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In  t h e n e w  a g e , November will cease to be a 

melancholy month. We were never happier.

Pr in t e r s  do not indorse the doctrine of Justifica-
tion by Faith; they say they would give all the world 
if it were true, but a long experience has taught them • 
that there is no justification but Justification by Work.

Be n ja min  R. Tu c k e r , of Princeton, was sent to 
jail for refusing to pay his poll-tax, but was released, 
as we learn, in two days. Now let us see the State 
imprison at once all the men who do not pay a poll- 
tax.

We  wish to preserve a pure moral tone in our paper, 
so that it may safely enter any Christian family. 
That is why we have no news to give of the arrival of 
the Prince of Wales in India. It would be contami-
nating, you know, to publish in detail the wanderings 
of fast young men.

Th e Congregationalist thinks that as Sunday is a 
heathen name, and Sabbath a Jewish name, “ neither 
is in a full sense Christian; ” and proposes instead 
for the first day of the week the name of Lordsday. 
But Jesus said, “ The Sabbath was made for man ; ” 
and if the name is to be in a full sense Christian, 
it must be called Ma n s d a y .

We find we have sadly puzzled some of our good 
friends, who say they do not see that our journal 
differs from any other, and that they never before 
heard of a paper that didn’t advocate somebody or 
something. When they have satisfied themselves 
which way it is, we will reward them with a special 
mission to the Kingdom of Ilibernicisms.

In  summing up the results of the elections, The Na- 
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being greater last year than this. Must we lose our 
faith in the accuracy of this journal? Last year the 
Prohibitionists had their own candidate nominated by 
the Republicans, and voted for him: this year nine 
thousand of them bolted for Baker. We fear Dr. Min-
er’s ire will be aroused, and then what will be the fate 
of The Nation ?

We are indebted to The Golden Rule for the follow-
ing picture of financial distress:—“ One of the worst 
results of the hard times is seen in the fact that many 
of our hardest-worked business and professional men 
can no longer afford to keep a good horse.” What 
delightful views of life the world presents to us, when 
our horizon is bounded by the Brighton road! We 
had supposed that one of the worst results of the hard 
times was that many of our hardest-worked laboring 
men could not get a full dinner.

Be f o r e  we bid adieu to elections for a year, let us 
drop one tear of sympathy for the Private and Patri-
otic Partisan. We have known him for thirty-five 
years. He has never sought an office; he has never 
known an improper nomination in his own party; he 
has never bolted, but always voted an unscratched 
ticket. About a month before election, he pricks 
up his ears and scents the battle from afar. Then be-
gins the happy period of the year to him. He attends 
all the political gatherings of his party, and applauds 
in the proper places. He knows beforehand, on the 
authority of his party organ, exactly what States his 
party will carry. He has so strong a faith in these 
prophecies, that it has never been disturbed by the 
fact that they have always failed at least twice where 
they have been verified once. He lives on his expect-
ations, and his highest joy is in the success of 
party—if he does not know why, his joy is all 
greater for that. When the returns come in, if 
party has been defeated, he has 4.49 minutes of ex-
treme anguish, and for that period the world is dark to 
him. If it has won, he has 2.241 minutes of perfect 
ecstasy. In either case he then goes into calm and 
placid obscurity, and hybernates for eleven months. 
We will promise to think of him.
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Tiie  Golden Rule says that it is not news to state 
such a fact as that “Mr. Barney O’Flynn has beaten 
his wife to death in a New York tenementrhouse,” 
because, “ change the name and date, and the O’Flynn 
unpleasantness .... would be as fresh next year as 
this,” &c. Then nothing is news which narrates any-
thing similar to what has occurred before. So it is 
not news that Rev. Mr. Murray preached in Music 
Hall on Sabbath morning, for, “ change the name and 
date,” and the statement “would be as fresh next year 
as this.”

It  would be affecting an insensibility for which we 
should have no credit, if we should fail to say that we 
are exceedingly grateful for the generous and cordial 
notices we have received from the press, and the com-
mendations we find in our correspondence...........If it
is feared by any that we are in danger of becoming too 
much elated, we are happy to say that our humility is 
in a good state of preservation. If there is danger 
that it will spoil, we shall at once import a critic or 
the toothache as an antiseptic. Our friends may trust 
us.

It  is not on account of any personal grievance—for 
we have nothing to complain of—but from what we 
have known of the unhappy experience of many better 
men, that we are impelled to say that the dark side of 
life presents no meaner forms of injustice and wrong 
than those from which a minister sometimes suffers. 
The martyrdom he endures at the hands of a wealthy 
and offended minority of a parish, is of the keenest 
type, because he feels it unmanly to speak of it, and 
because it stings his nature in a way which makes it 
impossible for other human beings to sympathize with 
him.

Th e Se c o n d  Ra d ic a l  Cl u b (which is now, since 
the sequestration of the First, the only Radical Club 
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At one, Rev. M. J. Savage read a very interesting 
essay on “ What we ¿now about God,” which was fol-
lowed by an animated and excellent discussion. At 
the other, Sydney II. Morse opened a discussion on 
“The School Question,” which proved so fruitful 
in suggestiveness that it was voted to continue the 
same subject over to the next meeting; when Francis 
E. Abbot will open the discussion. *

We have received a copy of a sermon by Rev. John 
W. Chadwick, of Brooklyn, entitled The Great Salva-
tion, and we learn by a note printed with it that it is 
proposed to publish a series of his sermons. So many 
sermons are now printed that it might be supposed 
they had become a popular form of literature; but we 
hope never to commit a crime so awful as to deserve 
the punishment of reading the largest portion of 
them. This handsome pamphlet, though it bears the 
forbidding name of sermon, must contain one of a dif-
ferent order ; for we detected ourself in the indulgence 
of wandering among its charming sentences on one of 
our busiest days. C. P. Somerby, 139 Eighth Street, 
New York, will send copies of the sermons by mail, at 
the rate of five cents each and postage.

A c o r r e s po n d e n t  respectfully expresses “ the hope 
that Tiie  Ne w  Ag e will consider it to be its duty 
heartily to cooperate with The Index in its tenor and 
objects.” If The Index had exactly filled our ideal of 
a journal, Th e Ne w  Ag e would not have been pro-
jected; nevertheless we have the highest respect for 
Mr. Abbot, and honor him for the fidelity and earnest-
ness with which he has followed his convictions; and 
although we do not sympathize with all the methods 
The Index proposes, we are glad to recognize it as 
belonging to the great movement of human progress 
to which we are devoted. But we believe there is 
a constituency for both. Tiie  Ne w  Ag e has already 
been accorded an entrance into places where The Index 
•would not be likely to go for years; and we shall 
be too busy in exploring the fields we have found out-
side of Mr. Abbot’s hunting-grounds, to think of 
changing for an unmanly rivalry the cordial feelings 
we now cherish for him and his paper.

’ Projecting I

Al e x a n d e r  II. Ric e  is Governor-elect of Massachu-
setts. It is a very high honor. We remember that 
we heard the late Hon. Abbott Lawrence say, more 
than thirty years ago, in reference to a gentleman then 
in nomination for the office, “Fellow-citizens, I don’t 
think he is fit to be Governor. I don’t say he is not 
fit to be a Governor—he may do, perhaps, to be Gov-
ernor of New Hampshire; but in my judgment he 
is not fit to be the Governor of Massachusetts.” Mr. 
Lawrence did not necessarily imply any disparagement 
of the Granite State; but might have only indicated 
the high qualifications his native State required in her 
magistrates: as a religious society might say, “ The 
man who preaches to Plymouth church is not good 
enough for us.”

Ou r  annual autumnal game of “ Fall Elections ” is 
played. And still the country is safe. The general 
result is favorable to the Republican party, which shows 
that the people, if dissatisfied with it, are not ready to 
give the Democrats the ascendancy. Many people are 
expecting a general breaking up and reorganization of 
parties. The gains in New York are not a source 
of unmixed gratification to an honorable Republican. 
Gov. Tilden, whether justly or otherwise, has made 
the impression that he means to reform abuses. The 
man in public life who attempts this, does the noblest 
and most hazardous thing possible in politics; he 
is usually sacrificed, even if he succeeds in his reform. 
Any advantages a party gains at his expense, however, 
reflect no credit on the winners.

We  learn that a few gentlemen of this city arranged 
a private conference, in which representatives of the 
manufacturers and operatives of Fall River were to 
state the cases of these parties respectively, with 
the view of discovering, if possible, some method, of a 
harmonious adjustment. The day was designated; 
>it. sonW_the _

men of extinct life so interesting to the paleontologist.
was to be held, found at a late hour that their own en-
gagements compelled a postponement, of which the 
parties at Fall River were notified by letter or tele-
gram. But this notice of a postponement was not re-
ceived in season; and the representatives came to Bos-
ton on the appointed day. Those of the operatives, 
on learning that there would be no conference, quietly 
returned; but the others hastily collected certain gen-
tlemen of the press, and stated to them the manufac-
turers’ side of the case, which went before the public. 
Subsequently the proposed conference was held, at 
which the case of the operatives was presented, but 
the manufacturers did not put in an appearance. In 
these transactions, so far as at present explained, the 
operatives manifested the most confidence in the just-
ice of their cause.

In  t h e  t o w n  of Princeton, in this State, there lives 
a man who refuses to acknowledge the right of Massa-
chusetts to compel him to pay a poll-tax. The conse-
quence was that our venerable Commonwealth sent 
her recalcitrant citizen to jail,—as for a long, long 
time she has been in the habit df doing with those of 
her children who offend her. The prompting of this 
citizen’s refusal to pay his poll-tax was not a mere ca-
price, but a settled and honest conviction. ‘He does 
not object to the contributing his share to the necessar 
ry expenses of the town of Princeton; his objection is 
to the element of compulsion in the tax-system of the 
State. We admire our friend’s earnestness; but 
where will this end? The thoughtful citizen has a 
long list of objections to the State as it is; shall he 
proceed to press them all in this overt way ? Life is 
too short for such a quarrel; the State has no choice 
but to oppose us and, if necessary, to crush us. We 
may obey a law without consenting to it. Think and 
speak we can, and think and speak we will,—this the 
State herself must submit to; but when it comes to a 
physical issue, she is conqueror every, time by virtue 
of her superior strength. Unless our friend, then, has 
made up his mind to a complete martyrdom, he had 
best withdraw from this unequal contest. There is no 
humiliation in submitting to the inevitable.

y
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BY MARTHA A. LANGLEY.

0! t o il e r s  up the steeps of Time,
Who bear in life a helpful part,

Who dream of better lives than ours,
And feel, through all, life’s bitter smart —

Take heart! look up! the world moves on; 
The time shall come, if not for you,

When Love shall wave its sceptre broad, 
And men shall yield a service true.

Somewhere within the Future vast, 
Beyond our mortal reach or ken,

Shall dawn the age when Gold shall be 
Counted as something less than Men;

The higher thought, the greater good,
The heart that feels another’s grief,

Shall wield the power that Might has held, 
And bring to sorrowing ones relief.

No more shall woe, and want, and crime, 
Stalk on beneath a heedless gaze,

And sorrow press on bleeding hearts,
Sad victims of our thoughtless ways;

But each shall feel his brother’s
And each shall try his woe to

And, taught by Love, the fallen
Shall stand once more upright

pain, 
cure ;
one 
and pure.

THE FLOW OF FAITH.

BY WILLIAM C. GANNETT.

Sung at the one hundred and fiftieth, anniversary of the First 
Religious Society of Newburyport, Oct. 20, 1875.

From heart to heart, from creed to creed,
The hidden river runs,

It quickens all the ages down,
It binds the sires to sons,—

The stream of Faith whose source is God, 
Whose sound, the sound of Prayer,

Whose meadows are the Holy Lives 
Upspringing everywhere.

Oh, deep it flowed in olden time, 
When men by it were strong 
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Charmed, on as by a song;
And where they passed by hill or shore, 

They gave the song a voice,
Till all the wilderness had heard

The Fathers’ Faith rejoice.

• •

And still it moves, a broadening flood; 
And fresher, fuller grows

A sense as if the sea were near, 
Towards which the river flows.

0 Thou, who art the Secret Source 
That rises in each soul,

Thou art the Ocean too,—Thy charm, 
That ever-deepening roll!

The Power of an Idea.
BY THE EDITOR. 

In  our moments of pure speculation, we find 
problem that has a profounder interest than that 
involved in the relation of a human being to the 
material world, and to the forms of external life. 
What makes human life so complex in its interests, so 
difficult to understand, and many of its forces so hard 
to guide and control, is, that an intangible, immaterial 
essence, which we call spirit, is here put into a material 
tenement, and brought into constant contact with 
material objects. How many disappointments and 
disasters, from the bitter experience of which so many 
human hearts wail in anguish, result from the mis-
takes and. errors caused by an imperfect understanding 
of this mysterious union of soul and matter I

We do not see why so intimate a union should not 
be for purposes of cooperation: we find, alas! that it 
is too often a source of conflict. The hourly demands 
of existence enforce a continual contact with outward 
and visible things. The sounds that we hear, the 
objects that we touch and handle, the various and va-
riegated forms that we see, give us employment or 
give us delight. And yet through all this experience 
we are oppressed with a brooding sense of the imper-
fection or incompleteness of all external and visible 
things. With the unrest that waits upon satiety, 
as well as with the longing for higher knowledge that

HO

comes with every discovery of the secrets of Nature, 
the eye turns involuntarily toward the dim Unknown; 
and the aspiring soul flutters its wing in the endeavor 
to rise from tangible into spiritual realms. It is in 
such experiences that moral ideas are conceived.

What a wonder it is, after all, that a moral idea 
was ever born into this life! A moral idea is not 
a tangible, material thing: where can a place be 
found to lodge the germ of an idea within the limits 
or the inevitable limitations of the physical world? 

| Yet moral ideas have constituted the great force of 
human advancement. The idea of liberty has become 
an actual power in a world whose visible aspects 
taught nothing but the necessity of physical force— 
and force and freedom are necessarily antagonistic 
qualities. The idea of benevolence has found a foot-
hold in a world whose visible forces all conspire to im-
prison a human being in the dreary cell of a selfish 
isolation.

Now what does an idea do? It gives a man the 
victory in a conflict between his moral purposes and 
his material or sensuous inclinations—between his 
principles and his impulses. It is one of the preg-
nant issues of life, that an impulse sends us in one di-
rection, and an idea in another. These impulses are 
such as are fed by the material life. They are in the I 
nature of some appetite that craves improper indul-
gence ; some thirst for outward acquisition; some rage 
for external success :—as when a man who has en-
slaved his nature to intemperate habits, is tempted by 
the inordinate glass; or he, who has nursed acquisi-
tiveness into a passion, sees a chance to add a dishon-
est dollar to his gains; or he, who is ambitious of dis-
tinction or of power, thinks he can secure his object 
by packing a caucus. The question is not, whether 
the instincts from which these impulses rise shall be 
eradicated, for that is impossible: but shall the im-
pulses themselves be regulated and controlled ? Shall 
they minister to the spirit’s growth, or shall they 
poison the source of its life? It is a conquest that 
brings moral purification, when the glass is left un-
tasted—when the coffers are left unstained by fraud— 
when honor in private life is preferred to infamy in 
public life; in a word, when that which we are strongly I

I TT? ^aq. bv Dr. Edward Smith ... • •
I tempted to do, which it is exceedingly hard not to do, 

is left undone in obedience to a moral consideration!
There have always been those who had faith only in 

physical and tangible forces, and were ready to sneer 
at any other; but where have such forces ever achieved 
such wonders as this ? In a conflict between principle 
and impulse, the opposing forces seem greatly dispro- 
portioned in strength; yet that disparity shows the 
value of the apparently weaker force: it is the over-
matched side that wins. An impulse sends you in 
pursuit of an object that is pleasing to the sight and 
charming to the sense—an impulse, fortified by custom 
and habit, and intensified by burning passion: what 
confronts and combats it? An id e a , that speaks in 
no audible voice, that appears in no visible form, that 
pictures no beauty to the eye, that touches no sensitive 
chord of feeling; and yet that invisible and insensible 
thought checks and overthrows an impulse, reinforced 
though it be by all the organs of sense, and driven by 
the headlong force of thrilling nerves, and quivering 
with all the fervor of desire! We turn from an evil 
habit, we overcome a debasing passion, we advance in 
virtue and humanity, in obedience to an idea! In 
such conflicts and victories we learn to prize and cher-
ish the eternal verities that are neither visible to the 
eye nor perceptible to the touch.

Wiia t  we call illusions are often, in truth, a wider 
vision of past and present realities—a willing move-
ment of a man’s soul with the larger sweep of the 
world’s forces—a movement towards a more assured 
end than the chances of a single life. We see human 
heroism broken into units and say, this unit did little 
—might as well not have been. But in this way we 
might break up a great army into units; in this way 
we might break the sunlight into fragments, and think 
that this and the other might be cheaply parted with. 
Let us rather raise a monument to the soldiers whose 
brave hearts only kept the ranks unbroken, and met 
death—a monument to the faithful who were not 
famous, and who are precious as the continuity of the 
suubeams is precious, though some of them fall unseen 
and on barrenness.—George Eliot.
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The Tendency of Scientific Thought.
[FIRST PAPER.]

BY REV. EDWIN S. ELDER.

Is the tendency of modern scientific thought toward 
infidelity in religion ? This is the question which is 
now exciting general attention, and causing much 
discussion. The phrase “ scientific thought ” includes 
not only facts, laws, and verified theories, but many 
as yet unverified and probably erroneous theories. A 
very partial enumeration of the subjects of scientific 
thought will show how much it stands for and includes.

Among these are the indisputable facts of science : 
the shape and motions of the earth; its gradual forma-
tion unknown millions of years ago; the indestructi-
bility of matter; the correlation of all forces. Of the 
theories not yet verified, may be mentioned: the Neb-
ular hypothesis; the Development theory; the Darwin-
ian theory of the ascent of man from the dust through 
lower forms of life; the theory that affirms that matter 
contains the potency of all forms of terrestrial life; 
the theory of spontaneous generation; the reign of the 
law of uninterrupted uniformity; the philosophy of 
Evolution. There is a difference of opinion among 
scientists concerning these unverified theories. Of 
those who accept them, some will declare that their 
acceptance tends toward the rejection of everything 
peculiar to religion, while others will maintain that 
their acceptance is essential to the continued existence 
of religion, at least among the thoughtful.

The word “ religion ” represents that which is no less 
complex and many-sided than the contents of scientific 
thought. It is unphilosophical to identify religion 
with an individual phase of faith, or with a belief in 
one dogma. A belief in the existence of a conscious, 
personal Being, or in the continuance of our personal 
consciousness after the dissolution of the body, is but 
a small part of religion. Religion, in this discussion, 
must be understood to comprehend the essential ele-
ments of the faith of all who claim to be religious or

broad sense, is seen to include very much. Look at a 
few of the articles of faith that are held by those who, 
within the limits of Christendom, accept them as parts 
of their religion—remembering that though many of 
these tenets are foreign to our religion, they are parts 
of the religion of others:—that the world was created 
in six days; that the sin of the first man brought sin 
into the world; that the Pope is infallible; that the. 
Bible is infallible; that Jesus rose from the dead; that 
verbal petition will cure disease, affect the weather, 
secure prosperity; that this present existence is but a 
part of the life of the individual; that there is a per-
sonal, conscious Being, who created the universe, and 
who wills its phenomena. But religion includes some-
thing more than opinions. There is a consciousness 
of relation to and communion with the creating and 
sustaining Power. There is a love of God and man, a 
constraining consciousness of moral obligation, a hun-
ger after righteousness, an aspiration of the soul to 
holiness and perfection. It will be seen that the con-
tents of religion are numerous and complex, made up 
of opinions, sentiments, hopes, fears, and affections.

The expression, “ infidelity in religion,” is equally in-
clusive and indefinite. Infidelity is the correlate of 
religion. It may apply to only one opinion, or it may 
extend to all opinions peculiar to religion. It is evident 
that what might be infidelity as regards the religion of 
a Roman Catholic, would not necessarily be infidelity 
as regards the religion of a Unitarian.

Superstition, another correlated term, also does not 
stand for anything definite or fixed. Its significance 
is relative; it depends upon the religious opinions of 
whoever uses it. What is superstition to one, may be an 
essential part of another’s faith. Yesterday’s infidelity 
may be to-day’s religion and to-morrow’s superstition. 
A belief in a personal devil was a part of the religion 
of our forefathers; at least they so considered it. The 
denial of his existence wras infidelity to them and their 
faith; to us, the belief in a personal devil is superstition.

I have indicated the indefiniteness, inclusiveness, and 
interdependence of « scientific thought,” “ infidelity,” 
and “ religion,” for the purpose of showing how they 
stand related to each other.
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In this inquiry it may not be possible to reach any 
conclusion acceptable to those who hold different and 
opposite forms of faith, yet the general tendency may 
be determined. The Mississippi river flows North, East, 
South, and West, in different portions of its course; 
if those living upon its banks judge of its direction by 
the portion in front of their homes, there will be as 
many opinions as there are turns in the river. He who 
thinks the river flows North, becaiise he sees a very 
small portion does, can, if he gets far enough away, 
easily satisfy himself that its general direction is tow-
ard the South; so much depends on the point of vision.

I proceed now to inquire—
I. Is the tendency of our own personal thought toward 

infidelity in religion? Do we find that as our knowl-
edge of science and our interest in scientific thought 
increases, our religion decreases ? It matters nothing 
that others m?iy declare that our thought tends to infi-
delity to their religious faith; of course our thought 
must make us infidels as regards some opinions. But 
the question is, what is the relation of our scientific 
thought to our religion? Is there a conflict in our own 
consciousness ? Is our faith as religious as it was be-
fore its modification by science and scientific modes 
of thinking? Do our religious instincts rebel against 
the already established facts of science? When the 
inherited faith of our childhood is overwhelmed by the 
facts, discoveries, and inexorable laws that the scientist 
acquaints us with, do we find nothing in those facts, 
and laws, and theories, that appeals to our religious 
sentiments, and gives direction to our religious thought 
and faith ? While our recognition of the uniformity 
of all phenomena discourages petitions, does it not 
hint at a deeper significance in prayer ? Is our appre-
ciation of the beneficence of a universal Providence 
any less religious than our self-regardi ng faith in a 
special Providence ? In so far as our individual faith 
has been modified by contact with modern scientific 
thought, has it deteriorated, or has it become more 
adequate with the growth of knowledge? Each one 
will find the answer to these questions in his own con- 
sciousHoa^ Each one’s answer is conclusive only as 
regards himself.

lyhaf has hppp-fchp tendency of scientific thought 
in the past ? It by no means follows that present ten-
dencies are the same as those of the past, but the fact 
that scientific thought, up to the present, has been 
toward either infidelity or a more adequate faith, will 
establish a presumption in favor of the same tendéncy 
in modern thought. What was the tendency of the 
thought represented by Copernicus, Galileo, Kepler, 
Hugh Miller, and Lyell, as regards the religion of their 
times? The representatives of religion insisted that 
the thought of these men tended to infidelity, and 
threatened the destruction of their religion. What is 
the fact? Did religion suffer when it was declared 
that the earth turned on its axis, and revolved about 
the sun? Was there a tendency toward infidelity in 
the gradual discovery of the fact that the earth had 
been in existence millions of years, and inhabited by 
human beings for hundreds of centuries ? Have those 
who have accepted the nebular hypothesis as a history 
of the creation of the solar system become infidels? 
Relatively, yes; absolutely, no! These opinions or 
theories, inasmuch as they discredited some one’s con-
victions, were infidel; but they in no way tended tow-
ard the negation of religion. It may be objected that 
these questions have nothing to do with the subject; 
that a belief concerning them is neither religious nor 
infidel. To us these opinions are not; but to those 
who opposed them they were infidel. Can it be shown 
that the cause of religion suffered by contact with 
scientific thought? If it should appear that while 
scientific thought has disproved many theories with 
which religion was intimately associated, yet that it has 
substituted a truth for every error taken from the reli-
gious faith, may we not assume, in the absence of any 
evidence to the contrary, that religion will be modified 
in the future as it has been in the past ?

But we are not left to infer the present tendency and 
future result from the factors of the past. We can 
compare religion, as modified by modern thought, with 
contemporaneous religion that has been in no way 
affected by thought. In Italy, Spain, and Ireland, 
religion has been carefully guarded against*the  influ-
ence of scientific thought. In .Germany, in England, 
and in the United States, religion and scientific thought

have confronted each other. There is a difference be-
tween the religion of Rome and that of Massachusetts; 
that difference is to be attributed in no small degree 
to the influence of the thought and method of science, 
as contrasted with the method of external authority. 
The method of authority is, “ Believe what you are told 
to believe;” that of science is, “Judge for yourselves 
what is right.” There can be no question but that 
scientific habits of thought change the attitude of men 
toward those opinions and dogmas whose only basis is 
authority. The Catholicism of those who are educated 
in our public schools will be unlike the Catholicism of 
the ignorant. The tendency of public school instruc-
tion is toward infidelity in Catholicism. This is not 
so much the result of the knowledge obtained, as it is 
of a mental habit of inquiry. Now when this inquiry 
is directed toward opinions that are not based upon 
and are not the result of thoughtful inquiry, it refuses 
to accept them. This refusal and consequent unbelief 
is infidelity to Catholicism, but it by no means follows 
that it is infidelity in religion. To the Pope, Unitar 
nanism, Universalism, and all forms of belief, that 
promise salvation outside the Catholic Church, are in-
fidelity. To the Pope, the tendency of our public 
schools is toward unbelief. It is a significant fact that 
wherever religion exists to-day, unmodified by and un-
associated with modem scientific thought, it is known 
as superstition. The religion of Italy, Spain, and Ire-
land, is to us superstition; and it must be admitted 
that religion associated with and modified by scientific 
thought is called infidelity by those whose faith is not 
thus modified.

vituofisrn.

The New Proof in Spiritualism.
BY JOHN WETHERBEE.

Th e  latest phase of the manifestations is the taking 
of casts of spirit fingers and hands. It is an interest- 
ing operation; for one has the most palpable evidence 
of an intelligent spirit-power, or force, projecting 
objective phenomena into this world of sense, that has 
yet appeared in what is sometimes called this new rev-
elation. One of the greatest objections to the physical 
manifestations is the easy imposition of fiction upon 
credulous people, so that it takes a careful person 
to tell where the real leaves off and the fraudulent be-
gins, or what is real and what is false: justifying, al-
most, the wholesale declaration that it is all fraud, ex-
cept to those who are so fortunate as to know better.

In these casts there is absolute demonstration that 
an objective materialized form is made apparent and 
then disappears, by an intelligent super-mundane 
agency. We have something now that can be weighed 
and measured; as clear an evidence, to the keen eye of 
science, of an intelligent spirit-power, as the geologist 
has of preexisting forms when he finds in a stratum 
of rock, not the fossil remains of a Silurian shell-fish, 
but the vacuum made by an occupant in the plastic 
stratum, long since dematerialized, and the space filled 
by a later material. Thus have we the silicious cast of 
a form that once was, but that, had no mould been left 
of it, would be among the forgotten, or rather, un-
known treasures of the world’s youth. Wonderful are 
the teachings of the rocks to the skilled eye of ge-
ology! Wonderful also, is it not, that the hand 
of a spirit can appear, just perceptible to sight and 
touch, suspiciously dreading the light, and always 
seeming to need both faith and sight for a certainty ; 
can immerse itself in a paraffine solution, and then dis-
solving or dissipating itself, leave its mould to be filled 
with plaster; and lo I the result is a perfect model or 
cast of the dematerialized hand. Shall the rocks 
teach us wisdom and knowledge of primordial life, 
and shall paleontology stop at fossils, or shall we 
extend its method into a higher order of existence ?

The modus operandi of the casts referred to is this: 
a pound or two of paraffine (which looks like trans-
parent spermacetti) is put into a pail filled with 
hot water, which melts it, and it occupies the surface 
of the water without being visible. H one dips his 
hand into it, it is coated; if repeated, as in dipping 
candles, quite a thick, white coating covers the hand, 
looking like a well-fitting transparent white glove. It

is rather tenacious and soft, but it is impossible to re-
move it from the hand except in pieces; and these, as 
soon as removed, are stiff and brittle, and a very little 
rough usage breaks them up into greasy-feeling bits. 
It would not be possible, in the nature of things, for a 
human being to extract his hand from such a coating 
without destruction to the costing itself; dissolution 
of the pattern is the only way of preserving the 
mould. Prof. Denton thought it possible for the spirit-
hand, when materialized, to dip itself into this liquid, 
and as easily dematerialize itself when the coating 
was formed; and experiments and questions to the 
spirits prove this to be the case. The moulds being 
made of fingers, hands, and parts of hands, they are 
filled with plaster, and the casts are perfect. There 
are large and small sizes; and a careful measuring of 
joints, and nails, and widths, shows that they are not 
in any sense duplicates of the medium’s hand or 
digits.

A few persons gathered, the day this article was 
written, at the house of Mrs. Hardy, the medium 
by whom these manifestations occur, for the purpose 
of witnessing this experiment. They were seeking 
knowledge and truth; there was no cheating, and 
could not be any. The hot liquid was under the table, 
and nobody had or could have connection with it. 
Without going into a tedious description of what 
occurred, we will say that when the spirits were ready, 
they signified it by raps; and one of the party lifted 
the cloth that hung from the table, and found lying on 
a cricket, placed there for the purpose, four fingers, or 
a part of a hand, and also the mould of a full and 
perfect hand down to the narrowing for the wrist. 
This mould must have been made in the way stated; 
a full, naturally extended hand being dipped into the 
paraffine, and, having done its duty, dissipated, that is, 
dematerialized; no hand could have been drawn out 
without breaking so frail a mould. It is as certainly 
the mould of a spirit-hand, or a hand extemporized \ 
from the circumambient air, and once contained a \ 
perfect human hand, with its lines, and nails, and 
joints, which did not belong to a mortal body, as the 
cavity in the rock referred to once contained a speci-
men of extinct life so interesting to the paleontologist.

“ Cui bono ? ” says one; let him say it to the stu-
dent of the strata, and learn his lesson; we have not 
time or room now to enlarge upon that point. “ Frivo-
lous,” says another; “immortals to visit earth and 
play fantastic tricks I ” Verily, if it so appears ; but 
never forget that ’crabs and scorpions become dignified, 
as Emerson says, when hung up as signs in the zodiac. 
Anything, however small—a rap, a tipping table, a fit 
of epilepsy, an unstrung nerve, a dream 'with method 
in it, that points to or connects with the once un-
discovered and now almost unknown country—becomes 
dignified by virtue of such an association.

The interesting feature of these moulds and casts is 
the sort of “ known quantity,” so requisite to science, 

| that they present, and which it seems to us will solve 

this problem to the world at large as a truth, and make 
a verity of that of which the Scientific American says 
that, if it is true, the nineteenth century will be cele-
brated for a discovery by the side of which all other 
discoveries pale.

No doubt that work is a luxiuy, and a very great 
one. It is, indeed, at once a luxury and a necessity; 
no man can retain either health of mind or body with-
out it. So profoundly do I feel this, that one of the 
principal objects I would recommend to benevolent and 
practical persons is, to induce rich people to seek for a 
larger quantity of this luxury than they at present pos-
sess. Nevertheless, it appears by experience that even 
this healthiest of pleasures may be indulged in to ex-
cess, and that human beings are just as liable to sur-
feit of labor as to surfeit of meat; so that, as on the 
one hand, it may be charitable to provide, for some 
people, lighter dinner and more work, for others it 
may be equally expedient to provide lighter work and 
more dinner.—Ruskin.

I w o n d e r  whether the subtle measuring of forces 
will ever come to measuring the force there would be 
in one beautiful woman, whose soul was as noble as 
her face was beautiful; who made a man’s passion for 
her rush in one current with all the great aims of his 
life.—George Eliot.
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Success.
Th e  sense in which the term success ” is common-

ly used is one of the strange and absurd things which 
still astonish the rational mind. In all parts of life, 
and in all forms of human activity, the best people 
and the worst people are misled and betrayed by the 
same low-born conception of the meaning of success. 
A lawyer or a physician must obtain a lucrative prac-
tice, it matters not by what means if the law is evaded; 
a clergyman must secure a large following and a high 
salary, whatever the arts of flattery, servility, or sensa-
tionalism, by which they are secured; a politician 
must carry an election, though he wades through the 
foulest corruption to do it; a journalist must have an 
immense circulation, even if he sells his columns to a 
powerful interest, or panders to the lowest taste, to 
secure it; a merchant or manufacturer must accumu-
late wealth, making fraud, if need be, essential to his 
object;—and this, forsooth, is the popular meaning of 
success! Most persons would be surprised to know 
how deeply this debasing sentiment has penetrated all 
circles, and to what extent it shapes alike the policy 
of church, and market-place, and caucus. There are 
thousands, as we believe, who, in their best moments, 
look with contempt upon this perversion of a word, 
yet fall victims to the prevailing folly, and pervert it 

i \ all the same, in the street, the shop, the sanctuary, 
giving all the force of their example to put a premium 
on meanness and baseness.

No one can intelligently deny that this standard of 
success is an infernal cheat and delusion, since it gives 
the supremacy to the lowest elements in human char-
acter, and the most pernicious arts in human conduct: 
and scorn never had a better office than to hiss it from 
society. It is not enough, when we have learned to 
despise these forms of success, to console ourselves 
with the certainty that those who pursue them are des-
tined to merited oblivion. That the professional man 
who commands the largest fee, or enjoys the widest 
popularity—that the politician who always manages 
to keep on the top of the wave—that the journal 
most widely read—that the proudest millionaire—will 
be among the first to sink into forgetfulness, or to be 
consigned to lasting contempt, is entirely probable: 

. but this ought not to be a satisfaction to any onej and 
cannot be to him who will consider that the effect of 
each of these examples is to retard the progress of 
mankind, by deceiving the inexperienced, and leaving 
a legacy of folly to the simple. This servitude to a 
false ideal must be broken. The base standard must 
be supplanted by a nobler conception!

If that standard were not base and pernicious, what 
would become of the great names of the past ? Bruno, 
Copernicus, Galileo,—Socrates, Epictetus, Jesus,—why 
repeat the thousand names already so familiar ?—were, 
in the current sense of the term, the most unsuccessful 
men of their times; why are we such fools as to accord 
them respect and veneration ? Why build churches 
to an idiot? For Jesus was an idiot, brethren of the 
clergy and laity, if the prevailing notions of success 
are correct.

.Before we talk of success, we must understand that, 
in the nature of things, it is not possible to make an 
accurate estimate of the measure of contemporaneous 
success. The only genuine success which this life 
affords any man the opportunity of achieving is that 
which consists alone in adding something to his wealth 
of character, or to the forces of human advancement. 
The stores of truth and affection he is treasuring in 
his own nature are too imponderable to be weighed in 
the material scales in which the results of human en-
deavor are usually determined; and character and 
reputation are not interchangeable terms. Nor can the 

effect of the work he is doing be accurately gauged; 
the more beneficent the outcome of it is to be, the 
longer the period, in a world of evolution, before that 
can be fully seen.

A man must take his ideal of success, not from pop-
ular delusions, but from his own best intuitions; and 
his best success in life is that to secure which he is 
ready to live in obscurity, and pass to an inglorious 
grave. Distinction may indeed come to him while he 
lives, and fame when he dies; and he may accept these 
conditions without distrust so long as he is certain 
that his faith in his success is born of his assurance 
of the purity of his ideal. It is in such conceptions 
that struggle becomes sublime, and, sustained by 
such an ideal, a higher satisfaction and sweeter joy 
are his, even under the pressure of misjudgment and 
obloquy, than will be likely to visit the luxurious 
apartment, or soothe the pillow of down I

It will be said, of course, that this is altogether an 
impractical view, not at all fitted to the condition and 
demands of the world as we find it. We only ask, in 
reply, to be pointed to one legitimate effect of the 
form of success the world has worshiped already too 
long, which we are not at liberty to despise. IIow is 
the world as we find it ever to be lifted into the 
world as it should be, by perpetuating the folly that 
chains it where it is? We think it higher wisdom 
to cherish the conceptions which will not be unfitted 
to the world as it is yet to be!

A Two-Faced Political Economy.
Su ppo s e  we should go to a political economist of 

the current school, and say:—“ Look at that man; he 
is a journeyman mechanic; when he can find work, 
he is able to supply his family with the meagre neces-
saries of life; but when work stops, he has no resource. 
Last winter he received pauper aid from the munici-
pality. But if he should have constant employment, 
and should be perfectly temperate and frugal in his 
habits, he has then no better prospect before him than 
that poverty shall mark him for its own all his days; 
and if he should outlive his ability to labor, he must 
be supported by his friends or at the almshouse. It 
stings his heart to see his children, as they grow up, 
robbed of their self-respect, and arrested in their nat-
ural development of manhood, by the social difference 
everywhere put between them and the children of the 
wealthy. Now that man is the type of thousands; 
and, worse than that, there are many other thousands 
of laboring people whose condition is more miserable. 
Do you not see that the State is tolerating abuses 
which impose unmerited hardships on a large class of 
our fellow-citizens? Does not the condition of the 
laboring people plainly show that society is nursing 
evils which must ultimately canker its very heart? 
Is there no social science which can secure a juster 
distribution of the rewards of labor and the bounties 
of Nature? Is not this a case which demands the 
most effective offices of justice and philanthropy? 
What can political economy do ?”

What would be his answer? In his blandest tones 
he would reply:—“ My dear sir, this is not a case for 
justice and philanthropy at all; those are moral quali-
ties ; and with moral considerations political economy 
has nothing to do. Our science is the science of get-
ting rich; and we lay down the principles on which 
the greatest accumulative result of wealth for the na-
tion can be obtained. No doubt there must be indi-
vidual suffering incident to this grand result. All the 
questions your picture raises are settled by the inexo-
rable law of Supply and Demand.”

Imagining ourself now silenced, we turn to another 
topic :—“ Please elucidate this vexed currency question. 
What, according to the laws of your science, would, be 
the effect of increasing the volume of paper money in 
circulation?” lie will reply in the language of 
John Stuart Mill, as the most intelligent and liberal 
writer of this school of economists :—

“But besides the benefit reaped by the issuers, or by others 
through them at the expense of the public generally, there is 
another unjust gain obtained by a larger class, namely, by those 
who are under fixed pecuniary obligations. All such persons 
are freed, by a depreciation of the currency, from a portion of 
the burthen of their debts or other engagements: in other words, 
part of the property of their creditors is gratuitously transferred 
to them. On a superficial view it may be imagined that this is 
an advantage to industry; since the productive classes are great 
borrowers, and generally owe larger debts to the unproductive

(if we include among the latter all persons not actually in busi-
ness) than the unproductive classes owe to them; especially if 
the national debt be included. It is only thus that a general 
rise of prices can be a source of benefit to producers and deal-
ers ; by diminishing the pressure of their fixed burthens. And 
this might be accounted an advantage,—”

If we should stop him at this point, he would have 
presented a solid argument for inflation. Inflation, 
according to this “science,” benefits the debtor class 
at the expense of the creditor class; but as the first 
are generally producers, and the latter non-producers, 
the result is a gain of national wealth; “ especially if 
the national debt be included ”—our case exactly. It 
is true that the monied non-producers suffer; but this 
science has nothing to do with moral considerations; 
and it is no worse to rob the wealthy class for the sake 
of the national accumulation, than it is to rob the poor 
workpeople for the same magnificent object. But we 
are to be astonished by a complete “ change of base ” 
which the science makes in the close of the passage:—

“And this might be accounted an advantage, if integrity and 
good faith were of no importance to the world, and to industry 
and commerce in particular.”—(Mill's Political Economy, Book 
iii., cliap. 13, § 5.)

We must give it up. We do not know what to do 
with such a chameleon as this boasted science. It 
reaches no conclusions we can trust, except by discard-
ing the principles on which it is based. It begins by 
laying a certain foundation; and then finds it can 
only hope to stand by knocking its foundation away. 
It starts on the ground of self-interest alone, and dis-
claims all moral considerations; but it is no sooner 
confronted with difficulties that selfishness is unable 
to overcome, than it hastens to build conclusions on 
the elements it repudiated at the beginning.

What is most exasperating is that it denies to the 
poor and defenceless the benefit of moral principles, 
and invokes them only in behalf of the wealthy and 
powerful. It would be a national gain to inflate the 
currency: but it must not be done because “ integrity 
and good faith ” forbid. Might not a little integrity 
and good faith, to say nothing of philanthroiw ao 
something to relieve the sufferings of ¿tie laboring 
classes ?

Gentlemen! the same moral law must apply to rich 
and poor alike. If you put yourselves under the pro-
tection of “ integrity and good faith ” to save your own 
interests, do not complain if the laboring classes in-
voke the same mighty forces to save theirs. If, on 
this question, you make moral sentiment your own best 
defence, while dealing out injustice to the lowly and the 
poor, do not be surprised if sometime Nature and 
humanity unite to commend the poisoned chalice to 
your own lips I

The Man without a Party.
Wh o  is lie? Where is he? Has he yet arrived,— 

the man who belongs not to other men, but to himself, 

and to truth ?
Every man, it would seem, is born with a heavy 

mortgage resting upon him, which he has to work all 
his life to pay up, and to get himself free; free in the 
sense that he is a man, not a piece; free in the sense 
that he owns his own thoughts and sentiments, and is 

not fatally indebted for them to some sect, or party, 

or school.
Is it not true that, for us as rational beings, all prog“ 

ress consists in detaching ourselves from the mass 2 
Evolution is distinguished by differentiation, is it not ? 
The first thing we have to do is to get born, to 
separate from identity with another, and become an 
entity by ourselves. This transpires in the physical; 
but every change here is prophetic of a corresponding 
intellectual and spiritual event.

In the eye of the law, our birth into citizenship does 
not transpire until nearly a quarter of a century of our 
actual existence lias passed. During all this time, the 
State declares, we belong to our parents, to our family. 
At the age of twenty-one, the State says, a man is 
born: at that period, we begin to stammer our first 
articulate words as a citizen, and to walk about on our 
two feet as a national unit. Henceforth we feel our 
suffragan responsibility; we assist at the ordination 
of mayois and governors and presidents; politicians 
smile upon us, and own our political equality.

But, according to the general arrangements of 
society, our birth is still longer delayed; in fact, is
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indefinitely postponed. Nature and the State fix 
periods when our birth takes place; society never does. 
And yet, in the social sense, is it not necessary that we 
should persevere to get born? Or must our social 
evolution and differentiation forever suffer arrest ?

Society is divided into sects and parties. We all 
are born into one of these. It could not be otherwise, 
unless our progenitor were a Robinson Crusoe, and 
our birth-place a lone, desert isle. In fact, it is a wise 
dispensation that we are born of these social divisions ; 
they act as our parents while we are in intellectual 
infancy; they suckle and tend us until we are able to 
do without them. Nevertheless, we suffer somewhat 
from their limitations. They teach us no universal 
language, but merely their own patois. They restrain 
us from the thoroughfare that leads up and down the 
great world, and confine us to their own little garden-
enclosure or front-door plat. They have a religiou 
and a morality and a politics all ready-made for us; 
the same which our elder brothers wore, and which 
we in turn must get into. Fond parents as they are, 
do they ever calculate that we shall sometime untie 
their apron-strings, and go forth from them, and have 
our own thoughts and ways independent of them? 
Never. They would keep us children always ; indeed, 
always they would keep us unborn from the parental 
matrix, forever choosing to feel us stirring under the 
parental heart. Is not the old roof-tree large enough 
for us, they argue: do we need more room than they 
have moved in ever ? Unnamable dangers are outside, 
they plead; why should we expose ourselves to perils 
which their foresight ever would shield us from ?

How the old always pleads with us against the new! 
How conservatism always strains its arms around us, 
to protect us from what is radical! How the old 
home of life and thought and feeling always implores 
us to stay in it, and be safe and happy ! Ah, indeed, 
how difficult to get born out of what is into what is-to- 
be! What throes and pangs and travail, for both par-
ent and child, attend every such accouchment! Do 
or»nservatives say that radicals are reckless, unfilial, 
and wiliulthat it is for mere wantonness and pleas-
ure they break with the instituted, and go forth to 

aeek the unformed and unpossessed ? Nothing could be 
more untrue as a whole. Every man who detaches 
himself from the majority, and sallies out as a youth 
from his home, always—if he is a man—grows earnest 
and thoughtful apace; has his frequent hours of lone-
liness and homesickness, and pushes on through 
indescribable toil and hardship and suffering. But 
the destiny is on us! We must have our birth; we 
must have our freedom. In short, we must grow and 
be strong, and “ quit ourselves like men!”

Birth means growth; growth means freedom; and 
freedom means—whatever is essential.

Society considers it an impertinence that any man 
should differ from it. What! are not the old ways 
good enough for him ? Of all the sects and the parties, is 
there not some one that he can agree with, and belong 
to? Radicalism, no less than conservatism, has its 
sects and parties, its shibboleths and slogans: surely, 
he can attach himself to one of these; put on its 
uniform, and fall into line? No; radical narrowness 
is as bad us conservative narrowness,—nay, it is worse. 
A thinker must have a home somewhere, it is true. 
But can he not find it in himself—in the world, indeed 
—in humanity ? Shall I own a brother in the radical, 
but not in the conservative? Nay, but both shall be 
my brothers! I am not a Protestant, or a Catholic; 
I am not a Christian, or a Pagan: I say I am all these! 
They all belong to me; I belong to none of them 1 I 
will vote against neither one nor the other; but I will 
vote for any one of them in protection against all the 
rest. Why should I not have my own religion, my 
own morality, my own politics, in my own way ? Each 
sect and party differs from every other; why should I 
not differ from all of them ? Indeed I must, because 
I desire to be at liberty to agree at times with either. 
To belong to any one separates me from the truth that 
maybe in any other. Advocacy? Who says that I 
must advocate something? Well, then, shall I advocate 
that two and two make four? Whatever is self- 
evident will advocate itself; as for what is doubtful, 
I will be bound to advocate neither side, lest perchance 
I find myself in favor of falsehood! I am content, if 
I am free to inquire into and discuss everything.

What I desire is to discover that I am really born;

that I am born, not in America, but in the world; 
that I belong not to the family of Christ, or of Buddha, 
but to the family of Man !

And this is the way that we shall prove the profound 
words of Emerson true,—that it is the destiny of each 
growing soul to “come full circle.” By detaching 
ourselves from sects and parties, and becoming a free 
individual, we find our way through truth home again 
to humanity \ By segregation from the majority, we 
reach aggregation with the whole ! What do I believe 
in ? I believe in the universe I If there is anything 
else, I believe in that, too I a . w. s.

What Interests the Public?
Fr o m a kind and courteous private note, written to 

us by a gentleman well known in literature and 
reform, we are permitted to take the following ex-
tract. Referring to the prospectus of Th e  Ne w  Ag e , 
he says:—

“Such circulars as yours always surprise me a little—they al-
ways seem to assume that an individual is more interesting than 
a “sect or party,” or a “special religious, political, or social 
movement; ” whereas, usually, the movement is more interesting 
than the views of an individual. People have no reason to care 
much for what you or I say; but the collective tendencies we 
represent may be interesting. There are very few persons in 
America whose individual views interest the public; and that is 
why such papers as you project almost invariably fail.”

Our own impressions do not accord with this view. 
We had supposed that the public had shown a decided 
taste for whatever basked in the light of a personal 
reputation. The special effort of the skillful and suc-
cessful managers of journals seems to have been to 
emblazon them with the glory of a great name. 
Would The Tribune, for instance, have attained the 
position it at one time held, except for the reputation 
which Horace Greeley made for himself in its col-
umns ? If the public take no interest in what an in-
dividual says, why have not the enterprise and business 
ability, which have marked that journal since his 
decease, prevented its decline? Take from certain 
weekly journals, which we do not wish to designate, 
the names of their chief editors, and what would be-
come of their fortunes ?

We do not defend or justify this taste, but merely 
give our impressions of the facts. We regard the 
taste itself as a weakness rather than a virtue, al-
though it may be suggested that we have no right to 
say so. It does not yet appear that a man, eminent in 
another function, necessarily makes a good editor. 
We would like to foster the better taste which prizes 
an utterance for its intrinsic merit, not for the fame of 
its author.

But suppose our friend is right (and we are cer-
tainly reluctant to place our judgment against his), 
and the public are more interested in a movement 
than in an individual, is there no reason why the 
people should care for what an individual may say? 
Whatever an essay or an article supports or represents 
—whether written by one supporting a sect or party, 
or speaking only for himself—it is an individual who 
writes it. It seems to us there is far more reason 
to care for what he says, if he utters his own in-
dependent thought, than there is if he writes only in 
defence of an interest to which he is devoted. And 
the public may yet be taught by some convincing 
example, that its best interests can be better served by 
the words that spring from honest conviction, than 
it can possibly be by those used to buttress a foregone 
conclusion.

We heartily thank our friend for the expression 
we have quoted, for it indicates a sympathy for an un-
trumpeted undertaking which confirms our previous 
impressions of his character and spirit; but while we 
expect the public to manifest no interest in what 
we may say simply because we say it, we must still 
cling to our conviction that it will not turn its ear en-
tirely away from the utterance of one who speaks just 
what he thinks, to listen alone to the well-anticipated 
music of the organs of a sect, party, or special interest.

Pr o f e s s o r  Ric h a r d  A. Pr o c t o r  began a course 
of foui’ scientific lectures in Horticultural Hall, in 
this city, on last Sunday evening. In defining his 
position, he announced himself as agreeing with Tyn-
dall, showing that he did not fear to encounter the 
bigotry which had assailed that scientist.

'^Meforrrr.

Not “an Eye for an Eye.”

BY S. n. MORSE.

No t  long since I was stopped in the street by a 
lady whom I had known and respected. She informed 
me that she was very tired; for she had “spent the 
entire day trying to get that Pomeroy boy hanged.” 
I suppose I must have betrayed in my looks something 
of the disfavor, not to say disgust, with which I 
received her communication; for she proceeded to 
say that it was not because she “thirsted for ven-
geance,”—how her manner refuted her words!—but be-
cause she “wanted the boy sent where he could not 
be pardoned out.” But there was little doubt in my 
own mind that she would have taken infinite satisfac-
tion in wringing his neck.

The papers tell us that a “ committee of ladies ” 
waited on Mr. Rice, just previous to election day, 
to know what he, if chosen governor, would do in 
this case. They reported that his response was “ satis-
factory.” That is, we were given to understand that 
Gov. Rice will see to it that Pomeroy is hanged.

It is said that “mothers want to know that their 
children are safe.” This feeling can be understood. 
Of course they do. We all desire a like safety for all 
people. But how shall it be secured? Hang Jesse 
Pomeroy, and he will, as we suppose, be out of the 
way. But will the spirit that breeds monsters perish 
with him? Will children be safe because this one 
boy has been strangled? The supposition is idle. 
The very act itself is the perpetuation of slaughter. 
The spirit these mothers, who are so ardently working 
to compass Pomeroy’s death, manifest, is only re-
moved as second or third cousin from the spirit they 
would slay.

Now the practical fact to be regarded is, the evil 
spirit cannot be slain. It must die a natural death, 
it must be outgrown. What is this evil spirit? It is 
the spirit of violence; the spirit that victimizes; the 
spirit that slays. I pluck out your eye; you shall 
pluck out mine. What is gained ? Thereby two eyes 
are lost. The spirit of eye-plucking has increased 
a hundred-fold.

The remedy. What is the remedy? At least be 
Christians, if nothing better. Resist not evil with 
evil, but with good. Take this Pomeroy boy and 
make him the shining example of your saving spirit, 
O, “ ladies of Boston ”! By.your own act, teach your 
children life is sacred! Be saviors, not destroyers. 
This is no “sickly sentiment.” It is the everlasting 
science of God. “ What ye sow, that shall ye also 
reap.” Sow mercy, forgiveness; sow long-suffering, 
endeavor to heal and save! Go back to Gov. Rice and 
tell him you withdraw your petitions. Let Pomeroy 
live. Guard him with your pity, your great charity. 
See to it that his prison, so far as you can make 
it, is his salvation. So shall you sow salvation— 
safety—in the land wherein you dwell, even at your 
own firesides.

Prison Reform.
BY MRS. M. S. WETMORE.

Th e question of Prison Reform is one which re-
quires the attention of all thoughtful people, for 
within the walls of our prisons are hundreds of men 
who will come out into society when their terms ex-
pire, to prove either a blessing or a curse. Upon 
society devolves the great responsibility of assisting 
these men to become what they can never become 
unaided and alone. Under present prison regulations 
they are, many of them, shut off from friends who 
would like to assist them, and are subject to just such 
petty and narrow regulations as the warden may 
institute, provided he is so ignorant, narrow-minded, 
or egotistical, that he will allow no other than his own 
narrow brain to work for the prisoner’s benefit. Too 
little attention is given to the matter of furnishing 
men to preside over these unfortunates; for however 
wicked they may be, none will deny that they are 
unfortunate. Is a man fit to be wrarden of a prison 
who says, “ A prison is not for reformation, but for 
punishment ” ? A recent visit to Ohio and Connecticut
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prisons convinces me that far greater interest is taken 
by the wardens of those prisons in the welfare of their 
prisoners, than the warden of the Massachusetts prison 
tak >s in those under his charge. Colonel Innis believes 
that more cau be accomplished by kind treatment than 
in any other way; and relates an instance of a colored 
boy, who, when he took charge of the prison, was so 
troublesome and mischievous that it was difficult to 
know how to treat him. lie had been punished with-
out effect. He talked with him earnestly : telling him 
he would be his friend if he would only try to do bet-
ter. The poor boy said he never had a friend in his 
life, and promised that he would. For a while every 
thing went well, but he was soon as troublesome as 
ever. Col. Innis said to him, “IIow is this?” “Don’t 
speak to me,” replied the boy, “ I’m terribly ashamed ; 
I don’t know what made me do it; I couldn’t help it.” 
The colonel said, “ Well, let this go, and try again.” 
They had no more trouble with him. Such treatment 
is better, surely, than solitary confinement. In Massa-
chusetts State Prison two years ago, a young man, for 
refusing to tell who furnished a Boston Herald found 
upon his person, was confined in solitary fifteen days; 
the last three of which he was placed in the lower arch, 
a damp, cold, wretched place, unfit for even a beast, 
without so much as a board to lie down upon; and 
he contracted a cough which unfitted him for labor 
when his term expired, as it did soon after. In this 
same prison, a young man was confined in solitary 
three days, for writing a manly letter to the warden, 
and was finally released by the inspectors who, after 
reading the letter, pronounced the sentence unjust. 
Many other cases of injustice in our own prisons could 
be mentioned. Col. Innis does not go armed, even 
among his twelve hundred and fifty-seven prisoners. 
Mr. Hews, of Connecticut State Prison, has established 
excellent discipline by kind treatment, and not fearing 
his men, does not go armed. Gen. Chamberlain, with 
about seven hundred men under him, goes armed, and 
did, if not now, require the same of his officers. In 
many of our prisons, every thing is done to make a 
prisoner feel constantly his utter degradation. His 
hair is cut close, his beard shaved, and his clothing 
made to distinguish him from outside people; he is 
not allowed to talk with the other prisoners, and there-
fore necessarily resorts to deception to do so. In the 
Maine State Prison at Thomaston, the warden takes 
upon himself the responsibility of permitting the men 
to retain their hair and beard, and permits them to 
talk in the shops, beside giving them a holiday once a 
month. Massachusetts is far behind many of the 
States in prison discipline. We still retain a warden 
unfit for the position he holds. Shall we punish or 
reform these men who have erred and fallen ? Can we 
reform them by a punishment the severity of which is 
such as to arouse their worst passions? Shall we 
throw around them the same hard influences by which 
they were led to take the first downward step, or shall 
we require of the prison officers some better qualifica-
tion than that of brute force? How much thought 
do people generally give these matters ? Little, alas ! 
beyond what is indicated by a frequent expression, 
“ The men have sinned, let them suffer for it.” Re-
formation must be had, and such as is best effected by 
the offices of love. It is in vain to expect it without the 
kindness born of a soul large enough to understand the 
wants of men who have never known real love in their 
lives. Shall we be likely to find this quality in a man, 
put into power by political favor and kept there that 
he may serve the interests of a party ? Society needs 
reforming so much, that the day seems distant when 
prison reforms will commence. Society makes crim-
inals, and then gives them, too often, in charge of a 
nature as hard as their own. See that the wardens in 
charge of our prisons are fit for their positions, before 
prison reform can be expected.

If  you examine into the history of rogues, you will 
find that they are as truly manufactured articles as 
any thing else, and it is just because our present sys-
tem of political economy gives so large a stimulus to 
that manufacture that you may know it to be a false 
one. We had better seek for a system which will 
develop honest men, than for one that will deal 
cunningly with vagabonds. Let us reform our schools, 
and we shall find little reform needed in our prisons. 
—Ruskin.

(SàlXCCvÎioTU

Sauveurs System of French.
BY LOUISE S. nOTCIIKISS.

Th e  system of French taught by Prof. Sauveur, and 
of which he is the originator, is well known to Boston 
people, to whom it was first introduced ; and has 
gradually extended in some measure to the knowledge 
of all educators and advanced schools in the country. 
It is based entirely upon Nature’s method,—the tongue 
speaks, the hand writes, the mind thinks ; and thus a 
way is opened into the literature and life of the lan-
guage, even to its heart’s core. The student learns 
the French language exactly as he learns his own. 
The Causeries Avec Les Enfants is the most primary 
work. The first chapter introduces us to “ Huit Pe-
tits Enfants.” It is a charming picture : sunshine 
beams in every eye, and joy is in every heart, as they 
chat with their pleasant and loving teacher. “Bon-
jour mes enfants. Voilà de jolis petits eixfants ! Un, 
deux, trois, .... petits enfants ! Donnez-moi vos 
noms, chers enfants.” “ Arthur, Marguerite ”—they 
count each other; count their fingers; play ball. 
They talk of all the things in the room, and of all 
they can do with them ; and all this talk is in French : 
“Donne-moi la main.—Je donne la main.—Je prends 
ta main. Assieds-toi sur mes genoux. La leçon est 
terminée, mes enfants. Adieu, monsieur.”

The teacher reads them stories and fables from the 
best authors, upon which they converse, and from 
which they write upon the blackboard, if they are old 
enough to do so. It is a pleasant nursery school, 
where sweet, innocent childhood is taught to speak, 
play, and think in another tongue. When they close 
their lessons for the year, the tears are on the cheeks 
of Marguerite. “Ne pleure pas, Marguerite; apres les 
vacances nous continuerons nos chères leçons. Je vous 
présenté un bouquet monsieur. Merci mon enfant. 
Merci, bons petits amis ! au revoir ! ”

The next work in the series of books that Prof. 
Sauveur has prepared is the Petites Causeries which 
advances a step farther in conversation; taking up 
many of the fables of La Fontaine, and entering 
into deeper and more thoughtful conversation upon 
them, and other topics of absorbing interest. There 
is not a chapter but is full of fascination, even to the 
wisest. There is no talking by rule, for the sake sim-
ply of becoming learned; but everything is natural, 
graceful, and beautiful. The manners and morals of 
the pupils are not neglected, as is too frequent in the 
old methods, that race after words rather than truth. 
“ Descendez l’escalier tranquillement, une marche à la 
fois.......... un moment, George ! ne sois pas si pressé.
Attends que toutes les filles soient descendues.”

Following the Petites Causeries is another work of a 
higher grade for the most advanced students, who are 
ready to enter into conversation upon all topics—litera-
ture, art, politics, religion, and any theme of social in-
terest. This is the Causeries Avec Mes Elevés. Here 
are discourses upon which the profoundest scholar 
might delight to enter ; not only for the French dress 
in which the thoughts appear, but for the thoughts 
themselves. Before the pupils leave this book, they 
are well advanced in the spoken language of the 
French, and are thoroughly baptized into its spirit. 
They are now ready to study the science of its con-
struction, which awaits them in the form of Entre-
tiens Sur La Grammaire—the climax in this grand 
series of French works. This grammar Prof. Sauveur 
has recently issued. Here the principle upon which 
the system is based is continued without a single 
missing link in the chain. Every word is written in 
French. It is not a grammar of definitions to be 
learned, but a book of ideas. Ideas have been the ba-
sis of conversation ; they are now made the basis of a 
grammar. The same little boys and girls we have 
met in the primary books, and along up through the 
various Causeries are now the learned monsieurs 
and mesdames who are here discoursing upon the deep 
and subtile meanings of the language. Every page is 
alive with pleasant voices. Even the awful subjunc-
tive, and the tormenting genders, and the distracting 
irregularities of verbs, are made charmingly social and 
agreeable in the conversations that immortalize these 

chapters. The greatest writers of French literature 
are really the authors of this grammar, in the hands 
of Prof. Sauveur. Their entire works have been 
thoroughly scanned, selected, and extracted; and the 
choicest bits necessary to show the organs that consti-
tute the anatomy of the language are here bound 
together. Their life’s blood—subjunctives, participles, 
genders, tenses, and every conceivable element of 
strength and beauty—is put on exhibition, to show the 
student the way that leads to a perfect knowledge of 
this language.

The class is introduced to the “L’imparfait et le 
prétérit défini,” tenses by an extract from Fe'nelon. 
Questions are asked that bring forth the true sig-
nificance of the verbs employed, as the following :— 
“ Quand était-elle ainsi triste et inconsolable ?— 
Tous les jours et sans cesse. Sans cesse, mesdames 
c’était son état habituel. Il y avait apparence que sa 
tristesse durerait tout l’éternité ; aussi se trouvait-elle 
malheureuse d’être immortelle. C’est l’imparfait, dans 
notre langue, qui marque l’êtat habituel d’une âme 
dans le passé, les actions habituelles ou répétées d’un 
être.” Other extracts, from La Fontaine and Musset, 
with several pages of questions and answers, complete 
this chapter. How interested the pupils are becoming 
in French literature—the grand poems, and beautiful 
sentiments of the language ; and how perfectly uncon-
scious that they are studying a grammar ! One could 
more easily imagine the book to be a choice collection 
of gems, bound in blue and gold.

To learn the Preterit Indéfini they study Racine, 
Mme. De Sévigne, and Bossuet. Case, gender, and 
number are learned from Lamartine, Molière, and doz-
ens more who drop in a word here and there. They 
are in love with adjectives, and pronouns, and tenses, 
long before they get to the dreaded subjunctive. This 
is the *way  they encounter the monster :—“ Cette ques-
tion est la plus grande et la plus difficile de notre 
langue, mesdames. Elle m’a occupé seule plus que 
toutes les autres règles de la grammaire. Pour me 
préparer à vous en parler, j’ai étudié des milliers de 
pages de nos maîtres et noté tout ce que j’y ¡»1 trouvé de 
remarquable. Cependant je n’ai pas la prétention de 
tout décider sur ce point. Une—entièro- lumière ne*  
vous sera pas donnée surle subjonctif. Cela est im-
possible. Et est>ce désirable ? Je ne le crois pas. 
L’entière lumière lui ôterait son grand charme...........
Les maîtres les plus grands peuvent seuls nous le pré-
senter dans son véritable emploi et sa beauté. La 
lecture attentive d’un roman de George Sand vous 
édifiera mieux sur cette question que toutes les gram-
maires du monde.”

They study on through pages of this distinguished 
writer. How the light breaks in upon this benighted 
mood! What a difference between this delightful 
season and the old method of saying the terrible con-
jugations forward and backward, till the tongue was 
nearly dumb and the brain paralyzed. Five full chap-
ters are given to the subjunctive. Almost every 
French writer of note comes in, adorning the mood 
with some brilliant sentence or paragraph, or other-
wise casting light upon it ; though George Sand carries 
the grandest luminary through the whole : her writings 
are oftenest quoted. “ La Negative Ne,” and “ Les 
Invariables,” occupy the closing chapters of this book. 
“ Mesdames, nous voilà arrivés au dernier jour de notre 
année d’étude, et il me resterait à vous entretenir des 
mots invariables, c'est-à-dire, de l’adverbe, de la prépo-
sition, de la conjonction et de l’interjection. After 
the same careful consideration of these elements, as of 
all others, the student finds the end of this delightful 
book has come. This is the thrilling paragraph that 
says “ good bye.” “ Je n’ai plus qu’à vous dire adieu, 
mesdames. ... Je ne vous ai pas tout appris sur la 
grammaire, mais j’ai confiance que votre oeil, que j’ai 
tourné vers les grands maîtres restera fixé sur eux. Je 
veux dire sur Bossuet, Pascal, Aime, de Sévigné, La 
Rochefoucauld, La Bruyère, Montesquieu, Voltaire, 
A. de Musset, G. Sand. Ayez leurs livres entre vos 
mains tous les jours et écoutez—les parler sans cesse. 
Ces glorieux immortels achèveront magnifiquement ce 
que j’ai modestement commencé. Adieu, mesdames.”

How inspiring and helpful to be left in the midst of 
the richest treasures of French thought and literature, 
with an introduction to its greatest masters! Cer-
tainly this is the most wonderful grammar that has 
ever come to bless the schools or the people. Words 
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are powerless to describe the delight every lover of 
the languages and literature must feel in perusing it. 
It is not only a grammar of all grammars, thoroughly 
natural and scientific in every part, but a poem, novel, 
history, and philosophy.

fel'hc ,-S.abor (Question.

More Leisure.
BY FREDERIC A. HINCKLEY.

Wh a t  is the end of life? Is it to make cloth, to 
build houses, to sail ships ? Is it to net large divi-
dends, to accumulate lands, to hoard gold ? The moral 
sense of to-day says, No, the real purpose of life is to 
develop men; and these material things are good only 
as they serve that purpose. The sin of our present 
industrial system is that at every point it maintains 
the superiority of things to men. The gist of the 
Labor movement, which is an organized protest against 
this system, is seen in its assertion of the superiority 
of men to things. If amid all the struggles between 
capital and labor, usually aggressive on the part of the 
one, usually defensive on the part of the other, these 
two simple points could be kept plainly in view, they 
would facilitate a peaceful solution of the Labor problem.

If the purpose of life is to develop manhood, then 
every human being has a natural right to the best 
possible conditions in which to develop his own man-
hood. And any and every person denied such condi-
tions is an abused party. Now manhood implies 
wholeness. He who has a one-sided development, who 
is all muscle, or all head, or all heart, lacks manhood. 
True education, which is simply the effort to create a 
man, ministers to all the faculties. Its aim is harmo-
ny of character. Any system which tends to produce 
hands at the expense of heads, or stomachs at the 
expense of hearts, is the enemy of education, and ought 
to be abolished. This is the rational theory upon 
which that most reasonable of Labor’s demands, more 
leisure, is based. The man who spends all his vigor-
ous hours in niauu.nl toil py^-sf-Heeessitf be dwarfed 
__ he is only half a man. His muscles are developed at 
the expense of every other element of his being. This 
result, counting success by the yards of cloth produced, 
satisfies us. When we estimate the manhood produced, 
we shall find ourselves sadly wanting. Those who 
claim a reduction of the hours of labor, ask simply, 
that things shall be subordinated to men, that the time 
for manual labor be so limited as to leave room for the 
culture of brains and hearts. The shallow objection 
often raised that leisure is sought for or will result in 
idleness, shows a complete failure to appreciate not 
only the philosophy of the Labor movement, but the 
secret of the highest human development. True Labor 
seeks rest, but

“Rest is not quitting the busy career, 
Rest is the fitting of self to one’s sphere.” 

What is a man’s sphere? Why, the place which by 
the highest use of his powers he can best fill. How 
can a man chained to a treadmill find that place? 
What we call sluggards are simply ‘men out of their 
spheres. The exceptions are so rare it may be said 
with a pretty close approximation to the truth, there 
is no such tiling as a lazy man. We shall hardly have 
a nation of idlers, therefore, if we give men an oppor-
tunity to fit themselves to their spheres, or rather, to 
fit their spheres to them. But no man’s sphere is 
confined to one department of work. Only perverted 
men are content in such limited quarters. Manhood 
has no toleration for one idea men. Every individual 
ought to labor in and for something beside the avocar 
tion which gives him his subsistence. The man who 
chooses to ¡think of nothing but money-getting, and the 
man who is compelled to think of nothing but manual 
labor, are alike belittled by their thoughts. Division 
of labor in the world rests on a sound basis; but it 
must be supplemented by division of labor in the man. 
It is well that it takes many men to make a shoe, but 
it is infinitely ill when a man knows nothing outside 
the fractional part of the shoe he makes. Men who 
spend all their time in the study, and men who hear 
nothing but the whirl of machinery, are alike abnormal. 
When each member of society does a fair share of 
manual labor, all will have ample time for higher em-

ployments. The essayist will write better for a few 
hours’ physical toil, and the machinist will be a better 
workman for a few hours’ invigorating thought. An 
equitable division of time means an equitable division 
of work, and an equitable division of work jneans a 
truer manhood and womanhood; and so a diviner, 
more spiritulized life.

It is upon such a philosophy as this that the demand 
for more leisure is based. Some men call it a narrow 
movement, crude and impracticable. Then is human 
nature narrow, and its needs crude and impracticable 
too. Those who worship the Almighty Dollar naturally 
think it absurd, and those who think, not only that 
whatever is, is right, but that whatever is not, is wrong, 
cry it down; but the thoughtful friends of human 
progress, -when they recognize its true purpose, will hail 
it with delight as the harbinger of a higher manhood, 
the liberation of men from the bondage of things.

(Sommuiucalkms.

Social Science. ?
To t h e  Ed it o r  o f  Th e  Ne w  Ag e :—One who indulges a 

little candid reflection will be led to see that while the present is 
an era of science in respect to a certain plane of knowledge, it 
is badly wanting in science, or true knowledge, on a higher and 
more important plane. Research in the realm of the physical 
sciences has given us much solid ground to stand upon, and 
most important leverage in the command of treasures there 
resident. But when we look for the laws of social order—a 
science of human society—we look into a realm at present unex-
plored and dark, notwithstanding society is rent and torn for 
the want of such science, and the vast knowledge we have 
acquired is far less valuable than it otherwise would be.

In assuming that present thought and endeavor in behalf 
of society are void of scientific consistency, and therefore im-
potent to effect social order, it will be expected of me to make 
this position valid. Let me try to meet this expectation.

In the first place, if there is a regulative law of society, 
inherent to the providential economy, it is certain such law has 
not been discovered and applied ; for if it had been we should 
have harmony and order in human conditions wherein now are 
discord and disorder to a most shocking extent. A musician 
who would show himself versed in the laws of tonal order •> 
science of moire b it o w  ms mastery in tile production of
harmony, instead of discord, in the actual tonal expressions ad-
duced. If he gives us discord, instead of harmony, it becomes 
evident he has no practical comprehension of the science of har-
mony.

Immutable law is unquestionably the base of science. Science 
knows what is immutably real in the eternal providence. Such 
reality, as regulative law, must be understood and applied as 
such in any given case in order to effect the ends designed in 
such providence. Hence, to a creative design of orderly condi-
tions in human affairs—true society—there are laws provided 
adequate to effect such design whenever man shall have come 
to a knowledge thereof and delivered and applied them as con-
sistent science. Nor can true society be attained upon any 
other conditions. The present endeavor of the civilized ivorld 
to order human conditions do not proceed upon such rigid rule 
of inherent law. It does not seek out basic conditions that 
cannot be annulled, and then try to regulate societary condi-
tions accordantly therewith; but it takes a stand on the out-
skirts, observes the various phenomena presented in the distrac-
tions that everywhere infract and nullify true society, and then 
fulminates its edicts with a view to repress the distracting force, 
when, instead, it ought to comprehend the conditions of its true 
expression, and so proceed to order it rightly rather than to 
abolish it. It is a process of shallowest empiricism when it 
should be a steady rule of social science. The consequence 
is, with all the vast outlay of means for general culture, refine-
ment, and human worth, such attainments are steadily counter-
balanced with ignorance, grossness, and inhuman baseness. The 
fact is, penal and moral laws may be tolerably effective to rule 
physical and moral conditions of manhood—a manhood whose
main power and inspirations reside in human isolations and op- 
pugnance of interests rather than alliance and unity in true 
social order—but social law alone can suflice to order the way 
of the coining manhood—the manhood of true society.

Let me try to brieflyoutline the nature, functions and scope of 
such law.

First, then, it is general, or involved in its nature, as a code 
of primary principles.

Second, it is special and evolutionary in its functions, as a 
code of constructive methods; such methods being made strictly 
subservient of the primary principles.

Third and finally, it is a composing or duly organizing law, 
adjusting the methods of permanent construction and uses.

The first lays a true foundation for all proper thought and ac-
tion of a social nature, in the creative unity of mankind. It 
finds a communal or creative equality for humanity, without 
exception, as derived in universal Fatherhood in God.

The second proceeds to shape and qualify materials for the 
superstructure upon that foundation. It finds mankind one in 
God, but diverse, or specifically various, in self or conscious 

personality. Hence, it proceeds to unfold and qualify all such 

special factors according to fullest measure of power and genius, 
with a view to ultimately organize and express, in immeasur-
able human quantity and quality in final social order. It per-
mits no neglect or dropping out of a single factor, because the 
system is rigidly universal and humane, and cannot be wasted 
or neglected in its minutest fibre without in that measure in-
fracting the system and impairing *the  primary unity. Thus it 
is clear that the constructive process, or second degree, of true 
social science, authorizes, nay, demands the sternest authority 
and discipline over the more unripe humanities, on the part 
of the riper intelligence and affections; but such authority and 
discipline are to regard, constantly, the real needs of every per-
son as an integer to an integral public body, and so, order 
authority and discipline to the sure benefit of each in a better 
manhood, and through this, the benefit of society in a better 
condition of its constituent atoms. But to proceed; for I can 
only present the briefest hints at this time.

The third lends itself to consummate true society. Taking 
the material as delivered by the educational degree—which 
qualified personality upon the primary principle of nature or un-
cultured unity in humanity—it gives the law and method of 
cultivated unity—a unity embracing and operating the amplest 
genius and power of the boundless diversities thus unfolded, in 
an order of ravishing harmonies divinely fulfilled and per-
petuated.

Such is a hint of social science as based in the common 
nature of mankind, the essential diversity of specific character 
and power thence derived, and the quenchless wants of all 
souls for full freedom, power, and worth, in human experience. 
Let us try to open t h e  n e w  a g e , by an effort to inaugurate sci-
ence in its ultimate form, and thereby to conduct Humanity 
steadily onward to its great destiny. The avowed aims of your 
“Ne w  Ag e ” paper seem promising in this respect; hence, 
I joyfully hail its advent. Th e r o n  Gr a y .

The Communion Question.
On e  can hardly conceive a more lamentable farce than the re-

cent commendation of the Baptist Doctor of Divinity, for his 
unspeakable liberality in discarding the dogma of close com. 
rnunion. Ever to have held such a dogma would seem to be the 
greater wonder. It is very hard for a modest truth-seeker to 
realize the arrogance that presumes to teach that no one can be 
a believer in the religion of Jesus who has not been immersed 
by a Baptist clergyman; and that only such a convert can 
ie allowed to partake of the Lord’s Supper, in full communion.

The whole history of this controversy, as it has appeared in 
The Golden Rule, only tends to show the superstitious tenacity 
with which blind devotion to ecclesiastical prejudices leads even 
g^Sfia$fiA=ftTfAe^B^gmhs"Iiave no possible foundation. A critical 
study of the New Testament will lead any candid mind to acknow-
ledge that ■what passes for the institution of the Lord’s Supper, 
has no ground of authority in any thought or act of Jesus. The 
symbolic language used by him at the Last Supper, was an ex-
hortation to union and love. “Eat of the same loaf. Bfe per-
fectly at accord with one another as the proper commemoration 
of me.” Of course in the limited space allowed here, one can-
not discuss the subject of religious institutions. But, evidently 
it was no thought or purpose of Jesus to enjoin the celebration 
of the Last Supper as a rite to be observed by his disciples. 
That it should ever have been so held in auv age of the church, 
is to be regretted. That it should be now regarded as an insti-
tution, and its observance as a badge of distinction between 
church and congregation, has no warrant in the teachings of the 
New Testament, and is productive of immense harm, both to 
religion itself and to society. This evil has been widely felt 
and freely discussed in many quarters, and it would be well 
that some definite and united action on the subject should 
be taken by at least the liberal churches. It w’ould remove 
a great deal of doubt from many young persons who need light 
on this subject; and save many clergymen from the pains and 
perils of temptation to perforin a service from which their 
hearts rovolt. The commemoration of Jesus by all who love 
him—spending a special hour in sueli service, an hour of true 
communion—we would by all means encourage; and it might 
be made a season of grand refreshment and holy renewal. But 
we would not have this commemoration made a declaration 
of religious belief, or a dividing line between church and con-
gregation. b .

cinlil Í alionó.
Th e  question of labor vs. capital can be studied to advantage 

in Detroit. Boys buy a ten cent dog, and make him draw them 
up and down more than fifty dollars’ worth.

“ Sa y !” said the city youth to the modest countryman, “got 
the liay-seed out of your hair yet ?” “Wall,” was the deliber-
ate reply. “ I jddge not from the way the calves run arter me.’ ’

“We l l , neighbor Slummidge, how much shall I put yon 
down to get a chandelier for the church? ” Neighbor S.—“ Sho! 
what we want to git a chandyleer for? Ther hain’t nobody kin 
play outer it when ye git it! ”

A r e l ig io u s t e s t .—“Fessenden,” said President Lincoln, 
one day, to his newly-appointed Secretary of the Treasury, 
“what is your religion?” “Not much to boast of,” replied 
the Secretary; “but I suppose I am as much of a Unitarian as 
anything.” “Oh, a Unitarian; I thought you might be an 
Episcopalian. Seward is Episcopal, and I notice you swear 
about as he does.”

niauu.nl
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ADVERTISEMENTS.

DRY GOODS PRICE-LIST.

Th o u s a n d s in the country are constantly debating 
the question of prices in dry goods. They go to the most 
popular store in the neighborhood, and fail there to 
learn for a certainty whether fair prices are charged 
or not. Other thousands are not only seeking honest 
and fair prices, but they want also reliable information 
in regard to the styles of goods most in demand. Now 
all such persons should send a letter to the highly 
respectable and reliable firm of M. Altman & Co., and 
ask for their new Fall Price-list. This enterprising 
and well-known dry-goods firm have taken this meth-
od of popularizing their business in every section of 
the country. This Price-list, containing twenty-four 
pages of closely-priuted m itter, gives a minute descrip-
tion of a $400,000 stock of Dry Goods, Fancy Goods, 
Millinery Goods, Ladies’ and Gents’ Furnishing Goods, 
Costumes, Cloaks, Basques, Hosiery, Gloves, Jewelry, 
Laces, Trimmings, Parasols, Umbrellas, Notions, and 
the thousand and one articles usually sold in first-class 
city houses. It will be seut, free of cost, to any one 
sending address and postage stamp for mailing the 

same.
We have examined this Price-list and find that it 

teaches its readers how to order goods. The descrip-
tion it gives of every article is so perfect and complete 
as to make the selection extremely easy and certain 
of giving satisfaction. This firm will give their best 
attention to the execution of all orders, and they agree 
to refund the money in every case where the goods 
turn out different from their representations. -The 
standing of the house is such that we cheerfully vouch 
for the truth of what they say. Address M. Al t ma n  
& Co., corner 6th Avenue and 19th Street, N. Y. Ed. 

Independent.

LECTURES AND CONVERSATIONS.
~ —------— - - . ..Kirxi/t r-xz
Is prepared, to Lecture or conduct Conversational Meetings, on 

the following subjects :—
Essential Religion,

Education
The

The Philosophy

and Educators in a Republic, 
Ballot for Woman, 
Woman: her Rights and Duties, 

Marriage,
of the Labor Movement,

The Relation of the Labor Movement to 
Intemperance, Prostitution, and Crime. 

Terms moderate. Address Box 916, Boston Post-Office.

BUSTS OF
THEODORE PARKER, 

THOMAS PAINE, 
CHARLES SUMNER.
BY

SIDNEY H. MORSE!.
PARKER and PAINE, Large Size, Price $35.00. SUMNER,

Cabinet Size, Price $12.00; including boxing.
Photographs of these Busts, Fifty Cents each.

A ddress Sid n e y  II. Mo r s e , 25 Bromfeld Street, Boston.

JOHN WILSON & SON,
f 7

printers! anb ^tereotrper&
Cambridge, Mass.

Packages and Proofs may be forwarded by mail, or may be left 
at Edwards’s Cambridge Express, at Roberts Brothers’, 299 Wash-
ington Street, Boston (up stairs).

TURNER’S PUBLIC SPIRIT.
A Weekly Newspaper devoted to the local*interests  of towns in 

• Middlesex and Worcester Counties.
Published every Saturday, at Ayer, Mass. Terms, 81.00 a year.

JOHN H. TURNER, Editor and Proprietor.

Job Printing executed at this Office.

JOHN CURTIS,

MEN’S AND BOYS’ CLOTHING-
AND

FURNISHING GOODS.
G a n d  8 No r t h  St r e e t , Th ir d  Do o r  Fr o m Un io n , 

BOSTON.
GARMENTS MADE TO ORDER.

THE WAKEFIELD_EARTH CLOSET.
Abolish the Thousand Year-Old Privy Abomination!
From leading Merchants, Publishers, Edi-

tors, Physicians, and Scientific Men,

READ THE TESTIMONY!
BUY THE BEST AND NO OTHER!

From the former publisher of “Uncle Tom’s Cabin.” 
Ne w  Yo r k , Sept. 1, 1875.

To the Wakefield Earth Closet Company—Ge n t s :—Having 
used the Wakefield in my family for four years, considering it 
the best, I can truly say that, in the absence of the water closet, 
it is indispensable to the health and comfort of any family. 

Yours for progress, Jo h n  1’. Je w e t t .
From the leading Hardware House in Rochester, N. Y.

August 28, 1875.
Your Earth Closets have given perfect satisfaction, and we 

recommend them. Yours truly, Ha mil t o n  & Ma t h e w s .
297, 299, 301 Wa s h in g t o n  St ., Bu f f a l o , N. Y., 

August 27, 1875.
Have never heard a complaint of one of them. So far as 

I know they have all worked satisfactorily, and accomplished 
all you claim for them in your pamphlet. Yours truly,

C. E. Wa l b r id g e .
Office of Brinckerhoff, Turner & Co.,
109 Du a n e  St ., Ne w  Yo r k , August 30, 1875.

Your Closets and out-door attachments have fully answered 
my purpose, and when worn out, shall hope to supply with same 
make. Truly yours, E. A. Br in c k e r h o f f .
From the Secretary of the Mutual Benefit Savings Bank, No. 1 

Center Street, New York.
Ne w  Yo r k , August 25, 1875.

I have found it fully equal to what is claimed for it. I wish 
every family in the land, rich and poor, knew, experimentally, 
how indispensable this closet is for cleanliness, healthfulness, 
and comfort in a country home. Respectfully,

G. H. Be n e d ic t . 
Empo r iu m, Pa., August 31, 1875.

It has been a great convenience to my children, day and night, 
during the severe winter, especially. I keen it handy for use in 
one of the upper bed-chambers. Respectfully,

W. J. Cr a ig e r , M.D.
We could multiply such indorsements almost indefinitely. 

The above are certainly strong enough to convince the most 
sceptical of the entire feasibility of t h e  d r y  e a r t h  s y s t e m, 
and the superiority of our patents. For further information, ad-
dress, enclosing stamp, the
Wakefield Earth Closet Company, 36 Dey St., New York.

OUR EARTH CLOSET IS

Recommended by the Best Physicians,
EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN.

Saves Ladies and Children from Indelicate 
Exposures and Discomforts!

A Necessity in the Sick Room I 
Indispensable to the Infirm!

The Long-Sought Comfort for the Aged!
NEEDED WHEN WATER CLOSETS ARE OUT OF 

ORDER.
Read Further Recent Testimonials.

“All my guests are pleased with them. There is not a par-
ticle of odor arising from them; have given entire satisfaction.— 
Ge o . W. Ch a r l o t t e , Prop. Atlantic Hotel, Beaufort, N. C.

“It does what it is advertised to do.”—.Jo h n  P. Th o ma s , 
Supt. Carolina Military Institute, Charlotte, N. C.

“Every family should have one, even though water is used 
throughout the house; for the sick room it is invaluable. I find 
no odor, and in all respects it is cleanly.”—A. S. Lo s e e , Brook-
lyn, N. Y.

“It has kept in good repair, and borne out its recommend.”— 
Rev. J. B. Dr u r y , Ghent, N. Y.

“I knowr not how we could have done without it.”—E. W. 
St o d d a r d , Pastor Pres. Ch., Succasunna, N. J.

“Gives perfect satisfaction.”—F. A. So u l e , Passaic, N. J.
We are in possession of similar commendations, from among 

hundreds of others the following:—
Hon. F, O. J. Smith, Portland, Me.
Rev. Chas. H. Corey, Pres. Richmond Institute, Richmond, 

Virginia.
Gen’l S. C. Armstrong, Pres. II. N. & A. I., Hamptoii, Va. 
Rev. G. B. Spalding, Dover, N. II.
Rev. I. S. Gifford, Berlin, N. Y.
Prof. A. B. Palmer, Med. University, Ann Arbor, Mich. 
W. J. Holland (Timothy Titcomb), Springfield, Mass. 
Rev. E. Dewhurst, Hinsdale, Mass.
Mrs A. B. Knox, of the Kindergarten, Worcester, Mass.
L. II. Hemenway, M.D., Manchester, Vt.
Prof. W. C. Richards, of Berkshire, Med. College, Hancock, 

Mass.
And scores of medical and scientific men have written in 

highest commendation of the system.
Hon. E. Delafield Smith, late Corporation Counsel, New 

York City, bought one last year for his country residence, and 
this year five more ; and threw out our most pretentious rival as 
“ unsatisfactory.”

The ancient privy nuisance, as well as all the evils of bad 
sewage, bursting or obstructed pipes, which attend the common 
city water closet, can be abated only by the e a r t h  s y s t e m.

But for an immense convenience, suitable for any bed-room or 
place of business, see our

Simple, Self-Sealing, Popular, Portable, Practical
FIVE DOLLAR WATER CLOSET!

Ho l d s Cl o s e f o r  a  Da y  o r  a  Mo n t h , a n d  No  Mis t a k e ! 
Not particularly objectionable for stormy evenings, or dark 

nights, or four o’clock in the morning. Easily cleaned, and no 
odors left.

Orders for two or more, accompanied with the cash, will 
be filled, expressage free, to any office within 300 miles of New 
York City. Orders from a longer distance, for two or more, 
will receive discount towards part payment of transportation. 

Ad d r e s s

The WAKEFIELD EARTH CLOSET COMPANY,
No. 36 DEY STREET, NEW YORK.

THE NEW AGE.

It  may justly be demanded of the periodical press that, in 
addition to the publication of news, it shall strive to aid in 
stimulating and diffusing the wisest and broadest thought upon 
all matters relating to human interests. This service a journal 
is incapable of rendering, unless its views and opinions are 
based upon intelligence, and inspired by sincerity and inde-
pendence. Ordinary journalism is strikingly unsatisfactory, 
and signally unsuccessful in performing such a service, because 
of its deficiency in these respects. Well-nigh every periodical 
now published is an organ of some special interest, or the mere 
echo of popular sentiment. In most cases, a paper is establish-
ed only to advocate some sect in religion, some party in politics, 
some particular ethical, social, or financial theory; and, as a 
natural and inevitable consequence, all its utterances are fatally 
damaged by subserviency to the actual or imagined interests of 
the sect, party, or theory it is committed to defend. Opinions 
the most serviceable to humanity it is impossible to obtain, and 
folly to expect, under such conditions.

With the purpose of putting in circulation a journal devoted 
to the highest function of the press, it is proposed to establish 
Th e Ne w  Ag e ; which, being the organ of no sect or party, 
nor the mouthpiece of any special religious, political, or social 
movement, shall aim at the most comprehensive view of man’s 
true interests in all departments of thought and action. This 
generation is asked to consider the questions involved in

Free Religion, Labor Reform, Emancipation 
of Woman, Spiritualism, Materialism, 

and Temperance,
besides all the theories of

Political Economy and Government, 
embraced in current political discussion. In addition to these, the 

Relation between Church and State, 
the complete
Secularization of our Common School System, 
and the whole subject of EDUCATION in every one of its 
phases,—all these are matters which more and more are chal-
lenging the serious and earnest consideration of our American 
people. That the perfection of society could be achieved by 
the success of any one of these Reforms, it obviously would be 
absurd to claim; yet often each is urged as if it alone held the 
destinies of mankind. Th e  Ne w  Ag e , believing that the fair 
humanities go in groups, that the race must advance abreast, 
and that the method which is to ennoble human life and perfect 
the condition of society must be more comprehensive than that 
suggested bv any partial reform, will labor to co-ordinate all the 
reforms, and to combine in one view every element of progress.

Already we have seen the disastrous effect of attempting to 
separate inseparable things. Up to this time, it has been held, 
in the Church, that religion is one tiling and righteousness 
another; in politics, that success is one thing and integrity 
another; in business, that capital is one thing and labor anoth-
er; in life, that society is one thing and brotherhood another. 
The logical result of this insane discrimination is that right- 
eousness is sacrificed to religious observance, public integrity 
immolated on the altar of party success, labor enslaved in the 
service of capital, and humanity smothered in artificial social 
distinctions. It will be the steadfast purpose of Th e  Ne w  Ag e  
to check all these evils, by striving to make it more clear that 
religion and goodness, purity and politics, labor and capital, 
brotherhood and society, are one and inseparable; that they 
must not and cannot be sundered.

The columns of Tiie  Ne w  Ag e  will be open to all the serious 
forms of thought and all the earnest voices of the present time, 
which shall seek fitting and proper expression. In its own ut-
terances it will always put more emphasis upon principles than 
names, upon spirit and aim than methods and appliances. What-
ever of essential worth it may discover in any institution, in 
any organization or system, it will recognize and commend; 
but any iniquity therein harbored it will point out and scourge 
without fear or favor. The prejudices of no human being, the 
vested interests or organized selfishness of no body of men, 
will ever be permitted consciously to modify or cloud its opin-
ions, or dictate its utterances. Its purpose to look around the 
whole horizon of humanity’s aspirations and efforts, and to ut-
ter the freest and most advanced thought upon all subjects per-
taining to human welfare, will constitute its strongest right to 
exist. Recognizing as ever operative in the history of the race 
the two elements of conservatism and progress, Th e  Ne w Ag e  
will endeavor to take wise advantage of both ; and w liile it will 
never hesitate to aid in the work of destruction, while destruc-
tion shall seem to be in order, it will especially rejoice to build for 
the future upon the durable foundations afforded by the past. De-
sirous to preserve the good, it always will be seeking the better.

With the undoubting consciousness that there is a yet unoccu-
pied place in journalism to fill, Th e  Ne w  Ag e has only to 
prove its ability to occupy it to make its permanent existence 
assured. It but asks of the public the opportunity to make 
this proof.

Each of its articles will be expected to stand on its own merits. 
In providing contributions to its columns, no deference will be 
given to mere reputation; since this is not always a just meas-
ure of literary ability, or vigor or originality of thought.

TERMS, Three Dollars a Year, with Postage Prepaid.

Ad d r e s s  BABCOCK, Pu b l is h e r .

THE NEW AGE, 235 Washington St,, Boston, Mass.
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In the new age, November will cease to be a 

melancholy month. We were never happier.
Printers do not indorse the doctrine of Justifica­

tion by Faith; they say they would give all the world 
if it were true, but a Long experience has taught them' 
that there is no justification but Justification by Work.

Benjamin R. Tucker, of Princeton, was sent to 
jail for refusing to pay his poll-tax, but was released, 
as we learn, in two days. Now let us see the State 
imprison at once all the men who do not pay a poll- 
tax.

We wish to preserve a pure moral tone in our paper, 
so that it may safely enter any Christian family. 
That is why we have no news to give of the arrival of 
the Prince of Wales in India. It would be contami­
nating, you know, to publish in detail the wanderings 
of fast young men.

The Congregationalist thinks that as Sunday is a 
heathen name, and Sabbath a Jewish name, “neither 
is in a full sense Christian; ” and proposes instead 
for the first day of the week the name of Lordsday. 
But Jesus said, “ The Sabbath was made for man; ” 
and if the name is to be in a full sense Christian, 
it must be called Mansday.

We find we have sadly puzzled some of our good 
friends, who say they do not see that our journal 
differs from any other, and that they never before 
heard of a paper that didn’t advocate somebody or 
something. When they have satisfied themselves 
which way it is, we will reward them with a special 
mission to the Kingdom of Hibernicisms.

In summing up the results of the elections, 77ie Wa- 
*’7«Jn'BpeaKs ox Al—______________

being greater last year than this. Must we lose our 
faith in the accuracy of this journal? Last year the 
Prohibitionists had their own candidate nominated by 
the Republicans, and voted for him: this year nine 
thousand of them bolted for Baker. We fear Dr. Min­
er’s ire will be aroused, and then what will be the fate 
of TAe IVaiton ?

W e are indebted to The Golden Rule for the follow­
ing picture of financial distress-:—“ One of the worst 
results of the hard times is seen in the fact that many 
of our hardest-worked business and professional men 
can no longer afford to keep a good horse.” What 
delightful views of life the world presents to us, when 
our horizon is bounded by the Brighton road! We 
had supposed that one of the worst results of the hard 
times was that many of our hardest-worked laboring 
men could not get a full dinner.

Before we bid adieu to elections for a year, let us 
drop one tear of sympathy for the Private and Patri­
otic Partisan. We have known him for thirty-five 
years.. He has never sought an office; he has never 
known an improper nomination in his own party; he 
has never bolted, but always voted an unscratched 
ticket. About a month before election, he pricks 
up his ears and scents the battle from afar. Then be­
gins the happy period of the year to him. He attends 
all the political gatherings of his parly, and applauds 
in the proper places. He knows beforehand, on the 
authority of his party organ, exactly what States his 
party will carry. He has so strong a faith in these 
prophecies, that it has never been disturbed by the 
fact that they have always failed at least twice where 
they have been verified once. . He lives on his expect­
ations, and his highest joy is in the success of 
party—if he does not know why, his joy is all 
greater for that. When the returns come in, if 
party has been defeated, he has 4.49 minutes of ex­
treme anguish, and for that period the world is dark to 
him. If it has won, he has 2.24} minutes of perfect 
ecstasy. In either case he then goes into calm and 
placid obscurity, and hybernates for eleven months. 
We will promise to think of him.

The Golden Rule says that it is not news to state 
such a fact as that “ Mr. Barney O’Flynn has beaten 
his wife to death in a New York tenement-house,” 
because, “ change the name and date, and the O’Flynn 
unpleasantness . . . . would be as fresh next year as 
this,” &c. Then nothing is news which narrates any­
thing similar to what has occurred before. So it is 
not news that Rev. Mr. Murray preached in Music 
Hall on Sabbath morning, for, “ change the name and 
date,” and the statement “ would be as fresh next year 
as this.”

It would be affecting an insensibility for which we 
should have no credit, if we should fail to say that we 
are exceedingly grateful for the generous and cordial 
notices we have received from the press, and the com­
mendations we find in our correspondence. . . . . If it 
is feared by any that we are in danger of becoming too 
much elated, we are happy to say that our humility is 
in a good state of preservation. If there is danger 
that it will spoil, we shall at once import a critic or 
the toothache as an antiseptic. Our friends may trust 
us:

It is not on account of any personal grievance—for 
we have nothing to complain of—but from what we 
have known of the unhappy experience of many better 
men, that we are impelled to say that the dark side of 
life presents no meaner forms of injustice and wrong 
than those from which a minister sometimes suffers. 
The martyrdom he endures at the hands of a wealthy 
and offended minority of a parish, is of the keenest 
type, because he feels it unmanly to speak of it, and 
because it stings his nature in a way which makes it 
impossible for other human beings to sympathize with 
him.

The Second Radical Club (which is now, since 
the sequestration of the First, the only Radical Club 

K • pp-Hncra or j ----------- 9 «»Aa-i.. i-. ...--- 
At one, Rev. M. J. Savage read a veiy interesting 
essay on “ What we know about God,” which was fol­
lowed by an animated and excellent discussion. At 
the other, Sydney II. Morse opened a discussion on 
“The School Question,” which proved so fruitful 
in suggestiveness that it was voted to continue the 
same subject over to the next meeting; when Francis 
E. Abbot will open the discussion. *

We have received ajeopy of a sermon by Rev. John 
W. Chadwick, of Brooklyn, entitled The Great Salva­
tion, and we learn by a note printed with it that it is 
proposed to publish a series of his sermons. So many 
sermons are now printed that it might be supposed 
they had become a popular form of literature; but we 
hope never to commit a crime so awful as to deserve 
the punishment of reading the largest portion of 
them. This handsome pamphlet, though it bears the 
forbidding name of sermon, must contain one of a dif­
ferent order; for we detected ourself in the indulgence 
of wandering among its charming sentences on one of 
our busiest days. C. P. Somerby, 139 Eighth Street, 
New York, will send copies of the sermons by mail, at 
the rate of five cents each and postage.

A correspondent respectfully expresses “ the hope 
that The New Age will consider it to be its duly 
heartily to cooperate with The Index in its tenor and 
objects.” If The Index had exactly filled our ideal of 
a journal, The New Age would not have been pro­
jected; nevertheless we have the highest respect for 
Mr. Abbot, and honor him for the fidelity and earnest­
ness with which he has followed his convictions; and 
although we do not sympathize with all the methods 
The Index proposes, we are glad to recognize it as 
belonging to the great movement of human progress 
to which we are devoted. But we believe there is 
a constituency for both. The New Age has already 
been accorded an entrance into places where The Index 
would not be likely to go for years; and we shall 
be too busy in exploring the fields we have found out­
side of Mr. Abbot’s hunting-grounds, to think of 
changing for an unmanly rivalry the cordial feelings 
we now cherish for him and his paper.
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Alexander II. Rice is Governor-elect of Massachu­
setts. It is a very high honor. We remember that 
we heard the late Hon. Abbott Lawrence say, more 
than thirty years ago, in reference to a gentleman then 
in nomination for the office, “ Fellow-citizens,-1 don’t 
think he is fit to be Governor. I don’t say he is not 
fit to be a Governor—he may do, perhaps, to be Gov­
ernor of New Hampshire; but in my judgment he 
is not fit to be the Governor of Massachusetts.” Mr. 
Lawrence did not necessarily imply any disparagement 
of the Granite State; but might have only indicated 
the high qualifications his native State required in her 
magistrates: as a religious society might say, “The 
man who preaches to Plymouth church is not good 
enough for us.”

Our annual autumnal game of “ Fall Elections ” is 
played. And still the country is safe. The general 
result is favorable to the Republican party, which shows 
that the people, if dissatisfied with it, are not ready to 
give the Democrats the ascendancy. Many people are 
expecting a general breaking up and reorganization of 
parties. The gains in New York are not a source 
of unmixed gratification to an honorable Republican. 
Gov. Tilden, whether justly or otherwise, has made 
the impression that he means to reform abuses. The 
man in public life who attempts this, does the noblest 
and most hazardous thing possible in politics; he 
is usually sacrificed, even if he succeeds in his reform. 
Any advantages a party gains at his expense, however, 
reflect no credit on the winners.

We learn that a few gentlemen of this city arranged 
a private conference, in which representatives of the 
manufacturers and operatives of Fall River were to , 
state the cases of these parties respectively, with 
the view of discovering, if possible, some method, of a 
harmonious adjustment. The’ day was designated;

>nt. somKof the P-entlemen-before whom ------
men of extinct life so interesting to the paleontologist.
was to be held, found at a late hour that their own en­
gagements compelled a postponement, of which the 
parties at Fall River were notified by letter or tele­
gram. But this notice of a postponement was not re­
ceived in season; and the representatives came to Bos­
ton on the appointed day. Those of the operatives, 
on learning that there would be no conference, quietly 
returned; but the others hastily collected certain gen­
tlemen of the press, and stated to them the manufac­
turers’ side of the case, which went before the public. 
Subsequently the proposed conference was held, at 
which the case of the operatives was presented, but 
the manufacturers did not put in an appearance. In 
these transactions, so far as at present explained, the 
operatives manifested the most confidence in the just­
ice of their cause. ■

In the town of Princeton, in this State, there lives 
a man who refuses to acknowledge the right of Massa­
chusetts to compel him to pay a poll-tax. The conse­
quence was that our venerable Commonwealth sent 
her recalcitrant citizen to jail,—as for a long, long 
time she has been in the habit 6f doing with those of 
her children who offend her. The prompting of this 
citizen’s refusal to pay his poll-tax was not a mere ca­
price, but a settled and honest conviction. "He does 
not object to the contributing his share to the necessa­
ry expenses of the town of Princeton; his objection is 
to the element of compulsion in the tax-system of the 
State. We admire our friend’s earnestness; but 
where will this end? The thoughtful citizen has a 
long list of objections to the State as it is; shall he 
proceed to press them all in this overt way ? Life is 
too short for such a quarrel; the State has no choice 
but to oppose us and, if necessary, to crush us. We 
may ojey a law without consenting to it. Think and 
speak we can, and think and speak we will,—this the 
State herself must submit to; but when it comes to a 
physical issue, she is conqueror every, time by virtue 
of her superior strength. Unless our friend, then, has 
made up his mind to a complete martyrdom, he had 
best withdraw from this unequal contest. There is no 
humiliation in submitting to the inevitable.
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THE NE W A GE.

BY MARTHA A. LANGLEY.

O! toii.khs up the steeps of Time,
Who bear in life a helpful part,

Who drcam of better lives than ours,
And feel, through all, life’s bitter smart — 

Take heart! look up! the world moves on;
The time shall come, if not for you,

When Love shall wave its sceptre broad, 
And men shall yield a sendee true.

Somewhere within the Future vast,
Beyond our mortal reach or ken,

Shall dawn the age when Gold shall be
Counted as something less than Men;

The higher thought, the greater good,
The heart that feels another’s grief, 

Shall wield the power that Might lias held,
And bring to sorrowing ones relief.

No more shall woe, and want, and crime, 
Stalk on beneath a heedless gaze,

And sorrow press on bleeding hearts,
Sad victims of onr thoughtless ways;

But each shall feel his brother’s
And each shall try his woe to

And, taught by Love, the fallen
Shall stand once more upright

pain, 
cure ; 
one 
and pure.

THE FLOW OF FAITH.

BY WILLIAM C. GANNETT.

Sung at the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of th 
Religious Society of Newburyport, Oct. 20, 1875.

From heart to heart, from creed to creed, 
The hidden river runs,

It quickens all the ages down,
It binds the sires to sons,—

The stream of Faith whose source is God, 
Whose sound, the sound of Prayer,

Whose meadows are the Holy Lives 
Upspringing everywhere.

\e First

Oh, deep it flowed in olden time,
When men by it were strong 

'-- tn flip 1—’ i

comes with every discovery of the secrets of Nature, 
the eye turns involuntarily toward the dim Unknown; 
and the aspiring soul flutters its wing in the endeavor 
to rise from tangible into spiritual realms. It is in 
such experiences that moral ideas are conceived.

What a wonder it is, after all, that a moral idea 
was ever bom into this life I A moral idea is not 
a tangible, material thing: where can a place be 
found to lodge the germ of an idea within the limits 
or the inevitable limitations of the physical world? 
Yet moral ideas have constituted the great force of 
human advancement. The idea of liberty has become 
an actual power in a world whose visible aspects 
taught nothing but the necessity of physical force— 
and force and freedom are necessarily antagonistic 
qualities. The idea of benevolence has found a foot­
hold in a world whose visible forces all conspire to im­
prison a human being in the dreary cell of a selfish 
isolation.

Now what does an idea do? It gives a man the 
victory in a conflict between his moral purposes and 
his material or sensuous inclinations—between his 
principles and his impulses. It is one of the preg­
nant issues of life, that an impulse sends us in one di­
rection, and an idea, in another. These impulses are 
such as are fed by the material life. They are in the 
nature of some appetite that craves improper indul­
gence ; some thirst for outward acquisition; some rage 
for external success:—as when a man who has en­
slaved his nature to intemperate habits, is tempted by 
the inordinate glass; or he, who has nursed acquisi­
tiveness into a passion, sees a chance to add a dishon­
est dollar to his gains; or he, who is ambitious of dis­
tinction or of power, thinks he can secure his object 
by packing a caucus. The question is not, whether 
the instincts from which these impulses rise shall be 
eradicated, for that is impossible: but shall the im­
pulses themselves be regulated and controlled ? Shall 
they minister, to the spirit’s growth, or shall they 
poison the source of its life ? It is a conquest that 
brings moral purification, when the glass is left un­
tasted—when the coffers are left unstained by fraud— 
when honor in private life is preferred to infamy in 
public life; in a word, when that which we are strongly

The Tendency of Scientific Thought
[first paper.]

BY REV. EDWIN S. ELDER.
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Charmed, on as by a song;

And. where they passed, by hill or shore, 
They gave the song a voice,

Till all the wilderness had heard
The Fathers’ Faith rejoice.

And still it moves, a broadening flood; 
And fresher, fuller grows

A sense as if the sea were near, 
Towards which the river flows.

0 Thou, who art the Secret Source 
That rises in each soul,

Thou art the Ocean too,—Thy charm, 
That ever-deepening roll!

The Power of an Idea.
BY THE EDITOR.

In out momenta of pure speculation, we find no 
problem that has a profounder interest than that 
involved in the relation of a human being to the 
material world, and to the forms of external life. 
What makes human life so complex in its interests, so 
difficult to understand, and many of its forces so hard 
to guide and control, is, that an intangible, immaterial 
essence, which we call spirit, is here put into a material 
tenement, and brought into constant contact with 
material objects. How many disappointments and 
disasters, from the bitter experience of which so many 
human hearts wail in anguish, result from the mis­
takes and errors caused by an imperfect understanding 
of this mysterious union of soul and matter 1

We do not see why so intimate a union should not 
be for purposes of cooperation: we find, alas I that it 
is too often a source of conflict. The hourly demands 
of existence enforce a continual contact with outward 
and visible things. The sounds that we hear, the 
objects that we touch and handle, the various and va­
riegated forms that we see, give us employment or 
give us delight. And yet through all this experience 
we are oppressed with a brooding sense of the imper­
fection or incompleteness of all external and visible 
things. With the unrest that waits upon satiety, 
as well as with the longing for higher knowledge that

I bv Dr. Edward Smith • • .
tempted to do, which it is exceedingly hard not to do, 
is left undone in obedience to a moral consideration!

There have always been those who had faith only in 
physical and tangible forces, and were ready to sneer 
at any other; but where have such forces ever achieved 
such wonders as this ? In a conflict between principle 
and impulse, the opposing forces seem greatly dispro- 
portioned in strength; yet that disparity shows the 
value of the apparently weaker force: it is the over­
matched side that wins. An impulse sends you in 
pursuit of an object that is pleasing to the sight and 
charming to the sense—an impulse, fortified by custom 
and habit, and intensified’ by burning passion: what 
confronts and combats it? An idea, that speaks in 
no audible voice, that appears in no visible form, that 
pictures no beauty to the eye, that touches no sensitive 
chord of feeling; and yet that invisible and insensible 
thought checks and overthrows an impulse, reinforced 
though it be by all the organs of sense, and driven by 
the headlong force of thrilling nerves, and quivering 
with all the fervor of desire! We turn from an evil 
habit, we overcome a debasing passion, we advance in 
virtue and humanity, in obedience to an idea 1 In 
such conflicts and victories we learn to prize and cher­
ish the eternal verities that are neither visible to the 
eye nor perceptible to the touch.

Is the tendency of modern scientific thought toward 
infidelity in religion ? This is the question which is 
now exciting general attention, and causing much 
discussion. The phrase “ scientific thought ” includes 
not only facts, laws, and verified theories, but many 
as yet unverified and probably erroneous theories. A 
very partial enumeration of the subjects of scientific 
thought will show how much it stands for and includes.

Among these are the indisputable facts of science: 
the shape and motions of the earth; its gradual formar­
tion unknown millions of years ago; the indestructi­
bility of matter; the correlation of all forces. Of the 
theories not yet verified, may be mentioned: the Neb­
ular hypothesis; the Development theory; the Darwin­
ian theory of the ascent of man from the dust through 
lower forms of life; the theory that affirms that matter 
contains the potency of all forms of terrestrial life; 
the theory of spontaneous generation; the reign of the 
law of uninterrupted uniformity; the philosophy of 
Evolution. There is a difference of opinion among 
scientists concerning these unverified theories. 0f 
those who accept them, some will declare that their 
acceptance tends toward the rejection of everything 
peculiar to religion, while others will maintain that 
their acceptance is essential to the continued existence 
of religion, at least among the thoughtful.

The word “ religion ” represents that which is no less 
complex and many-sided than the contents of scientific 
thought. It is unphilosophical to identify religion 
with an individual phase of faith, or with a belief in 
one dogma. A belief in the existence of a conscious, 
personal Being, or in the continuance of our personal 
consciousness after the dissolution of the body, is but 
a small part of religion. Religion, in this discussion, 
must be understood to comprehend the essential ele­
ments of the faith of all who claim to be religious, or 
jo havq g. religion. The term religion, used in. thia 
L7F~p’tlie cMWll'* ’“" —
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What wo call illusions are often, in truth, a wider 
vision of past and present realities—a willing move­
ment of a man’s soul with the larger sweep of the 
world’s forces—a movement towards a more assured 
end than the chances of a single life. We soe human 
heroism broken into units and say, this unit did little 
—might as well not have been. But in this way wo 
might break up a great army into units; in this way 
we might break the sunlight into fragments, and think 
that this and the other might be cheaply parted with. 
Let us rather raise a monument to the soldiers whose 
brave hearts only- kept the ranks unbroken, and met 
death—a monument to the faithful who were not 
famous, and who are precious os the continuity of the 
suubeams is precious, though some of them fall unseen 
and on barrenness.—George Eliot.

YvA**i>****  all tlje 
broad sense, is seen to include very much. Look at a 
few of the articles of faith that are held by those who, 
within the limits of Christendom, accept them as parts 
of their religion—remembering that though many of 
these tenets are foreign to our religion, they are parts 
of the religion of others:—that the world was created 
in six days; that the sin of the first man brought sin 
into the world; that the Pope is infallible; that the. 
Bible is infallible; that Jesus rose from the dead; that 
verbal petition will cure disease, affect the weather, 
secure prosperity; that this present existence is but a 
part of the life of the individual; that there is a per­
sonal, conscious Being, who created the universe, and 
who wills its phenomena. But religion includes some­
thing more than opinions. There is a consciousness 
of relation to and communion with the creating and 
sustaining Power. There is a love of God and man, a 
constraining consciousness of moral obligation, a hun­
ger after righteousness, an aspiration of the soul to 
holiness and perfection. It will be seen that the con­
tents of religion are numerous and complex, made up 
of opinions, sentiments, hopes, fears, and affections.

The expression, “ infidelity in religion,” is equally in­
clusive and indefinite. Infidelity is the correlate of 
religion. It may apply to only one opinion, or it may 
extend to all opinions peculiar to religion. It is evident 
that what might be infidelity ns regards the religion of 
a Roman Catholic, would not necessarily be infidelity 
as regards the religion of a Unitarian.

Superstition, another correlated term, also does not 
stand for anything definite or fixed. Its significance 
is relative; it depends upon the religious opinions of 
whoever uses it. What is superstition to one, may be an 
essential part of another’s faith. Yesterday’s infidelity 
may be to-day’s religion and to-morrow’s superstition. 
A belief in a personal devil was a part of the religion 
of our forefathers; at least they so considered it. The 
denial of his existence was infidelity to them and their 
faith; to us, the belief in a personal devil is superstition.

I have indicated the indefiniteness, inclusiveness, and 
interdependence of “scientific thought,” “infidelity,” 
and “ religion,” for the purpose of showing how they 
stand related to each other.
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In this inquiry it may not bo possible to reach any 
conclusion acceptable to those who hold different and 
opposite forms of faith, yet the general tendency may 
be determined. The Mississippi river flows North, East, 
South, and West, in different portions of its course; 
if those living upon its banks judge of its direction by 
the portion in front of their homes, there will be as 
many opinions as there are turns in the river. He who 
thinks the river flows North, because he sees a very 
small portion does, can, if he gets far enough away, 
easily satisfy himself that its general direction is tow­
ard the South; so much depends on the point of vision.

I proceed now to inquire—
I. Is the tendency of our own personal thought toward 

infidelity in religion ? Do we find that as our knowl­
edge of science and our interest in scientific thought 
increases, our religion decreases ? It matters nothing 
that others miy declare that our thought tends to infi­
delity to their, religious faith; of course our thought 
must make us infidels as regards some opinions. But 
the question is, what is the relation of our scientific 
thought to our religion ? Is there a conflict in our own 
consciousness ? Is our faith as religious as it was be­
fore its modification by science and scientific modes 
of thinking? Do our religious instincts rebel against 
the already established facts of science? When the 
inherited faith of our childhood is overwhelmed by the 
facts, discoveries, and inexorable laws that the scientist 
acquaints us with, do we find nothing in those facts, 
and laws, and theories, that appeals to our religious 
sentiments, and gives direction to our religious thought 
and faith ? While our recognition of the uniformity 
of all phenomena discourages petitions, does it not 
hint at a deeper significance in prayer ? Is our appre­
ciation of the beneficence of a universal Providence 
any less religious than our self-regarding faith in a 
special Providence ? In so far as our individual faith 
has been modified by contact with modern scientific 
thought, has it deteriorated, or has it become more 
adequate with the growth of knowledge? Each one 
will find the answer to these questions in his own con- 
sciousilobs. Each one’s answer is conclusive only as 
regards himself.

-lyhaf ^liLS the tendency of scientific thought 
in the past ? It by no means follows that present ten­
dencies are the same as those of the past, but the fact 
that scientific thought, up to the present, has been 
toward either infidelity or a more adequate faith, will 
establish a presumption in favor of the same tendency 
in modern thought. What was the tendency of the 
thought represented by Copernicus, Galileo, Kepler, 
Hugh Miller, and Lyell, as regards the religion of their 
times ? The representatives of religion insisted that 
the thought of these men tended to infidelity, and 
threatened the destruction of their religion. What is 
the fact? Did religion suffer when it was declared 
that the earth turned on its axis, and revolved about 
the sun? Was there a tendency toward infidelity in 
the gradual discovery of the fact that the earth had 
been in existence millions of years, and inhabited by 
human beings for hundreds of centuries ? Have those 
who have accepted the nebular hypothesis as a history 
of the creation of the solar system become infidels? 
Relatively, yes; absolutely, no I These opinions or 
theories, inasmuch as they discredited some one’s con­
victions, were infidel; but they in no way tended tow­
ard the negation of religion. It may be objected that 
these questions have nothing to do with the subject; 
that a belief concerning them is neither religious nor 
infidel. To us these opinions are not; but to those 
who opposed them they were infidel. Can it be shown 
that the cause of religion suffered by contact with 
scientific thought? If it should appear that while 
scientific thought has disproved many theories with 
which religion was intimately associated, yet that it has 
substituted a truth for every error taken from the reli­
gious faith, may we not assume, in the absence of any 
evidence to the contrary, that religion will be modified 
in the future as it has been in the past ?

But we are not left to infer the present tendency and 
future result from the factors of the past. We can 
compare religion, as modified by modern thought, with 
contemporaneous religion that has been in no way 
affected by thought. In Italy, Spain, and Ireland, 
religion has been carefully guarded against*  the influ­
ence of scientific thought. In .Germany, in England, 
and in the United States, religion and scientific thought 

have confronted each other. There is a difference be­
tween the religion of Rome and that of Massachusetts; 
that difference is to be attributed in no small degree 
to the influence of the thought and method of science, 
as contrasted with the method of external authority. 
The method of authority is, “Believe what you are told 
to believe;” that of science is, “ Judge for yourselves 
what is right.” There can be no question but that 
scientific habits of thought change the attitude of men 
toward those opinions and dogmas whose only basis is 
authority. The Catholicism of those who are educated 
in our public schools will be unlike the Catholicism of 
the ignorant. The tendency of public school instruc­
tion is toward infidelity in Catholicism. This is not 
so much the result of the knowledge obtained, as it is 
of a mental habit of inquiry. Now when this inquiry 
is directed toward opinions that are not based upon 
and are not the result of thoughtful inquiry, it refuses 
to accept them. This refusal and consequent unbelief 
is infidelity to Catholicism, but it by no means follows 
that it is infidelity in religion. To the Pope, Unita- 
rianism, Universalism, and all forms of belief, that 
promise salvation outside the Catholic Church, are in­
fidelity. To the Pope, the tendency of our public 
schools is toward unbelief. It is a significant fact that 
wherever religion exists to-day, unmodified by and un­
associated with modem scientific thought, it is known 
as superstition. The religion of Italy, Spain, and Ire­
land, is to us superstition; and it must be admitted 
that religion associated with and modified by scientific 
thought is called infidelity by those whose faith is not 
thus modified.

pi 

The New Proof in Spiritualism.

BY JOHN WETHERBEE.

The latest phase of the manifestations is the taking 
of casts of spirit fingers and hands. It is an interest­
ing operation; for one has the most palpable evidence 
of an intelligent spirit-power, or force, projecting 
objective phenomena into this world of sense, that has 
yet appeared in what is sometimes called this new rev­
elation. One of the greatest objections to the physical 
manifestations is the easy imposition of fiction upon 
credulous people, so that it takes a careful person 
to tell where the real leaves off and the fraudulent be­
gins, or what is real and what is false: justifying, al­
most, the wholesale declaration that it is all fraud, ex­
cept to those who are so fortunate as to know better.

In these casts there is absolute demonstration that 
an objective materialized form is made apparent and 
then disappears, by an intelligent super-mundane 
agency. We have something now that can be weighed 
and measured; as clear an evidence, to the keen eye of 
science, of an intelligent spirit-power, as the geologist 
has of preexisting forms when he finds in a stratum 
of rock, not the fossil remains of a Silurian shell-fish, 
but the vacuum made by an occupant in the plastic 
stratum, long since dematerialized, and the space filled 
by a later material. Thus have we the silicious cast of 
a form that once was, but that, had no mould been left 
of it, would be among the forgotten, or rather, un­
known treasures of the world’s youth. Wonderful are 
the teachings of the rocks to the skilled eye of ge­
ology I Wonderful also, is it not, that the hand 
of a spirit can appear, just perceptible to sight and 
touch, suspiciously dreading the light, and always 
seeming to need both faith and sight for a certainty; 
can immerse itself in a paraffine solution, and then dis­
solving or dissipating itself, leave its mould to be filled 
with plaster; and lo I the result is a perfect model or 
cast of the dematerialized hand. Shall the rocks 
teach us wisdom and knowledge of primordial life, 
and shall paleontology stop at fossils, or shall we 
extend its method into a higher order of existence ?

The modus operandi of the casts referred to is this: 
a pound or two of paraffine (which looks like trans­
parent spermacetti) is put into a pail filled with 
hot water, which melts it, and it occupies the surface 
of the water without being visible. If one dips his 
hand into it, it is coated; if repeated, as in dipping 
candles, quite a thick, white coating covers the hand, 
looking like a well-fitting transparent white glove. It

is rather tenacious and soft, but it is impossible to re­
move it from the hand except in pieces ; and these, as 
soon as removed, are stiff and brittle, and a very little 
rough usage breaks them up into greasy-feeling bits. 
It would not be possible, in the nature of things, for a 
human being to extract his hand from such a coating 
without destruction to the co&ting itself; dissolution 
of the pattern is the only way of preserving the 
mould. Prof. Denton thought it possible for the spirit­
hand, when materialized, to dip itself into this liquid, 
and as easily dematerialize itself when the coating 
was formed; and experiments and questions to the 
spirits prove this to be the case. The moulds being 
made of fingers, hands, and parts of hands, they are 
filled with plaster, and the casts are perfect. There 
are large and small sizes ; and a careful measuring of 
joints, and nails, and widths, shows that they are not 
in any sense duplicates of the medium’s hand or 
digits.

A few persons gathered, the day this article was 
written, at the house of Mrs. Hardy, the medium 
by whom these manifestations occur, for the purpose 
of witnessing this experiment. They were seeking 
knowledge and truth; there was no cheating, and 
could not be any. The hot liquid was under the table, 
and nobody had or could have connection with it. 
Without going into a tedious description of what 
occurred, we will say that when the spirits were ready, 
they signified it by raps ; and one of the party lifted 
the cloth that hung from the table, and found lying on 
a cricket, placed there for the purpose, four fingers, or 
a part of a hand, and also the mould of a full and 
perfect hand down to thè narrowing for the wrist. 
This mould must have been made in the way stated ; 
a full, naturally extended hand being dipped into the 
paraffine, and, having done its duty, dissipated, that is, 
dematerialized; no hand could have been drawn out 
without breaking so frail a mould. It is as certainly 
the mould of a spirit-hand, or a hand extemporized \ 
from the circumambient air, and once contained a ' 
perfect human hand, with its lines, and nails, and 
joints, which did not belong to a mortal body, as the 
cavity in the rock referred to once contained a speci­
men of extinct life so interesting to the paleontologist.

“ Cui bono ? ” says one ; let him say it to the stu­
dent of the strata, and learn his lesson ; we have not 
time or room now to enlarge upon that point. “ Frivo­
lous,” says another; “immortals to visit earth and 
play fantastic tricks I” Verily, if it so appears; but 
never forget that crabs and scorpions become dignified, 
as Emerson says, when hung up as signs in the zodiac. 
Anything, however small—a rap, a tipping table, a fit 
of epilepsy, an unstrung nerve, a dream with method 
in it, that points to or connects with the once un­
discovered and now almost unknown country—becomes 
dignified by virtue of such an association.

The interesting feature of these moulds and casts is 
the sort of “ known quantity,” so requisite to science, 
that they present, and which it seems to us will solve 
this problem to the world at large as a truth, and make ' 
a verify of that of which the Scientific American says 
that, if it is true, the nineteenth century will be cele­
brated for a discovery by the side of which all other 
discoveries pale.

No doubt that work is a luxury, and a very great 
one. It is, indeed, at once a luxury and a necessity; 
no man can retain either health of mind or body with­
out it. So profoundly do I feel this, that one of the 
principal objects I would recommend to benevolent and 
practical persons is, to induce rich people to seek for a 
larger quantify of this luxury than they at present pos­
sess. Nevertheless, it appears by experience that even 
this healthiest of pleasures may be indulged in to ex­
cess, and that human beings are just as liable to sur­
feit of labor as to surfeit of meat; so that, as on the 
one hand, it may be charitable to provide, for some 
people, lighter dinner and more work, for others it 
may be equally expedient to provide lighter work and 
more dinner.—A’u.din.

I wonder whether the subtle measuring of forces 
will ever come to measuring the force there would be 
in one beautiful woman, whose soul was as noble as 
her face was beautiful; who made a man’s passion for 
her rush in one current with all the great aims of his 
life.—George Eliot.
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Success.
The flense in which the term “‘success ”is common­

ly used is one of the strange and absurd things which 
still astonish the rational mind. In all parts of life, 
and in all forms of human activity, the best people 
and the worst people are misled and betrayed by the 
same low-born conception of the meaning of success. 
A lawyer or a physician must obtain a lucrative prac­
tice, it matters not by what means if the law is evaded; 
a clergyman must secure a large following and a high 
salary, whatever the arts of flattery, servility, or sensar 
tionalism, by which they are secured; a politician 
must carry an election, though he wades through the 
foulest corruption to do it; a journalist must have an | 
immense circulation, even if he sells his columns to a 
powerful interest, or panders to the lowest taste, to 
secure it; a merchant or manufacturer must accumu­
late wealth, making fraud, if need be, essential to his 
object;—and this, forsooth, is the popular meaning of 
success/ Most persons would be surprised to know 
how deeply this debasing sentiment has penetrated all 
circles, and to what extent it shapes alike the policy 
of church, and market-place, and caucus. There are 
thousands, as we believe, who, in their best moments, 
look with contempt upon this perversion of a word, 
yet fall victims to the prevailing folly, and pervert it 
all the same, in the street, the shop, the sanctuary, 
giving all the force of their example to put a premium 
on meanness and baseness.

No one can intelligently deny that this standard of 
success is an infernal cheat and delusion, since it gives 
the supremacy to the lowest elements in human char­
acter, and the most pernicious arts in human conduct: 
and scorn never had a better office than to hiss it from 
society. It is not enough, when we have learned to 
despise these forms of success, to console ourselves 
with the certainty that those who pursue them are des­
tined to merited oblivion. That the professional man 
who commands the largest fee, or enjoys the widest 
popularity—that the politician who always manages 
to keep on the top of the wave—that the journal 
most widely read—that the proudest millionaire—will 
be among the first to sink into forgetfulness, or to be 
consigned to lasting contempt, is entirely probable: 

. but this ought not to be a satisfaction to any onej and 
cannot be to him who will consider that the effect of . 
each of these examples is to retard the progress of 
mankind, by deceiving the inexperienced, and leaving 
a legacy of folly to the simple. This servitude to a 
false ideal must be broken. The base standard must 
be supplanted by a nobler conception!

If that standard were not base and pernicious, what 
would become of the great names of the past ? Bruno, 
Copernicus, Galileo,—Socrates, Epictetus, Jesus,—why 
repeat the thousand names already so familiar ?—were, 
in the current sense of the term, the most unsuccessful 
men of their times; why are we such fools as to accord 
them respect and veneration? Why build churches 
to an idiot? For Jesus was an idiot, brethren of the 
clergy and laity, if the prevailing notions of success 
are correct.

.Before we talk of success, we must understand that, 
in the nature of things, it is not possible to make an 
accurate estimate of the measure of contemporaneous 
success. The only genuine success which this life 
affords any man the opportunity of achieving is that 
which consists alone in adding something to his wealth 
of character, or to the forces of human advancement. 
The stores of truth and affection he is treasuring in 
his own nature are too imponderable to be weighed in 
the material scales in which the results of human en­
deavor are usually determined; and character and 
r?putati<m are not interchangeable terms. Nor can the 

effect of the work he is doing be accurately gauged; 
the more beneficent the outcome of it is to be, the 
longer the period, in a world of evolution, before that 
can be fully seen.

A man must take his ideal of success, not from pop­
ular delusions, but from his own best intuitions; and 
his best success in life is that to secure which he is 
ready to live in obscurity, and pass to an inglorious 
grave. Distinction may indeed come to him while he 
lives, and fame when he dies; and he may accept these 
conditions without distrust so long as he is certain 
that his faith in his success is born of his assurance 
of the purity of his ideal. It is in such conceptions 
that struggle becomes sublime, and, sustained by 
such an ideal, a higher satisfaction and sweeter joy 
are his, even under the pressure of misjudgment and 
obloquy, than will be likely to visit the luxurious 
apartment, or soothe the pillow of down1

It will be said, of course, that this is altogether an 
impractical view, not at all fitted to the condition and 
demands of the world as we find it. We only ask, in 
reply, to be pointed to one legitimate effect of the 
form of success the world has worshiped already too 
long, which we are not at liberty to despise. How is 
the world as we find it ever to be lifted into the 
world as it should be, by perpetuating the folly that 
chains it where it is? We think it higher wisdom 
to cherish the conceptions which will not be unfitted 
to the world as it is yet to be!

A Two-Faced Political Economy.
Suppose we should go to a political economist of 

the current school, and say:—“ Look at that man; he 
is a journeyman mechanic; when he can find work, 
he is able to supply his family with the meagre neces­
saries of life; but when work stops, he has no resource. 
Last winter he received pauper aid from the munici­
pality. But if he should have constant employment, 
and should be perfectly temperate and frugal in his 
habits, he has then no better prospect before him than 

(that poverty shall mark him for its own all his days; I 
and if he should outlive his ability to labor, he must 
be supported by his friends or at the almshouse. It 
stings his heart to see his children, as they grow up, 
robbed of their self-respect, and arrested in their nat­
ural development of manhood, by the social difference 
everywhere put between them and the children of the

I wealthy. Now that man is the type of thousands; 1 
and, worse than that, there are many other thousands 
of laboring people whose condition is more miserable. 
Do you not see that the State is tolerating abuses 
which impose unmerited hardships on a large class of 
our fellow-citizens? Does not the condition of the 
laboring people plainly show that society is nursing 
evils which must ultimately canker its very heart? 
Is there no social science which can secure a juster 
distribution of the rewards of labor and the bounties 
of Nature ? Is not this a case which demands the 
most effective offices of justice and philanthropy? 
What can political economy do ?”

What would be his answer ? In his blandest tones 
he would reply:—“ My dear sir, this is not a case for 
justice and philanthropy at all; those are moral quali­
ties ; and with moral considerations political economy 
has nothing to do. Our science is the science of get­
ting rich; and we lay down the principles on which 
the greatest accumulative result of wealth for the na­
tion can be obtained. No doubt there must be indi­
vidual suffering incident to this grand result. All the 
questions your picture raises are settled by the inexo­
rable law of Supply and Demand.”

Imagining ourself now silenced, we turn to another 
topic:—“ Please elucidate this vexed currency question. 
What, according to the laws of your science, would be 
the effect of increasing the volume of paper money in 
circulation ?” ■ He will reply in the language of 
John Stuart Mill, as the most intelligent and liberal 
writer of this school of economists :—

“ But besides the benefit reaped by the issuers, or by others 
through them at the expense of the public generally, there is 
another unjust gain obtained by a larger class, namely, by those 
who are under fixed pecuniary obligations. All such persons 
are freed, by a depreciation of the currency, from a portion of 
the burthen of their debts or other engagements: in other words, 
part of the property of their creditors is gratuitously transferred 
to them. On a superficial view it may be imagined that this is 
an advantage to industry; since the productive classes are great 
borrowers, and generally owe larger debts to the unproductive 

(if we include among the latter all persons not actually in busi­
ness) than the unproductive classes owe to them; especially if 
the national debt be included. It is only thus that a general 
rise of prices can be a source of benefit to producers and deal­
ers ; by diminishing the pressure of their fixed burthens. And 
this might be accounted an advantage,—”

If we should stop him at this point, he would have 
presented a solid argument for inflation. Inflation, 
according to this “ science,” benefits the debtor class 
at the expense of the creditor class; but as the first 
are generally producers, and the latter non-producers, 
the result is a gain of national wealth; “ especially if 
the national debt be included ”—our case exactly. It 
is true that the monied non-producers suffer; but this 
science has nothing to do with moral considerations; 
and it is no worse to rob the wealthy class for the sake 
of the national accumulation, than it is to rob the poor 
workpeople for the same magnificent object. But we 
are to be astonished by a complete “ change of base ” 
which the science makes in the close of the passage:—

“And this might be accounted an advantage, if integrity and 
good faith were of no importance to the world, and to industry 
and commerce in particular.”—{Mill's Political Economy, Book 
Hi., chap. 13, § 5.)

We must give it up. We do not know what to do 
with such a chameleon as this boasted science. It 
reaches no conclusions we can trust, except by discard­
ing the principles on which it is based. It begins by 
laying a certain foundation; and then finds it can 
only hope to stand by knocking its foundation away. 
It starts on the ground of self-interest alone, and dis­
claims all moral considerations; but it is no sooner 
confronted with difficulties that selfishness is unable 
to overcome, than it hastens to build conclusions on 
the elements it repudiated at the beginning.

What is most exasperating is that it denies to the 
poor and defenceless the benefit of moral principles, 
and invokes them only in behalf of the wealthy and 
powerful. It would be a national gain to inflate the 
currency: but it must not be done because “ integrity 
and good faith ” forbid. Might not a little integrity 
and good faith, to say nothing of philanthropy» ao 
something to relieve the sufferings of ¿he laboring 
classes?

GentlemenI the same moral law must apply to rich 
and poor alike. If you put yourselves under the pro­
tection of “ integrity and good faith ” to save your own 
interests, do not complain if the laboring classes in­
voke the same mighty forces to save theirs. If, on 
this question, you make moral sentiment your own best 
defence, while dealing out injustice to the lowly and the 
poor, do not be surprised if sometime Nature and 
humanity unite to commend the poisoned chalice to 
your own lips 1

The Man without a Party.
Who is he? Where is he? Has he yet arrived,— 

the man who belongs not to other men, but to himself, 
and to truth ?

Every man, it would seem, is bom with a heavy 
mortgage resting upon him, which he has to work all 
his life to pay up, and to get himself free; free in the 
sense that he is a man, not a piece; free in the sense 
that he owns his own thoughts and sentiments, and is 
not fatally indebted for them to some sect, or party, 
or school.

Is it not true that, for us as rational beings, all prog­
ress consists in de/acAin^ ourselves from the mass. 
Evolution is distinguished by differentiation, is it not ? 
The first thing we have to do is to get born,—to 
separate from identity with another, and become an 
entity by ourselves. This transpires in the physical; 
but every change here is prophetic of a corresponding 
intellectual and spiritual event.

In the eye of the law, our birth into citizenship does 
not transpire until nearly a quarter of a century of our 
actual existence has passed. During all this time, the 
State declares, we belong to our parents, to our family. 
At the age of twenty-one, the State says, a man is 
bom: at that period, we begin to stammer our first 
articulate words as a citizen, and to walk about on our 
two feet as a national unit. Henceforth we feel our 
suffragan responsibility; we assist at the ordination 
of mayors and governors and presidents; politicians 
smile upon us, and own our political equality.

But, according to the general arrangements of 
society, our birth is still longer delayed; in fact, is 
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indefinitely postponed. Nature and the State fix 
periods when our birth takes place; society never does. 
And yet, in the social sense, is it not necessary that we 
should persevere to get born? Or must our social 
evolution and differentiation forever suffer arrest ?

Society is divided into sects and parties. We all 
are bom into one of these. It could not be otherwise, 
unless our progenitor were a Robinson Crusoe, and 
our birth-place a lone, desert isle. In fact, it is a wise 
dispensation that we are born of these social divisions; 
they act as our parents while we are in intellectual 
infancy; they suckle and tend us until we are able to 
do without them. Nevertheless, we suffer somewhat 
from their limitations. They teach us no universal 
language, but merely their own patois. They restrain 
us from the thoroughfare that leads up and down the 
great world, and confine us to their own little garden­
enclosure or front-door plat. They have a religion 
and a morality and a politics all ready-made for us; 
the same which our elder brothers wore, and which 
we in turn must get into. Fond parents as they are, 
do they ever calculate that we shall sometime untie 
their apron-strings, and go forth from them, and have 
our own thoughts and ways independent of them? 
Never. They would keep us children always ; indeed, 
always they would keep us unborn from the parental 
matrix, forever choosing to feel us stirring under the 
parental heart. Is not the old roof-tree large enough 
for us, they argue: do we need more room than they 
have moved in ever? Unnamable dangers are outside, 
they plead; why should we expose ourselves to perils 
which their foresight ever would shield us from ?

How the old always pleads with us against the new I 
How conservatism always strains its arms around us, 
to protect us from what is radicall How the old 
home of life and thought and feeling always implores 
us to stay in it, and be safe and happy! Ah, indeed, 
how difficult to get born out of what is into what is-to- 
be 1 What throes and pangs and travail, for both par­
ent and child, attend every such accouchment ! Do 
«•onservatives say that radicals are reckless, unfilial, 
and wiliul.- that it is for mere wantonness and pleas­
ure they break with the instituted, and go forth to 

seek the unformed and unpossessed ? Nothing could be 
more untrue as a whole. Every man who detaches 
himself from the majority, and sallies out as a youth 
from his home, always—if he is a man—grows earnest 
and thoughtful apace; has his frequent hours of lone­
liness and homesickness, and pushes on through 
indescribable toil and hardship and suffering. But 
the destiny is on us 1 We must have our birth; we 
must have our freedom. In short, we must grow and 
be strong, and “ quit ourselves like men !”

Birth means growth; growth means freedom; and 
freedom means—whatever is essential.

Society considers it an impertinence that any man 
should differ from it. What 1 are not the old ways 
good enough for him ? Of all the sects and the parties, is 
there not some one that he can agree with, and belong 
to ? Radicalism, no less than conservatism/ has its 
sects and parties, its shibboleths and slogans: surely, 
he can attach himself to one of these; put on its 
uniform, and fall into line? No; radical narrowness 
is as bad as conservative narrowness,—nay, it is worse. 
A thinker must have a home somewhere, it is true. 
But can he not find it in himself—in the world, indeed 
—in humanity ? Shall I own a brother in the radical, 
but not in the conservative? Nay, but 60//1 shall be 
my brothers I I am not a Protestant, or a Catholic; 
I am not a Christian, or a Pagan: I say I am all these I 
They all belong to me; I belong to none of them I I 
will vote against neither one nor the other; but I wz'/Z 
vote for any one of them in protection against all the 
rest. Why should I not have my own religion, my 
own morality, my own politics, in my own way ? Each 
sect and party differs from every other; why should I 
not differ from all of them ? Indeed I must, because 
I desire to be at liberty to agree at times with either. 
To belong to any one separates me from the truth that 
maybe in any other. Advocacy? Who says that I 
must advocate something ? Well, then, shall I advocate 
that two and two make four? Whatever is self- 
evident will advocate itself; as for what is doubtful, 
I will be bound to advocate neither side, lest perchance 
I find myself in favor of falsehood! I am content, if 
I am free to inquire into and discuss everything.

What I desire is to discover that I am really born; 

that I am born, not in America, but in the world; 
that I belong not to the family of Christ, or of Buddha, 
but to the family of Man 1

And this is the way that we shall prove the profound 
words of Emerson true,—that it is the destiny of each 
growing soul to “come full circle.” By detaching 
ourselves from sects and parties, and becoming a free 
individual, we find our way through truth home again 
to humanity I By segregation from the majority, we 
reach aggregation with the whole ! What do I believe 
in ? I believe in the universe I If there is anything 
else, I believe in that, too 1 a. w. s.

What Interests the Public ?
From a kind and courteous private note, written to 

us by a gentleman well known in literature and 
reform, we are permitted to take the following ex­
tract. Referring to the prospectus of The New Age, 
he says:—

“Sucli circulars as yours always surprise me a little—they al­
ways seem to assume that an individual is more interesting than 
a “sect or party,” or a “special religious, political, or social 
movement; ” whereas, usually, the movement is more interesting 
than the views of an individual. People have no reason to care 
much for what you or I say; hut the collective tendencies we 
represent may be interesting. There are very few persons in 
America whose individual views interest the public; and that is 
why such papers as you project almost invariably fail.”

Our own impressions do not accord with this view. 
We had supposed that the public had shown a decided 
taste for whatever basked in the light of a personal 
reputation. The special effort of the skillful and suc­
cessful managers of journals seems to have been to 
emblazon them with the glory of a great name. 
Would The Tribune, for instance, have attained the 
position it at one time held, except for the reputation 
which Horace Greeley made for himself in its col­
umns ? If the public take no interest in what an in­
dividual says, why have not the enterprise and business 
ability, which have marked that journal since his 
decease, prevented its decline? Take from certain 
weakly journals, which we do not wish to designate, 
the names of their chief editors, and what would be­
come of their fortunes ?

We do not defend or justify this taste, but merely 
give our impressions of the facts. We regard the 
taste itself as a weakness rather than a virtue, al­
though it may be suggested that we have no right to 
say so. It does not yet appear that a man, eminent in 
another function, necessarily makes a good editor. 
We would like to foster the better taste which prizes 
an utterance for its intrinsic merit, not for the fame of 
its author.

But suppose our friend is right (and we are cer­
tainly reluctant to place our judgment against his), 
and the public are more interested in a movement 
than in an individual, is there no reason why the 
people should care for what an individual may say? 
Whatever an essay or an article supports or represents 
—whether written by one supporting a sect or party, 
or speaking only for himself—it is an individual who 
writes it. It seems to us there is far more reason 
to care for what he says, if he utters his own in­
dependent thought, than there is if he writes only in 
defence of an interest to which he is devoted. And 
the public may yet be taught by some convincing 
example, that its best interests can bo better served by 
the words that spring from honest conviction, than 
it can possibly be by those used to buttress a foregone 
conclusion.

We heartily thank our friend for the expression 
we have quoted, for it indicates a sympathy for an un­
trumpeted undertaking which confirms our previous 
impressions of his character and spirit; but while we 
expect the public to manifest no interest in what 
we may say simply because we say it, we must still 
cling to our conviction that it will not turn its ear en­
tirely away from the utterance of one who speaks just 
what he thinks, to listen alone to the well-anticipated 
music of the organs of a sect, party, or special interest.

Professor Richard A. Proctor began a course 
of four scientific lectures in Horticultural Hall, in 
this city, on last Sunday evening. In defining his 
position, he announced himself as agreeing with Tyn­
dall, showing that he did not fear to encounter the 
bigotry which had assailed that scientist.

Not “an Eye for an Eye.”
BY S. H. MORSE.

Not long-since I was stopped in the street by a 
lady whom I had known and respected. She informed 
me that she was very tired; for she had “spent.the 
entire day trying to get that Pomeroy boy hanged.” 
I suppose I must have betrayed in my looks something 
of the disfavor, not to say disgust, with which I 
received her communication; for she proceeded to 
say that it was not because she “thirsted for ven­
geance,”—how her manner refuted her words 1—but be­
cause she “ wanted the boy sent where he could not 
be pardoned out.” But there wa? little doubt in my 
own mind that she would have taken infinite satisfac­
tion in wringing his neck.

The papers tell us that a “ committee of ladies ” 
waited on Mr. Rice, just previous to election day, 
to know what he, if chosen governor, would do in 
this case. They reported that his response was “ satis­
factory.” That is, we were given to understand that 
Gov. Rice will see to it that Pomeroy is hanged.

It is said that “mothers want to know that their 
children are safe.” This feeling can be understood. 
Of course they do. We all desire a like safety for all 
people. But how shall it be secured? Hang Jesse 
Pomeroy, and he will, as we suppose, be out of the 
way. But will the spirit that breeds monsters perish 
with him? Will children be safe because this one 
boy has been strangled? The supposition is idle. 
The very act itself is the perpetuation of slaughter. 
The spirit these mothers, who are so ardently working 
to compass Pomeroy’s death, manifest, is only re­
moved as second or third cousin from the spirit they 
would slay.

Now the practical fact to be regarded is, the evil 
spirit cannot be slain. It must die a natural death, 
it must be outgrown. What is this evil spirit? It is 
the spirit of violence; the spirit that victimizes; the 
spirit that slays. I pluck out your eye; you shall 
pluck out mine. What is gained? Thereby two eyes 
are lost. The spirit of eye-plucking has increased 
a hundred-fold.

The remedy. "What is the remedy? At least be 
Christians, if nothing better. Resist not evil with 
evil, but with good. Take this Pomeroy boy and 
make him the shining example of your saving spirit, 
O, “ ladies of Boston ”! By.your own act, teach your 
children life is sacred! Be saviors, not destroyers. 
This is no “sickly sentiment.” It is the everlasting 
science of God. “What ye sow, that shall ye also 
reap.” Sow mercy, forgiveness; sow long-suffering, 
endeavor to heal and save I Go back to Gov. Rice and 
tell him you withdraw your petitions. Let Pomeroy 
live. Guard him with your pity, your great charity. 
See to it that his prison, so far as you can make 
it, is his salvation. So shall you sow salvation— 
safety—in the land wherein you dwell, even at your 
own firesides.

Prison Reform.
BY MRS. M. S. WETMORE.

The question of Prison Reform is one- which re­
quires the attention of all thoughtful people, for 
within the walls of our prisons are hundreds of men 
who will come out into society when their terms ex­
pire, to prove cither a blessing or a curse. Upon 
society devolves the great responsibility of assisting 
these men to become what they can never become 
unaided and alone. Under present prison regulations 
they are, many of them, shut off from friends who 
would like to assist them, and are subject to just such 
petty and narrow regulations as the warden may 
institute, provided he is so ignorant, narrow-minded, 
or egotistical, that he will allow no other than his own 
narrow brain to work for the prisoner’s benefit. Too 
little attention is given to the matter of furnishing 
men to preside over these unfortunates ; for however 
wicked they may be, none will deny that they are 
unfortunate. Is a man fit to be warden of a prison 
who says, “ A prison is not for reformation, but for 
punishment ” ? A recent visit to Ohio and Connecticut
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prisons convinces me that far greater interest is taken 
by the wardens of those prisons in the welfare of their 
prisoners, than the warden of the Massachusetts prison 
tak *8  in those under his charge. Colonel Innis believes 
that more can be accomplished by kind treatment than 
in any other way; and relates an instance of a colored 
boy, who, when he took charge of the prison, was so 
troublesome and mischievous that it was difficult to 
know how to treat him. He had been punished with­
out effect. He talked with him earnestly : telling him 
he would be his friend if he would only try to do bet­
ter. The poor boy said he never had a friend in his 
life, and promised that he would. For a while every 
thing went well, but he was soon as troublesome as 
ever. Col. Innis said to him,' “ How is this ?” “ Don’t 
speak to me,” replied the boy, “ I’m terribly ashamed; 
I don’t know what made me do it; I couldn’t help it.” 
The colonel said, “ Well, let this go, and try again.” 
They had no more trouble with him. Such treatment 
is better, surely, than solitary confinement. In Massa­
chusetts State Prison two years ago, a young man, for 
refusing to tell who furnished a Boston Herald found 
upon his person, was confined in solitary fifteen days; 
the last three of which he was placed in the lower arch, 
a damp, cold, wretched place, unfit for even a beast, 
without so much as a board to lie down upon; and 
he contracted a cough which unfitted him for labor 
when his term expired, as it did soon after. In this 
same prison, a young man was confined in solitary 
three days, for writing a manly letter to the warden, 
and was finally released by the inspectors who. after 
reading the letter, pronounced the sentence unjust. 
Many other cases of injustice in our own prisons could 
be mentioned. Col. Innis does not go armed, even 
among his twelve hundred and fifty-seven prisoners. 
Mr. Hews, of Connecticut State Prison, has established 
excellent discipline by kind treatment, and not fearing 
his men, does not go armed. Gen. Chamberlain, with 
about seven hundred men under him, goes armed, and 
did, if not now, require the same of his officers. In 
many of our prisons, every thing is done to make a 
prisoner feel constantly his utter degradation. His 
hair is cut close, his beard shaved, and his clothing 
made to distinguish him from outside people; he is 
not allowed to talk with the other prisoners, and there­
fore necessarily resorts to deception to do so. In the 
Maine State Prison at Thomaston, the warden takes 
upon himself the responsibility of permitting the men 
to retain their hair and beard, and permits them to 
talk in the shops, beside giving them a holiday once a 
month. Massachusetts is far behind many of the 
States in prison discipline. We still retain a warden 
unfit for the position he holds. Shall we punish or 
reform these men who have erred and fallen ? Can we 
reform them by a punishment the severity of which is 
such as to arouse their worst passions? Shall we 
throw around them the same hard influences by which 
they were led to take the first downward step, or shall 
we require of the prison officers some better qualifica­
tion than that of brute force? How much thought 
do people generally give these matters ? Little, alas! 
beyond what is indicated by a frequent expression, 
“ The men have sinned, let them suffer for it.” Re­
formation be had, and such as is best effected by 
the offices of Zove. It is in vain to expect it without the 
kindness born of a soul large enough to understand the 
wants of men who have never known real love in their 
lives. Shall we be likely to find this quality in a man, 
put into power by political favor and kept there that 
he may serve the interests of a party ? Society needs 
reforming so much, that the day seems distant when 
prison reforms will commence. Society makes crim­
inals, and then gives them, too often, in charge of a 
nature as hard as their own. See that the wardens in 
charge of our prisons are fit for their positions, before 
prison reform can be expected.

If you examine into the history of rogues, you will 
find that they are as truly manufactured articles as 
any thing else, and it is just because our present sys­
tem of political economy gives so large a stimulus to 
that manufacture that you may know it to be a false 
one. We had better seek for a system which will 
develop honest men, than for one that will deal 
cunningly with vagabonds. Let us reform our schools, 
and we shall find little reform needed in our prisons.

CSbxicaiion.

Sauveur’s System of French.

BY LOUISE 8. HOTCHKISS.

The system of French taught by Prof. Sauveur, and 
of which he is the originator, is well known to Boston 
people, to whom it was first introduced; and has 
gradually extended in some measure to the knowledge 
of all educators and advanced schools in the country. 
It is based entirely upon Nature’s method,—the tongue 
speaks, the hand writes, the mind thinks ; and thus a 
way is opened into the literature and life of the lan­
guage, even to its heart’s core. The student learns 
the French language exactly as he learns his own. 
The Causeries Avec Les Enfants is the most primary 
work. The first chapter introduces us to “ Huit Pe­
tits Enfants.” It is a charming picture: sunshine 
beams in every eye, and joy is in every heart, as they 
chat with their pleasant and loving teacher. “Bon­
jour mes enfants. Voilà de jolis petits enfants ! Un, 
deux, trois, . . . . petits enfants ! Donnez-moi vos 
noms, chers enfants.” “Arthur, Marguerite”—they 
count each other; count their fingers; play ball. 
They talk of all the things in the room, and of all 
they can do with them ; and all this talk is in French : 
“ Donne-moi la main.—Je donne la main.—Je prends 
ta main. Assieds-toi sur mes genoux. La leçon est 
terminée, mes enfants. Adieu, monsieur.”

The teacher reads them stories and fables from the 
best authors, upon which they converse, and from 
which they write upon the blackboard, if they are old 
enough to do so. It is a pleasant nursery school, 
where sweet, innocent childhood is taught to speak, 
play, and think in another tongue. When they close 
their lessons for the year, the tears are on the cheeks 
of Marguerite. “Ne pleure pas, Marguerite ; apres les 
vacances nous continuerons nos chères leçons. Je vous 
présente un bouquet monsieur. Merci mon enfant. 
Merci, bons petits amis ! au revoir ! ”

The next work in the series of books that Prof. 
Sauveur has prepared is the Petites Causeries which 
advances a step farther in conversation; taking up 
many of the fables of La Fontaine, and entering 
into deeper and more thoughtful conversation upon 
them, and other topics of absorbing interest. There 
is not a chapter but is full of fascination, even to the 
wisest. There is no talking by rule, for the sake sim­
ply of becoming learned; but everything is natural, 
graceful, and beautiful. The manners and morals of 
the pupils are not neglected, as is too frequent in the 
old methods, that race after words rather than truth. 
“ Descendez l’escalier tranquillement, une marche à la 
fois. . . . . un moment, George ! ne sois pas si pressé. 
Attends que toutes les filles soient descendues.”

Following the Petites Causeries is another work of a 
higher grade for the most advanced students, who are 
ready to enter into conversation upon all topics—litera­
ture, art, politics, religion, and any theme of social in­
terest. This is the Causeries Avec Mes Elevés. Here 
are discourses upon which the profoundest scholar 
might delight to enter ; not only for the French dress 
in which the thoughts appear, but for the thoughts 
themselves. Before the pupils leave this book, they 
are well advanced in the spoken language of the 
French, and are thoroughly baptized into its spirit. 
They are now ready to study the science of its con­
struction, which awaits them in the form of Entre­
tiens Sur La Grammaire—the climax in this grand 
series of French works. This grammar Prof. Sauveur 
has recently issued. Here the principle upon -vyhicli 
the system is based is continued without a single 
missing link in the chain. Every word is written in 
French. It is not a grammar of definitions to be 
learned, but a book of ideas. Ideas have been the ba­
sis of conversation ; they are now made the basis of a 
grammar. The same little boys and girls we have 
met in the primary books, and along up through the 
various Camseries are now the learned monsieurs 
and mesdames who are here discoursing upon the deep 
and subtile meanings of the language. Every page is 
alive with pleasant voices. Even the awful subjunc­
tive, and the tormenting genders, and the distracting 
irregularities of verbs, are made charmingly social and 
agreeable in the conversations that immortalize these

chapters. The greatest writers of French literature 
are really the authors of this grammar, in the hands 
of Prof. Sauveur. Their entire works have been 
thoroughly scanned, selected, and extracted; and the 
choicest bits necessary to show the organs that consti­
tute the anatomy of the language are here bound 
together. Their life’s blood—subjunctives, participles, 
genders, tenses, and every conceivable element of 
strength and beauty—is put on exhibition, to show the 
student the way that leads to a perfect knowledge of 
this language.

The class is introduced to the “L’imparfait et le 
prétérit défini,” tenses by an extract from Fénelon. 
Questions are asked that bring forth the true sig­
nificance of the verbs employed, as the following:— 
“ Quand était-elle ainsi triste et inconsolable ?— 
Tous les jours et sans cesse. Sans cesse, mesdames 
c’était son état habituel. Il y avait apparence que sa 
tristesse durerait tout l’éternité ; aussi se trouvait-elle 
malheureuse d’être immortelle. C’est l’imparfait, dans 
notre langue, qui marque l’êtat habituel d’une âme 
dans le passé, les actions habituelles ou répétées d’un 
être.” Other extracts, from La Fontaine and Musset, 
with several pages of questions and answers, complete 
this chapter. How interested the pupils are becoming 
in French literature—the grand poems, and beautiful 
sentiments of the language ; and how perfectly uncon­
scious that they are studying a grammar ! One could 
more easily imagine the book to be a choice collection 
of gems, bound in blue and gold.

To learn the Prétérit Indéfini they study Racine, 
Mme. De Sévigne, and Bossuet. Case, gender, and 
number are learned from Lamartine, Molière, and doz­
ens more who drop in a word here and there. They 
are in love with adjectives, and pronouns, and tenses, 
long before they get to the dreaded subjunctive. This 
is the 'way they encounter the monster :—“ Cette ques­
tion est la plus grande et la plus difficile de notre 
langue, mesdames. Elle m’a occupé seule plus que 
toutes les autres règles de la grammaire. Pour me 
préparer à vous en parler, j’ai étudié des milliers de 
pages de nos maîtres et noté tout ce que j’y ai trouvé de 
remarquable. Cependant je n’ai pas la prétention de 
tout décider sur ce point. Une- entière lumière n-ô * 
vous sera pas donnée surle subjonctif. Cela est im­
possible. Et est-ce désirable? Je ne le crois pas. 
L’entière lumière lui ôterait son grand charme. . . . . 
Les maîtres les plus grands peuvent seuls nous le pré­
senter dans son véritable emploi et sa beauté. La 
lecture attentive d’un roman de George Sand vous 
édifiera mieux sur cette question que toutes les gram­
maires du monde.”

They study on through pages of this distinguished 
writer. How the light breaks in upon this benighted 
mood! What a difference between this delightful 
season and the old method of saying the terrible con­
jugations forward and backward, till the tongue was 
nearly dumb and the brain paralyzed. Five full chap­
ters are given to the subjunctive. Almost every 
French writer of note comes in, adorning the mood 
with some brilliant sentence or paragraph, or other­
wise casting light upon it ; though George Sand carries 
the grandest luminary through the whole : her writings 
are oftenest quoted. “ La Negative Ne,” and “ Les 
Invariables,” occupy the closing chapters of this book. 
“ Mesdames, nous voilà arrivés au dernier jour de notre 
année d’étude, et il me resterait à vous entretenir des 
mots invariables, c’est-a-dire, de l’adverbe, de la prépo­
sition, de la conjonction et de l’interjection.” After 
the same careful consideration of these elements, as of 
all others, the student finds the end of this delightful 
book has come. This is the thrilling paragraph that 
says “ good bye.” “ Je n’ai plus qu’à vous dire adieu, 
mesdames. . . . Je ne vous ai pas tout appris sur la 
grammaire, mais j’ai confiance que votre oeil, que j’ai 
tourné vers les grands maîtres restera fixé sur eux. Je 
veux dire sur Bossuet, Pascal, Mme. de Sévigné, La 
Rochefoucauld, La Bruyère, Montesquieu, Voltaire, 
A. de Musset, G. Sand. Ayez leurs livres entre vos 
mains tous les jours et écoutez—les parler sans cesse. 
Ces glorieux immortels achèveront magnifiquement ce 
que j’ai modestement commencé. Adieu, mesdames.”

How inspiring and helpful to be left in the midst of 
the richest treasures of French thought and literature, 
with an introduction to its greatest masters 1 Cer­
tainly this is the most wonderful grammar that has 
ever come to bless the schools or the people. Words
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are powerloM to describe the delight every lover of 
the languages and literature must feel in perusing it. 
Jt is not only a grammar of all grammars, thoroughly 
natural and scientific in every part, but a poem, novel, 
history, and philosophy.

More Leisure.
BY FHEDEItfC A. HINCKLEY.

What is the end of life? Is it to make cloth, to 
build houses, to sail ships? Is it to net large divi­
dends, to accumulate lands, to hoard gold? The moral 
sense of to-day says, No, the real purpose of life is to 
develop men; and these material things are good only 
as they serve that purpose. The sin of our present 
industrial system is that at every point it maintains 
the superiority of things to men. The gist of the 
Labor movement, which is an organized protest against 
this system, is seen in its assertion of the superiority 
of men to things. If amid all the struggles between 
capital and labor, usually aggressive on the part of the 
one, usually defensive on the part of the other, these 
two simple points could be kept plainly in view, they] 
would facilitate a peaceful solution of the Labor problem.

If the purpose of life is to develop manhood, then 
every human being has a natural right to the best 
possible conditions in which to develop his own man­
hood. And any and every person denied such condi­
tions is an abused party. Now manhood implies I 
wholeness. He who has a one-sided development, who 
is all muscle, or all head, or all heart, lacks manhood. 
True education, which is simply the effort to create a 
man, ministers to all the faculties. Its aim is harmo­
ny of character. Any system which tends to produce 
hands at the expense of heads, or stomachs at the 
expense of hearts, is the enemy of education, and ought 
to be abolished. This is the rational theory upon 
which that most reasonable of Labor’s demands, more 
leisure, is based. The man who spends all his vigor­
ous hourB iqjnariujiLtnjLjpy/rt;.fif-wpppgfttty be dwarfed 
—he is only half a man. His muscles are developed at 
the expense of every other element of his being. This 
result, counting success by the yards of cloth produced, 
satisfies us. When we estimate the manhood produced, 
we shall find ourselves sadly wanting. Those who 
claim a reduction of the hours of labor, ask simply, 
that things shall be subordinated to men, that the time 
for manual labor be so limited as to leave room for the 
culture of brains and hearts. The shallow objection 
often raised that leisure is sought for or will result in 
idleness, shows a complete failure to appreciate not 
only the philosophy of the Labor movement, but the 
secret of the highest human development. True Labor 
seeks rest, but

“ Rest is not quitting the busy career, 
Rest is the fitting of self to one’s sphere.” 

What is a man’s sphere? Why, the place which by 
the highest use of his powers he can best fill. IIow 
can a man chained to a treadmill find that place? 
What we call sluggards are simply men out of their 
spheres. The exceptions are so rare it may be said 
with a pretty close approximation to the truth, there 
is no such thing as a lazy man. We shall hardly have 
a nation of idlers, therefore, if we give men an oppor­
tunity to fit themselves to their spheres, or rather, to 
fit their spheres to them. But no man’s sphere is 
confined to one department of work. Only perverted 
men are content in such limited quarters. Manhood 
has no toleration for one idea men. Every individual 
ought to labor in and for something beside the avoca­
tion which gives him his subsistence. The man who 
chooses to think of nothing but money-getting, and the 
man who is compelled to think of nothing but manual 
labor, are alike belittled by their thoughts. Division 
of labor in the world rests on a sound basis; but it 
must be supplemented by division of labor in the man. 
It is well that it takes many men to make a shoe, but 
it is infinitely ill when a man knows nothing outside 
the fractional part of the shoe he makes. Men who 
spend all their time in the study, and men who hear 
nothing but the whirl of machinery, are alike abnormal. 
When each member of society does a fair share of 
manual labor, all will have ample time for higher em-

I ployments. The esHaywt will write better for a few 
I hours*  physical toil, and the machinist will be a better 

workman for a few hours' invigorating thought. An 
equitable division of time means an equitable division 
of work, and an equitable division of work jneans a 
truer manhood and womanhood; and so a diviner, 

| more spiritulized life.
It is upon such a philosophy as this that the demand 

for more leisure is based. Some men cal 1 it a narrow 
movement, crude and impracticable. Then is human 
nature narrow, and its needs crude and impracticable 
too. Those who worship the Almighty Dollar naturally 
think it absurd, and those who think, not only that 
whatever is, is right, but that whatever is not, is wrong, 
cry it down; but the thoughtful friends of human 
progress, when they recognize its true purpose, will hail 
it with delight as the harbinger of a higher manhood, 
the liberation of men from the bondage of things.

(Sorrtmimicaltorts.

Social Science.
To the Editor of The New Age:—One who indulges a 

I little candid reflection will be led to see that while the present is 
I an era of science in respect to a certain plane of knowledge, it 
I is badly wanting in science, or true knowledge, on a higher and 
I more important plane. Research in the realm of the physical 
I sciences lias given us much solid ground to stand upon, and 
I most important leverage in the command of treasures there 
I resident. But when we look for the laws of social order—a 
I science of human society—we look into a realm at present unex- 
I plorcd and dark, notwithstanding society is rent and torn for 
I the want of such science, and the vast knowledge we have 
I acquired is far less valuable than it otherwise would be.

In assuming that present thought and endeavor in behalf 
I of society are void of scientific consistency, and therefore im­

potent to effect social order, it will be expected of me to make 
this position valid. Let me try to meet this expectation.

In the first place, if there is a regulative law of society, 
inherent to the providential economy, it is certain such law has 
not been discovered and applied; for if it had been we should 
have harmony and order in human conditions wherein now are 
discord and disorder to a most shocking extent. A musician 
who would show himself versed in the laws of tonn.1 order «« 
sewnoe o/ y, o.usv buuw ms mastery m the production of
harmony, instead of discord, in the actual tonal expressions ad­
duced. If he gives us discord, instead of harmony, it becomes 
evident he has no practical comprehension of the science of har­
mony.

Immutable law is unquestionably the base of science. Science 
knows what is immutably real in the eternal providence. Such 
reality, as regulative law, must be understood and applied as 
such in any given case in order to effect the ends designed in 
such providence. Hence, to a creative design of orderly condi­
tions in human affairs—true society—there are laws provided 
adequate to effect such design whenever man shall have come 
to a knowledge thereof and delivered and applied them as con­
sistent science. Nor can true society be attained upon any 
other conditions. The present endeavor of the civilized world 
to order human conditions do not proceed upon such rigid rule 
of inherent law. It does not seek out basic conditions that 
cannot be annulled, and then try to regulate societary condi­
tions accordantly therewith; but it takes a stand on the out­
skirts, observes the various phenomena presented in the distrac­
tions that everywhere infract and nullify true society, and then 
fulminates its edicts with a view to repress the distracting force, 
when, instead, it ought to comprehend the conditions of its true 
eapresaoi», and so proceed to order it rightly rather than to 
abolish it. It is a process of shallowest empiricism when it 
should be a steady rule of social science. The consequence 
is, with all the vast outlay of means for general culture, refine­
ment, and human worth, such attainments are steadily counter­
balanced with ignorance, grossness, and inhuman baseness. The 
fact is, penal and moral laws may be tolerably effective to rule 
physical and moral conditions of manhood—a manhood whose 
main power and inspirations reside in human isolations and op- 
pugnance of interests rather than alliance and unity in true 
social order—but social law alone can suffice to order the way 
of the coming manhood—the manhood of true society.

Let me try to briefly outline the nature, functions and scope of 
such law.

First, then, it is gensral, or involved in its nature, as a code 
of primary principles.

Second, it is special and evolutionary in its functions, as a 
code of constructive methods; such methods being made strictly 
subservient of the primary principles.

Third and finally, it is a composing or duly organizing law, 
adjusting the methods of permanent construction and uses.

The first lays a true foundation for all proper thought and ac­
tion of a social nature, in the creative unity of mankind. It 
finds a communal or creative equality for humanity, without 
exception, as derived in universal Fatherhood in God.

The second proceeds to shape and qualify materials for the 
superstructure upon that foundation. It finds mankind one in 
God, but diverse, or specifically various, in self or conscious 
personality. Hence, it proceeds to unfold and qualify all such 

special factors according U» fullest measure of power and genitw, 
with a view to ultimately organize and express, in immeasur­
able human quantity and quality in final social order. It per­
mits no neglect or dropping out of a single factor, because the 
system is rigidly universal and humane, and cannot be wasted 
or neglected in its minutest fibre without in that measure in­
fracting the system and impairing 'the primary unity. Thus it 
is clear that the constructive process, or second degree, of true 
social science, authorizes, nay, demands the sterneat authority 
and discipline over the more unripe humanities, on the part 
of the riper intelligence and affections; but such authority and 
discipline are to regard, constantly, the real needs of every per­
son as an integer to an integral public body, and so, order 
authority and discipline to the sure benefit of each in a better 
manhood, and through this, the benefit of society in a better 
condition of its constituent atoms. But to proceed; for I can 
only present the briefest hints at this time.

The third lends itself to consummate true society. Taking 
the material as delivered by the educational degree—which 
qualified personality upon the primary principle of nature or un­
cultured unity in humanity—it gives the law and method of 
cultivated unity—a unity embracing and operating the amplest 
genius and power of the boundless diversities thus unfolded, in 
an order of ravishing harmonies divinely fulfilled and per­
petuated.

Such is a hint of social science as based in the common 
nature of mankind, the essential diversity of specific character 
and power thence derived, and the quenchless wants of all 
souls for full freedom, power, and worth, in human experience. 
Let us try to open the new age, by an effort to inaugurate sci­
ence in its ultimate form, aud thereby to conduct Humanity 
steadily onward to its great destiny. The avowed aims of your 
“New Age” paper seem promising in this respect; hence, 
I joyfully hail its advent. Theron Gray.

The Communion Question.
One can hardly conceive a more lamentable farce than the re­

cent commendation of the Baptist Doctor of Divinity, for his 
unspeakable liberality in discarding the dogma of close com. 
munion. Ever to have held such a dogma would seem to be the 
greater wonder. It is very hard for a modest truth-seeker to 
realize the arrogance that presumes to teach that no one can be 
a believer in the religion of Jesus who has not been immersed 
by a Baptist clergyman; and that only such a convert can 
be allowed to partake of the Lord’s Supper, in full communion.

The whole history of this controversy, as it has appeared in 
The Golden Rule, only tends to show the superstitious tenacity 
with which blind devotion to ecclesiastical prejudices leads even 

vc’no possible foundation. A critical 
study of the New Testament will lead any candid mind to acknow­
ledge that what passes for the institution of the Lord’s Supper, 
has no ground of authority in any thought or act of Jesus. The 
symbolic language used by him at the Last Supper, was an ex­
hortation to union and love. “Eat of the same loaf. Bb per­
fectly at accord with one another as the proper commemoration 
of me.” Of course in the limited space allowed here, one can­
not discuss the subject of religious institutions. But, evidently 
it was no thought or purpose of Jesus to enjoin the celebration 
of the Last Supper as a rite to be observed by his disciples. 
That it should ever have been so held in any age of the church, 
is to be regretted. That it should be now regarded as an insti­
tution, and its observance as a badge of distinction between 
church and congregation, has no warrant in the teachings of the 
New Testament, and is productive of immense harm, both to 
religion itself and to society. This evil has been widely felt 
and freely discussed in many quarters, and’ it would be well 
that some definite and united action om the subject should 
be taken by at least the liberal churches. It would remove 
a great deal of doubt from many young persons who need light 
on this subject; and save many clergymen from the pains and 
perils of temptation to perform a service from which their 
hearts revolt. The commemoration! of Jesus by all Who love 
him—spending a special hour in such service, an hour of true 
communion—we would by all- means encourage; and it might 
be made a season of grand refreshment and holy renewal. But 
we would not have this commemoration made a declaration 
of religious belief, or a dividing line between church and con­
gregation. B.

The question of labor vs. capital can be studied to advantage 
in Detroit. Boys buy a ten cent dog, and make him draw them 
up and down more than fifty dollars’ worth.

“Say!” said the city youth to the modest countryman, “got 
the hay-seed out of your hair yet ?” “Wall,” was the deliber­
ate reply. “ I j^&ge not from the way the calves run arter me.”

“Well, neighbor Slummidge, how much shall I put yon 
down to get a chandelier for the church? ” Neighbor S.—u Sho! 
what we want to git a chandyleer for? Ther hain’t nobody kin 
play onter it when ye git it! ”

A religious test.—“Fessenden,” said President Lincoln, 
one day, to his newly-appointed Secretary of the Treasury, 
“what is your religion?” “Not much to boast of,” replied 
the Secretary; “but I suppose I am as much of a Unitarian as 
anything.” “Oh, a Unitarian; I thought you might be an 
Episcopalian. Seward is Episcopal, and I notice you swear 
about as he does.”
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ADVERTISEMENTS. THE WAKEFIELD EARTH CLOSET. THE NEW AGE.

DB¥ GOODS PBIOE-LIST.

Thousands in the country are constantly debating 
the question of prices in dry goods. They go to the most 
popular store in the neighborhood, and fail there to 
learn for a certainty whether fair prices are charged 
or not. Other thousands are not only seeking honest 
and fair prices, but they want also reliable information 
in regard to the styles of goods most in demand. Now 
all such persons should send a letter to the highly 
respectable and reliable firm of M. Altman & Co., and 
ask for their new Fall Price-list. This enterprising 
and well-known dry-goods firm have taken this meth­
od of popularizing their business in every section of 
the country. This Price-list, containing twenty-four 
pages of closely-printed m itter, gives a minute descrip­
tion of a $400,000 stock of Dry Goods, Fancy Goods, 
Millinery Goods, Ladies’ and Gents’ Furnishing Goods, 
Costumes, Cloaks, Basques, Hosiery, Gloves, Jewelry, 
Laces, Trimmings, Parasols, Umbrellas, Notions, and 
the thousand and one articles usually sold in first-class 
city houses. It will be sent, free of cost, to any one 
sending address and postage stamp for mailing the 
same.

We have examined this Price-list and find that it 
teaches its readers how to order goods. The descrip­
tion it gives of every article is so perfect and complete 
as to make the selection extremely easy and certain 
of giving satisfaction. This firm will give their best 
attention to the execution of all orders, and they agree 
to refund the money in every case where the goods 
turn out different from their representations. -The 
standing of the house is such that we cheerfully vouch 
for the truth of what they say. Address M. Altman 
& Co., corner 6th Avenue and 19th Street, N. Y.—Ed. 

Independent.

LECTURES AND CONVERSATIONS.
""■■■■ !■ > « ....... .. - — . - rr\j

Is prepared to Lecture or conduct Conversational Meetings, on 
the following subjects :—

Essential Religion,
Education and Educators in a Republic, 

The Ballot for Woman,
Woman: her Bights and Duties, 

Marriage,
The Philosophy of the Labor Movement, 

The Relation of the Labor Movement to
Intemperance, Prostitution, and Crime. 

Terms moderate. Address Box 916, Boston Post-Office.

B US TS ' OF

THEODORE PARKER, 
THOMAS PAINE,

CHARLES SUMNER.
BY

SIDNEY H, MORSE.
PARKER and PAINE, Large Size, Price $35.00. SUMNER, 

Cabinet Size, Price $12.00 ; including boxing.
Photographs of these Busts, Eifty Cents each. 

Address Sidney II. Morse, 25 Bromfield Street, Boston.

JOHN WILSON & SON, 
printers ano ^tereotrperg, 

Cambridge, Mass.

Packages and Proofs may be forwarded by mail, or may bo left 
at Edwards’s Cambridge Express, at Roberts Brothers’, 299 Wash­
ington Street, Boston (up stairs).

TURNER’S PUBLIC SPIRIT.
A Weekly Newspaper devoted to the locar interests of towns in

• Middlesex and Worcester Counties.
Published every Saturday, at Ayer, Mass. Terms, $1.00 a year.

JOHN II. TURNER, Editor and Proprietor. 
Job Printing executed at this Office.

JOHN CURTIS,

MEN’S AND BOYS’ CLOTHING AND
FURNISHING GOODS.

6 and 8 North Street, Third Door From Union, 
BOSTON.

GARMENTS MADE TO ORDER.

Abolish the Thousand Year-Old Privy Abomination!
From, leading Merchants, Publishers, Edi- 

tors, Physicians, and Scientific Men.

READ THE TESTIMONY!
BUY THE BEST AND NO OTHER!

From the former publisher of “Uncle Tom’s Cabin.” 
New York, Sept. 1, 1875.

To the Wakefield Earth Closet Company—-Gents:—Having 
used the Wakefield in my family for four years, considering it 
the bestj I can truly say that, in the absence of the water closet, 
it is indispensable to the health and comfort of any family. 

Yours for progress, John P. Jewett.
From the leading Hardware House in Rochester, N. Y. 

August 28, 1875.
Your Eartii Closets have given perfect satisfaction, and we 

recommend them. Yours truly, Hamilton & Matiiews.
297, 299, 301 Washington St., Buffalo, N. Y., 

August 27, 1875.
Have never heard a complaint of one of them. So far as 

I know they have all worked satisfactorily, and accomplished 
all you claim for them in your pamphlet. Yours truly, 

C. E. Walbridge.
Office of Brinckerhoff, Turner & Co.,
109 Duane St., New York, August 30, 1875.

Your Closets and out-door attachments have fully answered 
my purpose, and when worn out, shall hope to supply with same 
make. Truly yours, E. A. Brinckerhoff.
From the Secretary of the Mutual Benefit Savings Bank, No. 1 

Center Street, New York.
New York, August 25, 1875.

I have found it fully equal to what is claimed for it. I wish 
every family in the land, rich and poor, knew, experimentally, 
how" indispensable this closet is for cleanliness, healthfulness, 
and comfort in a country home. Respectfully,

G. II. Benedict. 
Emporium, Pa., August 31, 1875.

It has been a great convenience to my children, day and night, 
during the severe winter, especially. I keep it handy for use in 
one of the upper bed-chambers. Respectfully,

W. J. Craiger, M.D.
We could multiply such indorsements almost indefinitely. 

The above are certainly strong enough to convince the most 
sceptical of the entire feasibility of the dry earth system, 
and the superiority of our patents. For further information, ad­
dress, enclosing stamp, the
Wakefield Earth Closet Company, 36 Dey St., New York.

OUR EARTH CLOSET IS

Recommended by the Best Physicians,
EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN.

Saves Ladies and Children from Indelicate 
Exposuresand Discomforts I

A Necessity in the SickRoom! ------
Indispensable to the Infirm!

The Long-Sought Comfort for the Aged! 
NEEDED WHEN WATER CLOSETS ARE OUT OF 

ORDER.
Read Further Recent Testimonials.

e “All my guests are pleased with them. There is not a par­
ticle of odor arising from them; have given en/tre satisfaction.— 
Geo. W. Charlotte, Prop. Atlantic Hotel, Beaufort,' N. C.

“It does what it is advertised to do.”—-John P. Thomas, 
Supt. Carolina Military Institute, Charlotte, N. C.

“Every family should have one, even though water is used 
throughout the house; for the sick room it is invaluable. I find 
no odor, and in all respects it is cleanly.”—A. S. Loses, Brook­
lyn, N. Y.

“It has kept in good repair, and borne out its recommend.”— 
Rev. J. B. Drury, Ghent, N. Y.

“I know not how we could have done without it.”—E. W. 
Stoddard, Pastor Pres. Ch., Succasunna, N: J.

“Gives perfect satisfaction.”—F. A. Soule, Passaic, N. J.
We are in possession of similar commendations, from among 

hundreds of others the following:—
Hon. F, O. J. Smith, Portland, Me.
Rev. Chas. II. Corey, Pres. Richmond Institute, Richmond, 

Virginia.
Gen’l S. C. Armstrong, Pres. II. N. & A. I., Ilamptoii, Va.
Rev. G. B. Spalding, Dover, N. II.
Rev. I. S. Gifford, Berlin, N. Y.
Prof. A. B. Palmer, Med. University, Ann Arbor, Mich.
W. J. Holland (Timothy Titcomb), Springfield, Mass.
Rev. E. Dewhurst, Hinsdale, Mass.
Mrs, A. B. Knox, of the Kindergarten, Worcester, Mass.
L. IL Hemenway, M.D., Manchester, Vt.
Prof. W. C. Richards, of Berkshire, Mod. Collego, Hancock, 

Mass.
And scores of medical and scientific mon have written in 

highest commendation of the system.
Hon. E. Delafield Smith, late Corporation Counsel, New 

York City, bought one last year for his country residence, and 
this year five more; and threw out our most pretentious rival as 
“ unsatisfactory.”

The ancient privy nuisance, as well as nil the evils of bad 
sewage, bursting or obstructed pipes, which attend the common 
city water closet, can be abated only by the earth system.

But for an immense convenience, suitable for any bed-room or 
place of business, see our

Simple, Self-Sealing, Popular, Portable, Practical
FIVE DOLLAR WATER CLOSET!

Holds Close for a Day or a Month, and No Mistake!
Not particularly objectionable for stormy evenings, or dark 

nights, or four o’clock in the morning. Easily cleaned, and no 
odors left.

Orders for two or more, accompanied with the cash, will 
be filled, exprossage free, to any office within 300 miles of New 
York City. Orders from a longer distance, for two or more, 
will receive discount towards part payment of transportation.

Address

The WAKEFIELD EARTH CLOSET COMPANY,
No. 86 DEY STREET, NEW YORK.

It may justly be demanded of the periodical press that, in 
addition to the publication of news, it shall strive to aid in 
stimulating and diffusing the wisest and broadest thought upon 
all matters relating to human interests. This service a journal 
is incapable of rendering, unless its views and opinions are 
based upon intelligence, and inspired by sincerity and inde­
pendence. Ordinary journalism is strikingly unsatisfactory, 
and signally unsuccessfid in performing such a service, because 
of its deficiency in these respects. Well-nigh every periodical 
now published is an organ of some special interest, or the mere 
echo of popular sentiment. In most cases, a paper is establish­
ed only to advocate some sect in religion, some party in politics, 
some particular ethical, social, or financial theory; and, as a 
natural and inevitable consequence, all its utterances are fatally 
damaged by subserviency to the actual or imagined interests of 
the sect, party, or theory it is committed to defend. Opinions 
the most serviceable to humanity it is impossible to obtain, and 
folly to expect, under such conditions.

With the purpose of putting in circulation a journal devoted 
to the highest function of the press, it is proposed to establish 
The New Age; which, being the organ of no sect or party, 
nor the mouthpiece of any special religious, political, or social 
movement, shall aim at the most comprehensive view of man’s 
true interests in all departments of thought and action. This 
generation is asked to consider the questions involved in

Free Religion, Labor Reform, Emancipation 
of Woman, Spiritualism, Materialism, 

and Temperance,
besides all the theories of

Political Economy and Government, 
embraced in current political discussion. In addition to these, the 

Relation between Church and State, 
the complete
Secularization of our Common School System, 
and the whole subject of EDUCATION in every one of its 
phases,—all these are matters which more and more are chal­
lenging the serious and earnest consideration of our American 
people. That the perfection of society could be achieved by 
the success of any one of these Reforms, if obviously would be 
absurd to claim; yet often each is urged as if it alone held the 
destinies of mankind. Tiie New Age, believing that the fair 
humanities go in groups, that the race must advance abreast, 
and that the method which is to ennoble human life and perfect 
the condition of society must be more comprehensive than that 
suggested bv any partial reform, will labor to co-ordinate all the 
reforms, and to combine in one view every element of progress.

Already we have seen the disastrous effect of attempting to 
separate inseparable things. Up to this time, it has been held, 
in the Church, that religion is one thing and righteousness 
another; in politics, that success is one thing and integrity 
another; in business, that capital is one thing and labor anoth­
er ; in life, that society is one thing and brotherhood another. 
The logical result of this insane discrimination is that right­
eousness is sacrificed to religious observance, public integrity 
immolated on the altar of party success, labor enslaved in the 
service of capital, and humanity smothered in artificial social 
distinctions. It will be the steadfast purpose of The New Age 
to check all these evils, by striving to make it more clear that 
religion and goodness, purity and politics, labor and capital, 
brotherhood and society, are one and inseparable; that they 
must not and cannot be sundered.

The columns of The New Age will be open to all the serious 
forms of thought and all the earnest, voices of the present time, 
which shall seek fitting and proper expression. In its own ut­
terances it will always put more emphasis upon principles than 
names, upon spirit and aim than methods and appliances. What­
ever of essential worth it may discover in any institution, in 
any organization or system, it will recognize and commend; 
but any iniquity therein harbored it will point out and scourge 
without fear or favor. The prejudices of no human being, the 
vested interests or organized selfishness of no body of men, 
will ever be permitted consciously to modify or cloud its opin­
ions, or dictate its utterances. Its purpose to look around the 
whole horizon of humanity’s aspirations and efforts, and to ut­
ter the freest and most advanced thought upon all subjects per­
taining to human welfare, will constitute its strongest right to 
exist. Recognizing as ever operative in the history of the race 
the two elements of conservatism and progress, The New Age 
will endeavor to take wise advantage of both; and while it will 
never hesitate to aid in the work of destruction, while destruc­
tion shall seem to be in order, it will especially rejoice to build for 
the future upon the durable foundations afforded by the past. De­
sirous to preserve the good, it always will be seeking the better.

With the undoubting consciousness that there is a yet unoccu­
pied place in journalism to fill, The New Age has only to 
prove its ability to occupy it to make its permanent existence 
assured. It but asks of the public the opportunity to make 
this proof.

Each of its articles will bo expected to stand on its own merits. 
In providing contributions to its columns, no deference will be 
given to mere reputation; since this is not always a just meas­
ure of literary ability, or vigor or originality of thought.
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