meant to
say that this Sultan of all the Moslems affirmed the being of God.
To him and his people the If’ was unknown.” Ancther round of
applause greeted the soeaker, and he was about to resume, when one
of the materialists present, who had been showing unmistakeable signs
that he was eager for the fray, astonished the club with a further intru-
sion: *Professor Huxley says, ‘If a little knowledge is dangerous,
where is the man who has so much as to be out of danger?’ Now I
would like to ask the gentleman, did the Sultan of ali the Turks affirm
the being of God from so much knowledge as to be out of danger of
one day finding out his ignorance?” There was a defiant glance in
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E the eyc of the reverend gentleman as he turned haughtily . confront
his new assailant, and a perceptible movement of rising indignation
* on the part of the conseryative members.  But forbearing any direct
| response, the essayist continued : —

L “Gentlemen, my purpose is to discourse of the ¢ If.’
L ber the words of your Shakspere’s Coriolanus : —

Do you remem-

‘My soul aches
To kno'v, when two authorities are up,
Neither supreme, how soon ¢onfusion
May enter twixt the gap of both, aud take
The one by the othert’

o

Gentlemen, I have turned my ardent gaze from the mere ‘If’ of
. theology to the ‘If’ of the scientific materialist. I was in radiant, all-
penetrating earnest. I said, * My soul aches to know.” When Socra-
E tes turned from ail other authorities, he looked at the nature of things,
and the radiance was dazzling. Try Christianity by this standard,
and your ‘If’ goes out with the darkness you have dispelled. God,
| Immortality, the Atonement, the Triune Unity, the blessed state of
t all who go hence in peace, —in the Nature of Things are all these

3 established.
(14

) 1. God—as a distinguished gentleman of your own city has
§ remarked, speaking figurativ ely—-—wears on His finger Gyges’ ring,
L which, according to Greek mythology, makes the wearer invisible.
| “2. Being invisible, how do we know, why do we affirm, His
I existence?
“3. We know, because it is scientifically demonstrable that matter
 is inert.
“4. Matter being inert, it is not living matter.

5. Inert or not-living matter cannot produce life.
“6. We know that life is.
K ‘7. Hence we know there is a power other than this inert, not-
i livirg matter.
~ ©“3. "“hat power is God.”

There was breathless attention while the Reverend gentleman was
thus proceeding in logical sequence with his bristling points. But the
g smile of deep satisfaction which for a time was visible on the faces of

' the orthodox and conservative members gradually wore away, and dis-
- appeared : settling, if I may so speak, into a ciimly pictured sort of
- heroic intellectual weariness, as he followed on, point after point,
with rapid utterance and unabated energy, until at last he reached the

[
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any court— the

final and concluding one, which was —1I am ready to vouch for it in ]
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“rya.
any onc presume to say that the chaos bringing. power-aunibilati~g
¢If’ is not cast for ever into the abyss?”

The club uwoke

Now, gentlemen, in the radiance of this demonstration, will

a5 if startled from a long dveam by the loud crack

L of a whip, as the reverend gentleman, with all the energy his ponder-

ous, swaying physical frame could impart, —his face beaming with
what Joseph Cook might describe as the *indescribable solar look,”
— brought thus his — as he himself evidently deeined it —- exhaustive
illustration of the luminosity there is in the **nature of things” to a

close. He had then, however, only just begun what he had proposed
to say. Immortality ; .ne ‘Thirty-nine Articles; the “T'e Deum ;”" and

all that péitained to the vital character of Ciristianity as reinforced
and reéstablished by the scientitic method, deriving its vast recuperg-
tive power from the Nature of Things,—all remained behind. It
was more than reason or friendship could expect uny one mau (o do,
however, and so when he waived the further consideration of the suh
ject, and invited criticism, there was loud and long-continued applause.

As the excitement Inlled and the club recovered itself, it was plain
that the first response from the meinbers was to come from the happy,
unperturbed materialist who, in the beginning, had desired a post-
ponement of the subject until another ew*hing. He rose to his feet,
a glance of confidence twinkled in his eye, and with a slight wave of
his hand toward the President, he said : —

“I need waste no words at this hour of the evening in expressing
what T am sure is the unanimous feeling of the club in regard to the
Did 1 not think it
able, I should not essay a reply. As we all know, it was able ; I may sav
also, it was peculiar and brilliant. I come at once to the pomt, The

remarkable discourse to which we have listened.

- gentleman say: there is a God. There is no longer any ¢ If’ in the case.

He has annihiiated the ‘If;’ he has cast it into the abyss. Let us
see. What are his main propositions? He admits, in the first p'ace,
that his God is invisible, We cannot see him. Neither caa we hear
him, feel him, taste him, or touch him. We are not able to do any one of
these things.  All our senses fail us. Neverth less there 7 suciva be-
ing, —a God who eludes our every ability to discover him.  Now I say,
¢4f” there be a God like this, it is a piece of gross impertinence in us to
be for ever following him up and striving to find him out.  He has cho-
sen to veil himself in obscurity, to hide himself and be alone. I, for
one, have too much self-respect to insist on disturbing the desired pri-
vacy of so august a personage. Nay, [ would not so molest and ill-
treat the humblest individual. T apprehend, however, that this God,
“if’ he exists, has not any fear of our ultimate success. He had the
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thinz all in his own hands.  He might have given us another sense
by winch we could recognize him as he passed to and fro on his rounds
thiough the universe. Hedid not choose so to do. He tests, we may
suppose, serene in his knowledge that only his own creative power can
wdd that he has not given, and so render onr miuch woding fruitful,
But I see the geatleman is impatient vith this stiain of remark, ard [
will not pursue it farther.  We ave all agreed, apparently, that, by our
five senses, a God is past finding out.  How, then, is he discernible?

“The gentleman affirms : —

“i. God is invisible.  But, —

“2 There are evidences which, in spite of his invisibility (I may
add, his inaccessibility in every wayy, are proof beyond question of his
existence.  For instance, —

“3. There is living matter and rotliving matter.

Passing from not-living to living matter cannot be accom-
plished except by the intervention of some external power.

“5. That Power is God.

“1 think [ have restated the gentleman’s positions rairly. My reply
shall be brief.,

“ In not-living matter there begin to appear signs of life.

What is the conclusion? That an esternal power wrs then
first at work upon ir?

“3. Itis only rational to say that whai we supposed to be matter
notliving was, in fact, matter Zrzang. To suppose a power outside is
£-atuitous.

*4. Matter we know.  All its powers we do not know. Butitis
fair to assume that, whatever manifestation comes of it, the cause of
thit manifestation inheres in it.

“35. By all analogy and experience we should hold this conclusicn,
aatil we discover some extra, outside cause, or being, whose office it is
shown to be to produce the effect we witness,

“#%.  God must not be an inference.

“7. The iliustration of the invisible player on the keys of an organ
fails. For i{ it had been our uniferm experience that an instrument
constructed iz a certain fashion would produce even the fifth symphony
of Beethoven, we should not say, or even surmise, that an ouiside person,
visibie or invisible, was necessary to account for the music we heard.

“8. The phenomenon might be wonderful as we contemp!;n,ed it,
but we still should feel bound to account for it by natural causes, and
not by supernatural ones.

“9. Hence the ‘If’ is nof cast into the abyss.”

The spiritedness and vim the speaker put into this little speach was
quite refreshing, and it was evident that all the members felt a certain

3 2.
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membership-pride in the creditable mane. ¢ in which he had acquitted
himself.  There were but two of themy, Lowever, who honorad him with
their applause, but they clapped in most aprroved, vigorous styie.
There was a momentary pause, no one seet'ngr inclined to foidow up
the discussion ; but just a the President was preparing to broak the
silence with some remark, a member, who, [ was told, had ncver ve-
fore at the club ventured upon any observation whatsoever, rose, and
in a low, quiet toue 2aid he had a few thouglts on the gencral subject
before the club which he would endeavor to present. He spoke nearly
as follows : —

“ approve the conclusion of the member who hus just interested
us. ‘fhe distinction of not-divirg matter is purely arbitrary,  Either
all matter is alive, or all is dead. It is perilous to sav that mind en-
ters matter at any one point. It is perilous, for it is an assumption of
which there is no proof.  To rest the atfirmation of God cu evilence
which is not evidence is to establish not God, but the ¢ It," beyond ¢
troversy.  For myself, I believe in mind.  What we call mateer 15 but
the mind’s expression.  Matter in reality is illusion.  Rather than the
question % ‘ther there be any God or not, T query if there be any
thing but God. The All-inciusive, the Iofinite, is one with endless
manifestation. [ have uot the gift to follew either of the gentlemen
in their logical owder. My view is rather a picture than ~ process of
reasoning. I do not need to go delving in the mud witi microscope
to see where God begins.  In doing so. I should viclate my own integ-
rity. Man himself is the highest expression.  Why go from ouc’s self,
when all there is is there presented? I have been amused at seeing
your men of science, with dark-lantern vision, go wandering ove the
earth, peering outwardly into ‘lirst manifesiations of Mind’ te see
where, if anywhere, the god appears.  Why, the deadest :natter you
can imagine is his appearance. Dead will you call i, and yet his
manifestation 2 Have you forgotten the oid Scripture that the world
was created out of nothing? What is the world?  Nothing, — nothinz |
but an appearance. [ put no slight upon it for that reason. Lev us
not turn mere matrerists, — fumbling for matter-facts, drawing con-
clusions, inferring.  “God is not an inference,’ as my friend has well
observed.

“I must confess my surprise that the reverend gentleman, wha, by
all just expectation, should support the spiritual view, is himaself in his
method as rank a materialist as our friend and fellow-member who,
on the gentleman’s own ground, has—-let me say it— defeated him
thoroughly. [Sensation.] Does he not, as he has charged the material- '
ist, quoting another, ‘swim with fins of lead’? He is weighed down
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b the science of materialistic investization and evidences.  He and
my fricnd, for instance, — what do they do?  They both go to mate-
riv phenomeny, and they ask with eyes cust down, peering into the
mud, *Is there a ;ud?” “No, sir” “Isay there is)’  And from that
day to the end of tme they may discuss the point, and they will get no
wurther, and the worid will be no wiser. I would quote to the gentle-
nun iis own Scripture : * Canst chou by searching find out God?” No,
not by searching.  God s known by Jiwizg.

“1 wish to be briet.  Let me outline my own krowledge.

“Iwilt sav that [ Zusze God. 1t is not a belief, a speculution, a
search: mud or no mud, God is.  What is Gnd?  Ask yourselves this
question: What dominates, what transcends, what controls your life?
Whatever that may be, you are conscious that it is a supreme some-
what in which, in very truth, you live, move, and have your being. What
i3 your objection to calling the personality thut is yourself, and yet other
and vaster than y urself, God? /¢ and you.! Andyet, one! Two
there would be, bat that you are illusion. This perscenality which you
are is the equivalent of the all-beautiful, the all-true, the all-loving, the
alljust. Whatsoever is supreme in your inner, pulsing heart, — ther
is God.  Gentlemen, do you &z this God? T aver that you do ; that
we all do.  We are all not simiply believers; we are Arowers.  Are
not your disputes, then, as to the livingness or deadness of the mud
supererngatory ?

“1 have said', mind is a//. Let me for a moment dwell on that pro-
position.  What is our experience of mind? What is the nature of
mind? The gentleman dwells on the nature of things. T ask a higher
question: What is the nature of mind?  How does it manifest itself?
Is there more than one kind of mind? We may keep within the limit

of our knowledge, and answer, ‘No.” Then, each may study mind for

himself ; that is, mind may testify of mind. Look now, each one of
you, at your own mind. I will report what I myself discover, and you
shall say how it tallies with your own discoveries. I find states of
‘mind : a couscious personality, and a conscious individuality. But
the consciousness of the one differs from that of the other. My per-
sonality does not say ‘I.” My individuality does. The former is a

state of being, but without bounds ; without forin or shape ; an infinite, |

not in the sense of greatness, but as not feeling limitation : in brief, it
is cxietence emptied of individuality. And yet, it is the very bliss
and energy of the perfect: perfect not by comparison, but as the all-

content.  This very day [ have been surprised and greatly pleased at 8

reading that Tenuyson relates his own experience of how, ““out of the
intensity of the consciousness of individuality, the individuality itself
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seeme.] to dissolve and fade away into bouudivss being , and this nota
confused state, but the cleuest of the clearest, the surest of the suresi,
utierly beyond words, the loss of individaality seenring no »xtinction,
but only true life.” That is onc state of mind. Do L err in calling ot
infinite? There is a state corresponding to this . nich precedes indi
viduality or finite manifestation. I was aboui o speak of it as the
impersonal infinite.  But I should better express my uoacing by say-
ing the three states of mind may be enumerated thus: 1, unconscious
personai ; z, individual unconscious and conscious ; 3, conscicus per-
sonal, —this last being that referred to by Tenuyson.  Now, to test
this, take any new creative effort.  First, individuality disappears ; un
conscious of self, what you see ix a vision without form or color.—an
witlying, shapeiess glory : then, secondly, individuality of self and of
vision as ynur effert brings order or shape out of the beautiful chaos.
But never is this finite expression satisfying. What, then ; do you give
way to despuir? No; in moments of bliss you float away, in a con-
scious personality utterly beyond words, into the very joy of life. 1
say conscious personality, but a very unlike state to conscious individ-
uality. In the latter you are conscious of the sz that is living © in the
former you are so alive you cannot stop to think, or in leastwise to say,
‘Me!’ Selfreference does not lie in that state of boundless being.
When you do say ‘me,” you wake out of blessedness. as by a fall.  Per-
haps this is akin to what Bronson Alcott means by his doctrine of the
‘lapse.’

“Now, have [ stated the process of creative mind as we, by expe-
rience, may know it? Well, as we n.ay not affirm that there are two
kinds of mind, shall we not say, even so was the world made? Did
the creative world-mind not Jie in uaconscious personality? Did it not
pass into million-folded individuality, into conscious finite intelligence,

. most fully manifested in man? And, finally, in man does it not re-

turn again into itself with the added consciousness of personality which
I have described? That whici: was and is and ever shall be is per-
sonality, boundless being ; passing through individuality, unconscious |
and conscious, its gain is that it has added to personality-living per- §
sonality-conscious-of-living. Hence I say God. Hence I say Immor-
tality : for each soul is this living personality conscious of living.

“1 know [ have now only arrived at a point where questions thictly
arise, but I have trespassed too far with my speech. I will close]
abruptly and at once.”

As the gentleman took his seat there was a hush over ti.e souls pres-
ent, as though they were all illustrating the loss of individuality that
had been spoken of.  For two or three seconds, at least, there was a Ji




RS

catastrophe that might be impending.
old fushioned, tall, clusci-like clock that stood in the corner, was just

- affinnuation on its lips.

- known trinmphantly fixed.
. — the liberation of the soul.
- peared, shone ull the stars of promise.
- sciously to believe in itself.

~ as a rock, to abide for ever firm.

i
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silence as profcund as there would have been had the members of the
In i~ible Ciub all, of one accord, turned into the ot living sub tance
fron which the Roverend Mr, Floorman had declared only an outside,
interfering Somewhat conld summon life. The revivification, however,
consumirated by a very thin, yet penctr ating, voice, ¢ yming from
one of the rost intensely orthodox adies that belonged o Lhe club.
“ I cannot say,” quoth she, *“that I have not been interested in the
discussion this evening, but I should do myself great injustice, did [
not add that T have felt, all through it, a pang of sorrow that no refer-
ence wvhatever was made to the atoning mertits of our Lord and Suviour
sanctified and made fit for

jrss Choist, by whose blood alore we are

b .0 inheritance of clory with God and his angels in the heaven of hea-
slory 14

vens.” It would be impossible to describe the ludicrous effcet of this
renark. All at once rose to their feet, the Reverend Mr. Floor-
man foremost of any, as if by coramon, silent consent the club t ad de-
cided that it had better avoid, by speedv adjourmment, any further
It was high time, too, for the

then striking cleven.

It has been said that we are “born believing.” I take it that the
race emerged from the abyss not with a negation, but with the joy of
This affirmation, however, must have been a
blank negadon to the bliss of the quadrupeds lurking behind. The
new-burit man opened his eyes rejoicingly, with his tuith in the Un-
Intellect became conscicns of a destiny,

In the new heavens, though no sur ap-
In man creation began con-
The characteristics of man as a progressive
beins appeared, announcing a new, it far-off, millennium. He was
filled with new and irresistible longings. From that time forth was he
divided within himself into oid and new, conservative and radical. The
universe had borne in upon his sou! the assurance of a possible new
He could be born again, and many times. He was not cast,
His human nature was sct free to
This universe could not

being.

flow upward, and fashion itself anew for ever.
bre ik faith with him.  He could not break faith with it.

moved and had his being in his faith. Faith led the way. Science

If‘.l

followed, and must ever follow : for faith is not intellectual express
but the condition of it. With growing intelligence the mind achieved

He lived and |

| ponent’s estimate of himself, * hunestly believes”
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broader and yet broader interpretations.  But it must have accepted
the universe, or it had made no attempt to explain it it must have ac-
cepted it in the spirit of reconciliation, or it never h wd had the heart
to explain the mystery.

Manifold the interpretations, but it were rasl to say the solvent word
Lias yet been spoken.  One achievement is to be cclebrated, however,
-—the weaning of the world from dependence on the belief in the fath-
erhood and c.re of a Supireme Mechanic.  Not wholly passed away,
but passing, is this natural. early conception.  All things are still pos-
sible with God, but God now dwells not apart from human life and
activity.

A somEwAT embittered controversy is pending betwecr Dr, Carpen-
ter and Mr. Alfred R. Wallace in regnrd to the phenomena of spiritual-
ism. Dr. Carpenter has stated his apinion that Mr. Crookes and Mr.
Wallace are *typical examples of men suffering under an epidemic
delusion comparable to the witchcraft epidemic of the seventeenth cen-
tury.” Mr. Wallace replies that Dr. Carpente: is a “ curious exampie
of fossilized scepiicism.”  He suys:—

“To refuse belief to unsupported rumors of improhable events is enlightened scep-
ticism ; to reject all second-hand or anonymous tales to the injury or depreciation of
any one is chiritable scepticism; to doubt your own prepossessions when opposed to
facts observed and reobserved by honest and capable men is a noble scepticism.
But the scepticism of Dr. Carpenter is nonz of these. It is a blind, unreasoning,
arrogant disbelief, that marches on trom youth to age with its eves shut to all that
opposes its own pet theories; that believes its own judgmcnt to be infallible; that
never acknowledges its errors. [t is a scepticism that clings to its refuted errors,
and refuses to accept new truths.”

It is clear to an observer that neither of these ventlemen isin a
mood to repeat Burns’ lines,—

“Q wad some power the giftie gie us,

To see oursels as others cee us, —
as respects ench other.  Dr. Carpenter, so far from accepting his op-
that he has ‘“unus-

ual power of dealing with this subject;” and Mr. Wallace thines it

- strange indeed that he and his friends should be pronounced “ psycho-

logical curiosities ” because they rely upon what philosophers assure
them is their “sole and ultimate test of truth,— perception and
reason.”
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Whatever one may think of the results of Mr, Wallace's
and reason,”

“perception
it is not possible to doubt his entire hone sty of purp()w
It is probable that the suve ooy be s1id of Dr. Carpenter; but his
opinion would carry more weight if he confined himself to th » legiti-
maie business of investigtion, and withheld his gratuitous ar x;u«.gnmcnt
of such men as Wallace, Crookes, and others as men afflicted ;vi(h an
“epidemic.” » It is not & personal controversy that is desired, but a
close sticking to the facts and the irgument.
| Among sore old manuscripts written a year or two since T find «
little statement of my own impression of spiritism, which I do not
E feel the need of now revising,  Perhaps it may be of enough interest
- to warrant me in giving it space below,

. There is an apparent lull in the discussions of mediumistic power,
- so far as wae daily press is concerned ; but it would be a mistake to
- suppose that the number of believers in the phenomena of spe ftual-
| ism is therefore decreasing.  The interest survives, seemingly, all “ex-
,‘poo‘u"c " The vitality which the new, or old, doctrine — whichever
it muy be —displays, renders it not a little difficult to pass it all by
as sheer delusion.  Of one thirg there can be no question: the
grmt body of believers in spiritu: lllbnl are as sincere in their faith
‘as ace believers in whatever other or contrary doctrine. ‘They have
¥ won thl:‘. title to respect, if no other. Still T am at loss to under-
§ stand why they peisist in calling their ism a science.  To be a science
f§ the proofs must be universally accessible.  But in all th. manifesta-
~tions I have been able to witness, or in any way become acquainted
with, the only approach to certainty is enjoyvd exclusively by the me-
‘fdium himself. Verification by others is cut short at a certain point,
‘where it must be eked out with faith in mediumistic truth- telling.
“The word of the medium is entitled to some respect,” we are told.
\:Yes if it be a matter of personul faith ; no, if we are studying a science.
B [t is true, the “word of the mcdlum” predisposes to investigation.
:Dxd he advertise a “t-ick,” it would pass for that; but by saying it is
g no trick, serious attention is challenged, and should be met in return
g With solicitaiion unreserved and fearless. If there is truth to be ob-
tained ia this way by scientific methods, as the me liums claim, however
marvelous it may seem in our eyes, let us rejoice in and possess it.
Let it become fact of cmmm(m experience,
p!y be its newness. "The universe we kiow is a succession of wonders
to the discovering mind of man. Nothing is so incredible that it is to
gbe banished ere its claims ~re sounded.  And yet, ’tis no part of liber-
faht} to stand open mouthed, ready to swallow all that fills the air. A

Tts marvelousness will sim-

C/u/‘rfwm my Stdio, Siy

1. de unpertrrbed steadfastness in adhering to the ol concention of

the nature of things is prudentially wise.

To establish spiritisin as a science, it is not enough to Lay that
disbelievers ure unable to furnish any other explanation thay the one
Science rests aot on what we 't bur on

few.

the belicvers insist upon.
what we can, do.  There is no veiled secret aceessible anly to the
Univer ,ulite s its chief factor.  There is no caste : it is wholly demo-
cratic. We may accept the word of the scientific sezant as authority,
but there is nu uust 1wcle to our own full verification of alt that he atirms,

As to many of the “conditions ” mediums insist upon, they mu” be,
S for e:~cllent reasons, univoidable ; but the fact is certainly unfortim:
B arc. It serves o keep alive suspicion.  Conviction halts, and await
a more opportune occasion. It puts the performince on a level with
wonderful tricks ot jugglery, with ¢he one diifercace already noticed,
The most one can fairly
If he believes it was not

—that ot .2 medium’s contrary profession.
~ say is that he does not see how it was done.
jugglery, he does so on faitk in the medium, and not as the result of
The natives of Hindostan will allow you quite as favor-
For instance,

| inostigation.
able cenditions, and puzzle you even more effectually.
they will place a wicker basket on a gravel walk in yous own door-yard.
You see into it and through it. A boy gets into it.  He is evnveloped
in a coarse net, which is securels tied at the end. He
the cover 1> shut over him and fastened well on the outside.
They cover the basket with a blanket.

lies down, and

You see

him lying there in the basket.
They retire some distance, and play upon their viols and stringed in-
b struments,  This done, they return, and thrust sworis through every

b portion of the basket. The coveris then lifted.  No boy i< seen. He
has vanished, leaving only the net in which he had been tied.  Where

is he? Presently he comes dancing up the road.  Allt s is done out

B of doors in broad daylizht, and was witressed recently by a party of
@ Englishmen traveling with the Prince of Wales.

Now, suppose those jugzlers had asserted that there was no trick in

. the case. The boy was a medium able to dematerizlize his body and

' so escape his confinement, wiaterializing it again somewhere down the

Would it not be a case parallel with many reperted here in

asked to accept as genuine manilfestations of

road.
America, which we are
spirit power? I read, not long since, something very similar in a lead-
ing spiritualist journal.

Suppose, again, that the request had been made that no blanket
should be thrown over the basket, the investizators desiring to see the
boy as his form dissolved or passed into invisibility.  Such a requesy,
in all probability, would be refused there 2s here. The blanket must

3
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oo over the basket as the sole condition under which spirit influ-
ence could work, light being too positive, et

It is plain that the positon of the investivators would be one of
some embarrassmeat, at least.  If they could not affirm that the boy

had not escaped from the basket by a demateriaizing process, neither |

could they abandon their uniform experience that caused them to be-
lieve such things impossible.  What would convince ?  Not the Hindo:
stra boy-medium’s testimony.  Mere lookers-on would be obliged to
remain *“sceptics " until ample daylight had been lot in upon such
mysterious doings, and even then conviction absotute would be reached
only after ucciimulative expericnce had tested und established the phe-
nowena as indisputable fact,

. I'may add to the above that personally T have not the slightest objec-
tion to any new discovery which anybody is able to make in the worlds
visible orin.isible. T have no pet “faith ” or theory of any sort which
I care for in the least as weighed against the truth as it is in the uni-
verse. I may almost say that I believe more in what 1 don’t know
than in what I do know, — so much, I am sure, remains behind yet to
be revealed.  But this also appears certain : the fruits of this universe,
so far as they are to become our possessions, are all capable of rational
interpretation,

SoMme twelve years ago there had grown up within several of the lead-
ing Unitarian parishes of this country a feeling of dissatisfaction with
what was called the “denominational life.”  Eminent preachers who
had the popular ear discoursed ot the *“deacness ” and “inactivity ”
of the liberal churches, —of their lack of codperative sympathy and
unity.  There was really no “dencminational life,”” but only isolated
societies hc 'ding occasional conferences, having a sort of a good time
socially whe 1 they met ; the injunction, “ Go ye into all the world and
preach the g spel,” was but poorly heeded.  The .ime seemed to these
liberal pizac ers and many of the laity to be especially propitious
for a grand | eizl movement. The future was theirs, if they did but
bestir thems ves. The war just closed had had a strong liberaliz-
ing infiuence  On the sattle field and in the hospital men of all creeds
and of no er ed had met and frawrnized ; they had fought side by side,
suffered toge her, and vast numbers had died.  Cornverted and uncon-
verted lay sluin and piled together. Theology was at fault. Could it
be that a just and impartial judge would separate these fallen heroes
as goats and sheep to go to the left and to the right on the great *last

P
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day,” —some to hell, and scme to heaven? Human nature shrank
from such a catastrophe.  Indeed it was too horrible,
ant slain had not been “washed in rhe blood of the Lamb,” they had
gone down to their graves shedding their own blood, - blood quite as

I the unrepent-
I

. precious to loved ones as any blnod else, —and freely, that their coun-
L try might live. Well, would God damn such as these? Whatever thee-

logical champions might say in the pulpit, the response of comrades

-and of mourning friends at home gave no uncertain sound. In bricf,
~ more potent than all Universalist preaching sirce the days of Murray

was this face-to-face encounter with God's justice on the battle-fields

- of the nation. It might almost be said that America ceased to believe

in “eternal damnation ” from that day. Throughout the country evan-
gelical churches are just awakening to the fact that the dogma is

. obsolcte.

Hence it was that Unitarian leaders felt that, taking the country in

. the temper in which it issued from the war, liberal ideas had a great
- advuntage.  Their new and zealous endeavor ta avail themselves of
b this providential ally may be stated as follows - -

The first word was organisetion.  The liberal churches must come
together, and for all purposes of missionary enterprise must become ene
body. The denomination, so only in name, must become so in fact.
In the spring of 1866 a grand council was held in New York City, with

- deiegates from all churches choosing to send them.  The avowed pur-
' pose was 2 closer union for the work of liberalizing the country. It

was urged thac a vigorous denominational life would supplement and

reinforce local parish life. These local churches — weak and strug-

gling, many of them —would acquire new importance at home when

b the victories won by the denomination at large should be reflected back
as a part of their common work, Then, there were those who were

not without hope that some common statement of belief might _be

- agreed upon, so that it would no longer be so difficult a thing to an-

swer the pertinent question often asked, What do Unitarians believe ?
To tell inquiring souls to believe what they pleased, or what they could
belicve, was not, to say the least, the most successful method of pros-

' elyting.  People accustomed to definiteness and authority in their old
. beliefs were not prepared to find these both lacking in a — they could

hardly say new &elicf; for was it, after all, more than a sjeculation?
To be sure, the local minister might be supposed to know what he be-
lieved ; but he spoke with no authority, and his successor might, and
prohably would, on some vital points, teach wholly ditferent doctrine.
There needed to be discovured some common ground for the whole de-
nomination to give liberal ideas anth. ity and inspire respect for them.
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Thus was developed a state of affairs within the liberal fold, if T may
" so speak, for whic the leaders in the new movement were scarcely
preparad.

”»

That there was a “right " and a “left wing ” to the denom-
inaticn was no secret; but that the “left” could show so strong a
,: front, or had aay such vitahity as was afterwards displayed on due
§ occasion, was no* realized. It required but this attempt to organize
| and state the denominational faith to bring out the whole truth.,  Uni-
tarianism was all adrift.  “7The Drift Period,” as a keen observer had
already pointed out in the columns of “ The Examiner,” had been go-
L ing on quictly for a long time; and this “drift,”” singularly enough,
| had been away from rather than towards the very dogma it was pro-
posed to set up for general acceptance, —— namely, the “ Lordship of
Christ.”  That was the very pith and marrow of the radical protest.
In the Convention, however, the radicals were largely catnumbered.
The obnoxious resolution was voted. It may be said that it was car-
riedd with a rather high hand, or head, --a prominent speaker declar-

. ing amid great applause that he would ruther wrn back to Rome than
- go forwai | with a body that refused to confess the leadership of Christ.
It was said that this was no creed adopted to be enforced ; that it was
he expression of the majority, and those who disliked it need not
feel at all bound by it; or, they might, as they perhaps could, interpret
- the Lordship of Christ in a wav not at all to conflict with their own
- cherished views. But the cardinal point with all radicals had becn the
placing of loyalty to truth before any personal claim whatsocver.
Thay could not call Jesus “Lord and Master” withour duing violence
What they asked was :imply a

oty

to this their profoundest conviction.
united effort of the churches to liberalize public sentiment and free the
land from superstitious and old-time ignorance, leaving both conserva-
tive and radical unembarrassed by any seemingly authoritative outline
of creed or faith on the part of the general convention.  Failing in this,
a number ceased from that time to hold further relations with the Uni-
tarian body. Others determined on an effort at repealing the obnox-
ious clauz in a convention to be heid at Syracuse two years later.
They tried what they could do, and failed. The prime movers in this
effort at repeal then withdrew from ihe association, renouncing not
only Unitarianism, but Christianity itself. A curious fact here tc be
noticed is that, in the opinion of the leader of this repeal-movement,
Christianity was then and there put upon the stand to decide for ever
whether or no it could be harmonized with liberty. The vote of that
Convention settled the case adversely and for ail time, thereby deter
mining that all liberals must hence arth range themselves in opposition
as anti-Christian.  As though the antagonism of Christianity to liberty

I P = 3
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was not as much a fact two years before at New York as thenat Svra
cuse ! ty? The
fact is, the vote had no great signincance for on against liberyy ) so for

If it could be allowed nwo years of arace, shy ot o

as regards the covntry at large; but it helped dispel the illusiou that
there was, or could be, a Unitarian oy, and it no body, then how

could there be zwizgs 2 From that time there has Leen vary litde said

3

about the “two wings,” and the “body,” for gieat missionary citoit or

otherwise, has given no sign.  The old disturbing resolve has fallen
e L into neglect.  Perliaps there are a few amouy the clergy and more

- amonyg the laity in country tovns who would still defend it with old time
. zest; but the majority seem now 6 have passed on o nes pusiions,

. so that, if one were an entire stianger, it mmight be puzzii - to tels
whether he had got ints the midst f a Unitarian or Free Religious
The same general air of respectability would be cherved in

L testival,
] "~' either, and the utterances of the speakers would mostly harmonize,
N s:ve whers in the latter some zealous anti-Christian might b= holding
B forth. The Unitarians have not become a great denomination, but
they have become vastly more liberal in spirit, and have advanced, as
I believe, to much more reasonable and truthful convictions.  Their
pulpits are in a great measure radicalized, and their only remaining
organ, —if I may so speak of it, —*The Christian Register,” is cer-
tainly not iu the hands of one who belonged to what was formerly
known as the “right wing.”  Organization has failed.
not that kind once scoffed at as a “mush of concessions,” but the lib-
R erality of free minds unwilling to be enslaved or to enslave —has

Liberality —

i grown,

Tur recent trial of E. H. Haywood on the charge of sending thrcugh
the muails two publications alleged to be “obscene,” brought by the
United States Government Agent, Anthony Comsteck, attracted much
attenticn. The court-room was crowded by a remarkably intellectual
and intensely interested audienc2. There seenied to be a general ap-
preciation of the importance of the issue.  The case furnished a test
of American intelligence in discriminating between that . rt of publi-
cations designed to corrupt and deprave by appealing to the passions
of young people, and the free

free expression of opinion, however obnox-
ious, when addressed to the reason of mankind. Large numbers of

Mr. Heywood's personal friends and sympathizers were present, but
much the larger portion of the audience was made up of the general
public, brought together not by mere curiosity, but in all seriousness
of purpose. The verdict of the jury by no means echoed the opinion
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of these unprejuciced lookers-on.  In the firss place, it was mas ifest
that almost every thing like fair play was, from the beginning of the wial
The rulings of the Court -

dant his whole line of defence.

to its close, set aside, wept from the defen

Nothing concerning his character, his

manner of conducting his business of publication, or the character of hos

works as distinguished from ordinary publications conceded to be oh-
scen?, or as compared with standard works of a recognized moral char N
acter, v as permitted.
, Were the two books specified in the indictment sent through the
maits by dir. Heywood? 2, Were they obscene, — the Court charging
the jury as to the interpretation of obscenity ?
“Sexual Physiology
Yokes ” was, and on the latter count rendered a vecdict of
The case was thus narrowed down to Mr. Heywoold's own work,
e Yency of which this jury, under charge of the Courr, felt authorized

The Court allowed but the two sunple (icastions : I

The jury dectded that

7 was not an obscene book, but thiat = Cupid’s

< guilty

the

to declare to be demoralizing, and therciore obscene.

oY
In the brief space at my command Tean but to whapon the rematk-
able features of this trial, and express the hope z!l it (!-’»os not in Ly 8
serse represent the fnal determination of American sodiety to detend
fis liberties and render justice, ;
A true record of the facts in the case as they have thes far transpired ’
would pp&_.lr to run abont as follows: —

Yokes,”
H. 2

Voare .

1. Mr Hevwood publishes the pamphlet entitle WU Cupid's

in which he sets forth his views on the true relation of the sexes.

has he makes bold to el the w 1
nrostor kv

2. Anthony o

Wit the

positive opinions

. \ .
“uls s hook, and pronounces it imnoral

in its tendeney, and as coming within the kivd of pa:?s{:«:itiuw-. the law
He arress Mre, Heywood,
made up by the District Attornev, ad presented o the jary s
doctiine o'f th-

classifies as obscene. arnd this s the issue

the whole .
book from beginning o end is foul and degrading, pro

posing, as it docs, the abolition of marriage, ete, eteo Various pas g

sages are read and commentad on i a manner, o say the least not

calculated to impress the jury with a fair idea of its author's spirit or
1

the meaning of his words,  The point, however, is made

out that the intent of the book is to present the
as Mr. Heywood understane

argunient is directed to showing that such doctrines

sutficiently

“ree love " doctrines

Is them. The whole foroe of the Attorp-+ s

have an immoral
tend-ncy, and for that resson he pronounces them obscene, et He
tendency ol of B

book 1s

gets the obiccuity ont of treir fendency, rather than their

their obscenity.  In other words, the whoie objer tinn to the
that it advocates ideas which the District Atteruey does rot concei e

to be moral and sonad.
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2. The Atterney s 0 o orterl by the presiding judge, both in

his rulings and in his charge o the jury. The m,;h:'sxnul partisin-
ship of the Court is commented on by nearly
What can be
all comparabie prublicatinns which would tend to illustrate or interpret
the real meaning of the |} What of the Court's telling the jury

that *“such doctrines”’ would turn the State of Massachusetts into one

call present. To specify

one or two instiance;: sald in ddcmc of the exclision of

Y 3
great hodse of prostitution?  Such might indeed be the private opinion
of the eminent judge, but that it had aught to do with the question of
“obsceniy " no unprejudiced mind can for a moment affirm.  Then,

by what authority did the Court instruct the jury in words to this effect:

You have been told by the counsel for the defence that you are to
consider the intluence of this book over yourselves, whether it would
tend to corrupt or demoralize you; but I charge you, you are to con-
side- its effect on the happy homes of this Commonwealth : # was
not Joiigned for suck as you, but for the young, etc.? Now, what source
of know'adze had the Court to draw upon in making this assertion?
There was not a particle of evidence introduced as to the class of
persons the book had been sent to, but every thing that would throw
The whole charge was

lizht on that point was carefully excluded.
gratuitous and baseless, unsupported by any fact proven in court.
Otker points equally irrelevant and improper helped to furnish and
complete the most extraordinary charge twelve jurymen probably ever

listened to.

4. The defew o admits the anti-marriage doctrines of the book, but
denies that they are in any sense *lewd, lascivious, or obscene,” either
‘I'hey are calm statements addressed
to the reason of the people, and made within the clear right of the de-
citizen.

in their .\plll[ or pl'(.‘,\l_nt.lllk)n.

fendant as a free

Whte cer may be the present issue of this case, —— a question of the
constitationality of the law is pending while T write, —I am clearly
convinced thot the final result will be all that it should be. A verdict
cainst the free discussion of all topics important to public welfare
cannot in this country be permanently enforced. It stands to reason
that if a custom may be supported it may also be opposed.  Na one
is bound to be right in the estimation of others before he utters his §
He muay oppose prevailing opinion ; he may urge the repeal
of the Laws : he may use the platform and the press in the dissemination :

opinion.
of all his convictions, whatever they may be.  He may even advocate
We have got to take
in this country of all the errors the human mind is heir to. [t}

Creason”
the r:-:
is our one faith that error may be tolerated safely where reason is lef

in security from any legal peaaity.
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frec to oppose it. Jesus made no greater contribution to his kind than
thi. saying: * Even the spirst of truth shall lead you into all truth.”
Who is wise to sit in judgment and abolish error with a scourge?  Let
him that is without error rise and proclaim himself !

I am free to say that I do nat accept, or at all believe in, the general
doctrine set forth by Mr. Heywood in “Cupid’s Yokes.” Bu.t I am
wholly persuaded of his perfect right to express his own COH‘VICtIOnS.
I should say that his ideas, if generally accepted and put into the
world’s life, would prove by no means to the world’s be «cfit. But I
say also that he has a clear right to propose them to the world, and
the world, if it chooses, has a clear right to adopt them. [ do not
fear. The world has much to learn. It will not be dictated to by
judzes or juries ; it will grow intc its own convictions of propriety and
duty, of truth and right, and never be satisfied with hearsay or author-
itative egotism.

But all in good season, o

Mr. Heywond is testing the faith of Americans in their own principles
of freedom more stoutly than they have ever been tested before. The
subject is a new one comparatively, and one which nw;xken.s great pre-
judice and feeling. But there is but one way to meet him, as they
finally will become convinced, and that is with their abundapt reasoin
and good sense.  We, as a race, think we have won some important
victorizs over ourselves for religious toleration and freedom. In a
similar way muay I not say we have victories to gain for moral tolera-
tion and freedom?

Meantime the cause will have its martyrs.

Mr. Heywood in Charlestown prison emphatically may be regarded
as one of them,

There are those who think the doctrine of universal salvation has a
demoralizing tendency. But the time has gone by when any one would
propose the imprisonment of ali Universalist preachers.

There are those who believe the doctrine of the atonem:nt has a de-
moralizing tendency. But who thinks of forcibly exterrinating Ortho-
doxy by the aid of a penal statute? )

So there are those — most people, apparently — who believe anti-
marriage dectrines pernicious and demoralizing. Very many of them
seem to be of opinion that the rule they apply to other cases sh'ould
not hold good in this.  They would cast free-love preachers into prison,
and thus root out the “ heresy ” once and for ail.

They have yet to learn their own lesson better. ]

Such a determination would uot only be wrong in principle, but
equaliy foolish and vain. Do they forget that persecution is the scat-
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tering of firebrands? Mr. Heywood has twenty readers to-day where
yesterday he had one.

The aged postmaster snmmoned by the Government from Prince-
ton testified that he had k .ov:n Mr, Heywood from his boyhood, and
that, so far as he knew or had ever heard, his private character was
irreproachable.

It is best to let all such men have their say on whatever topic.
They cannot be choked off, even from the proclamation of grossest
error, with profit tu society.

Emilio Castelar ¢ 'clared in the Spanish Cortes: “If the Roman
Catholic creed be true it will prevail by force of truth; if Protestant-
ism be true, it will prevail, and you cannot crush it, If liberty of con-

B science be ot God, you cannot crush, if of man, you need not crush it.”

How excellent is this doctrine, and how wide its application !

MosT opportunely the following lines, written by John Hay and

= published some years since, come to my hand. Heartily I commend
i them o my readers: — ’

LIBERTY.

‘What mun is there so bold that he should say,
*Thus and thus only would I have the sea”?
For whether lying calm and beautiful,
Clasping the earth in love, and throwing back
The smile of heaven from waves of amethyst;
Or whether, freshened by the busy winds,

It bears the trade and navies of the world

To ends of use or stern activity;

Or whether, lashed by tempests, it gives way
To elemental fury, howls and roars

At all its rocky barriers, in wild lust

Of ruin drinks the blood of living thinys,

And strews its wrecks o’er leagues of desolate shore ; —
Always it is the sea, and all bow down

Before its vast and varied majesty.

And so in vain will timorous men essay
To set the metes and bounds of Liberty.
For Freedom is its own eternal law.

Tt makes its own conditions, and in storm
Or calm alike fulfills the unersing Will.
Let us not then despisc it when it lies
Still as a sleeping lion, while a swarm

Of gnat-like evils hover round its head ;
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Nor doubt it when in mad, disjointed times

It shakes the torch of error, and its cry

Shrills o'er the quaking earth, and in the flame

Of riot and war we see its awful form

Rise by the scaffold, where the crimson ax

Rings down its grooves the kre!l of shuddering kings.
For always in thine eyes, O Liberty|

Shines that high light whereby the world is saved;
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee.

’

SipNey H. MoORSE.




