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necessary to invite a foreigner to occupy it. But 
Berlin will not long stand alone in its possession 
>Of this inviting department of research. Neither 
will Germany always have to import, during 
its inevitable expansion, competent and coveted 
teachers. Professor Lehmann will soon be sup­
ported by colleagues, stationed at other strategic 
.centres, who are native to the land of his adoption. 
For, as I ventured to declare some years ago : 
'There is l)O other country in the world which is 
so well fitted to enter, and without delay, upon 
the task of imparting systematic instruction in this 
subject. ... Where can one find the University 

equipment-in individual scholars, in the aggregate 
of a highly trained staff, in libraries, etc.-equal 
to that which Germany to-day possesses? . . . 
As long as Germany postpones the founding of 
·separate chairs for giving instruction in the History 
of Religions, she will never do herself credit in 
any attempted comparison of religions.' 1 The 
first step, however belated, has at last been taken . 
All must hope that, before very long, Comparative 
Religion will likewise be accorded official and 
adequate recognition. 

1 Cp. Comparative Relig~'on: Its Gmesis and G1'owth, 
pp. 512-516. Edinburgh, 1905. 

----·~1>··-------

PSALM XIV. I. 

'The fool hath said in his heart, There is no God.' 

IT is probable that when the Psalmist wrote these 
words he was alluding to no imaginary case. He 
was not fancying what men might do, but was 
speaking of what they actually did, when he 
described a man as saying in his heart, 'There is 
no God.' There were Atheists in his days, practical 
Atheists at least, as there have been in all days, 
and probably ever will be; and the general 
bearing of the Psalm from which the text is 
taken, teaches us pretty clearly the judgment 
which he formed of them. You will observe, 
that from the expression of the first verse of the 
Psalm, 'The fool hath said in his heart, There 
is no God,' the Psalmist at once goes off into a 
description of the abominably wicked lives of 
those who said so. · 

The folly spoken of in the text is (so to speak) 
representative folly : the Atheism of which the fool 
was guilty, was nothing peculiar to himself; on the 
other hand, he only said in his heart that which 
millions of others have said more or less distinctly: 
he represented the ignora~ce of some, and the fear 
of others, and the guilty wish of many more; and 
when the Psalmist wrote the text, he put into the 
mouth of him whom he describes as the fool that 
which is in reality the characteristic folly of man­
kind. As the knowledge of God may be said to 
comprehend all knowledge, so, to say There is 110 

God may be described as comprehending all 
folly. 

This Psalm was one of Queen Elizabeth's delights, 
probably it expressed her view of the stormy and ungodly 
age in which she lived, with promise of better things to 
come. She turned it into verses beginning, 'Fooles, that 
true fayth yet never had,' and ending with 'Prayse to God.' 
As this was printed in 1578 it is easy to see that she meant, 
by her version of the sixth verse, her Romish enemies : 

' How can that cruel! sort be good, 
Of God's dear folcke whych sucke the blood?' 1 

As a young lad I worked in a large office. Having 
purchased during the day The Smallest Bible in the vVor!d, 
I was trying my best during a few slack moments to read its 
extremely small type with the naked eye.. A fellow-worker 
having atheistic tendencies approached me and inquired as 
to what I was reading. I explained the nature of the book, 
and asked him ·if he thought he could read the small text 
without the aid of a glass. At the time we were in a room 
alone. Opening the book by chance he began· to read. 
Slowly at first, but more confidently as his eyes got into 
focus, he read out· these momentous words : 'The-fool­
hath-said---'in- his- heart,-There-is-no-God.' He 
stopped for a moment as if in difficulty with the next word. 
'Well?' said I inquiringly. Turning round, he gazed for 
a moment into my eyes with' a strange pleading look, and 
then, handing me back the book, he left the room without 
saying a word. · 

We may consider­
!. The Fool. 
2. What the Fool says. 
3· How he says it. · 

1 C. L. Marson, The Psalms at JVork, 29. 
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I. 

THE FooL. 

The Hebrew word for 'fool' here is veryirtter~ 
·esting and irlstr.uctive. It defines the Psalmist's 
.attitude, and sheds a flood .of light on the intention 
·of the Psalm, It~ means properly 'withered,' being 
the word ·which' occurs in the First Psalm, where 
it is said ·of the · g~dly man that he is.' like a tree 
planted by the streams of water, th,at brirtgeth·.forth 
its fruit in its season, whose leaf also doth not 
:wither.' And. so the. fookhere is·. one·whose,soul 
is withered, shrivelled, and atrophied, and if you 
;glance over the Psalm, you will see what it is that 
has wrought the mischief. It is not intellectual 
.aberration, but moral depravity-the blight of 
uncleanness, the canker of corruption .• 'They are 
-corrupt, they have done abomina):>le ,works; there . 
:is none that doeth good: They are all gone aside ; · 
.they are together become filthy; there is none that 
.doeth good,. no, not one.' It is this that withers 
the soul; and it is the man whose heart has thus 

. be<m .eaten o.ut:of him. that says and think~> t}Jat 
·'There is no God.' 

'Fool;' the t1sual tendering in-A. V., R. V., is inadequate and 
·Confusing; the . Heb; tzabhal was in many respe.cts a very 
·different,·character fr\Jm· what is. ordinarily understood in 
English: by a 'fo'ol'; and • the rendering at the same time 
·obliterates the distinction .between this and the other .words 
which. are correctly repres~nte<). by 'fool..' The fault of the 
. nabhal was not weakness of reason, but moral and religious 
;insensibility,. an invincil:Jle lack of sense, or perception for 
:the. claims of either God or. man•. The .. term ,is thus applied 
to Israel.,. unappreciatiye .of J ehoyal).'s benefits ( I>t 326), to 
the heathen (v.31, Ps 7418• 22),· to. the .man who cannot 
perceiye that.there is a .God (Ps .147.=531). Isaiah states 
·explicitly· what·he understood by the.nabhal: ,he contrasts 
him (326

,) :with tl;!e,f nqble' or 'liberal.' man, and adds (v, 6); 

"For. the senseless man speaketh senselessness, and. his heart 
Worketh naughtiness, . to practise pr.;Jfane.ness, and to, utter 
·error against.J <;hoval), . .to. make ,empWthe ,soul of .the'!. hui)gry, 
.a.nd to.cause the,drink oLthe,tb.irstyJofail'; the description 
is that ofa .. man .. who is• at ong<;, irreligious anq.,chur]i~h 
·{cf. IS 2525

). The w0rd. occurs b~sides, z.S 33il 131?, Jnb 
2.

10 308
., .Pr, 177• 21 (secon~'lclau~e) 3022, .Jer·r711 EzkiJ3. 

'Th.e cor~(!spoiJdiiJg subst .. serzs~(emress is. useci of, acts.· of 
profanity,(Jqs 7)3), churl,ish.ness ·(rcS•zs~5 ); an4irmnor<tl)ty 
.(Gn 347, Dt 222\ 2 S 1312, and elsewhere). 1 

' The fool hath said in his hear;t.:, There, is, np God.' 
When I was stationed in Bury (Lanes) it w,as rqy·privilege to 
:attend a series of lectures under, the.,auspic('S of. the Bury 
Popular Lecture Society. These lectures were giyen by men 

· 1 S. R. Drivf;i:; ..Pm:al!e!.Psa!ter, 457• 

who, wt;re ·. interested in · som.e . sp,<;cia,l , subjeqt, or .. W\'!~e· 
trayel.\<;.rs, .fl'\usicians, etc. One ,of .them was by a .Mr .. J OI;lf?~ 
who. had sca]ed some of the w~rld's Joftiest. peaks .. H;e 
declared that no man could go and stand where he • had· 
stood and say 'There is no .God.' He had heard of one 
mountaineer.who. had ascended. halfcway up a dizzy height.; 
He .there wrote upon the rocks the wordsl.' There is no,,G().d·' . 
He then continued his ascent and went on until he reacJ:!<:d 
th~ top. Wh~n .he saw. beneath him range after range of 
snow-clad summits, there came over him a sense of awe, and 
on his descent he wrote over what he had previously written, 
'The fool hath.saidin his heart.? 

An animalcule in my blood 
Rose up against me as I •dreamed, 

He was so tiny as he ·stood, 
Y 011 had not heard him, though he screamed. 

He cried; 'There is no man !' 
And thumped the table with his fist, 

Then died-his day was sc~rce a span,­
That. r>'\i\>rosc9pic atreist. , 

Vet all the. while his little soul 
Within what he denied did live,-

Poor part, how could he know the whole? 
And yet he was so positive ! 

And all the while he thus. blasphemed, 
My (solar) system went its round ; 

J'dy heart beat on, my head still dreamed­
But my poor atheist was drowned. 2 

IL 

WHAT THE FooL SAYs . 

' The fool hath said in his heart, There is no God/ , 
-And. the fool, as we have seen, is a vile man, 
morally degenerate. Why does the vile man sayi 
There is no God?. Because that is what the vile 
rnan wishes to believe. The wish is 'father, to 
the thought.' In .that familiar phrase we expre~~ 
a profound philosophy. Our w:ishing is the father; 
ofmuch of our thinking. Our desires colourand 
determint? m1J.ny of. our judgments. I wish thR~ 
a certain thing may happ,en. That wish will, no,t 
travel alone. Let it continue, and it will drag,thl!, 
judgment .after it. I. sha~l come to tllink th;a~;the 
ce~;tajn thing will happen, Th;e. wish Jl.lflY. become 
~.J,l assumption,. . Let the wish .be strengthen,ed ,anq 
intep~ified, and I may, come to judge tl;lat. the· 
certain. t]:ling lzas happen.ed, The wish ll).RY 
be<:;o.me an . assumption,; , the assump,tion rna,y 
become a .. conviction. 

2 Richard Le Gallienne. 



He .who., has,.,deepest .·seal'ched. tJie .. wide abysm• .! 
Of that life-giying .Soul which men .call fate, , · 
Knows that t~ .. put more faith in .lies ai1d hate. 
Than-truth and 'ldve, is ·the true atheism. 1 

.. I~· .. WhaLreas,oos · does "the :F,ool ;giv;e,:for,say:lng ·. 
t)lat there. is . no. .·God-? ' At. the.: present d(l.y: one 
r~ason. surpasses andr, practically 2 obliterates , alL 
{)ther reasons.. E-v.ents,· it ; is .. said,. occur:. auto" 
matieally, according. to; ,Jaws .• inherent . .in. their own 
nature. There is, therefore, no room for God and 
no need for Him. Men say they, have discovered, 
{)r they have heard .and read, that the great natural 
forces of the universe .. act in. certain ·.defined and 
invariable methods .•or·:sequences; which;: ave some­
what questionably· named··' the•laws ·of' Nature.' 
And these laws,. so atJeas t they ,suppose. and affirm, 
leave no room for:tbe. free•.play:ofa,.creative and 
governing Will:• If they admit the•possible·existence 
of God, it is only that :of a God who; ;:tges and a3ons 
ago, set these great · natur:;ll .forces in motion, but 
who has ever since left them to work out into their 
due results, according" to the· invariable methods 
which science·· has·· discovered' and formulated. 
• There is no God,' they say; or, 'There is .no God 
who can so use and so :vary, the· use of natural laws 
as to answer the.,·prayers, .or: minister to the wants, 
{)f individual men.' 

This argument has often been met by,arguments 
{)fa superior force ... It has .been.shown,.for example, 
how the freewill and activity of man,perpetually 
modify the action of natural laws, how he employs 
these laws ·fcir ·ends of his own,· and compels them 
1to produce results. other than those .which Nature, 
left to itself, would, have: produced ; how.;he works 
.his mirades;• taking· an weed· and by• culture de­
veloping it into a· flower; putting a" tree into a 
:stove, and so inducing it to bear earlier and richer 
fruit; using a drug to arrest or modify the natural 
·COUJ:se: of: a:· disease~· And it has: been asked, . ' If 
man,•.,by;serving .Natm:e,. can .. thus :mle:her·; .if, by 
a;wisewbedience.andJ a" skilful. use.:.Ofi her :laws; .he 
.can: controhamd modify. their action;, why cannot 
G0d+.--if.there:be.:a·, God, .and He be:immanent,in 
NatuF~so.-use~ its Jaws, as• to.·work even.ig~eater 
rniracles,than.these? 1 

ToJth!llse; who·; coneeive-: that·: the.· reign. of law 
necessariLy iexoludes, the: free ~play; of will ;and:intelli" 
.gence, ,w.e:.affirm,. that just: as· the strictest:.observa" 
tion :of. its :rules,Jeaves fti.U seop.e:to ,the intelligence 
;and· will of man, so the laws of nature, which 

1 Lowelh.. 

293 ·~ 

cannot be ·broken;:may and:doc·leave .full scope:to.:: 
the ·Divine Iritelligence,an:d Goodwill. Go<iboth 
is and 'is.·· n:ot, · bbund ' by the laws which He . ' . ' 

I:IimselL has .. decreed: that is to say, if for the_ 
welfar,e .of the universe ·He: is . bound :to observe . 
them;• to observe •them. does not bring His will intO.· 
bondage, nor restrict Him to an absolute uniformity 

· in the choice of the means .by which His end is to 
be. reached. He moves freely .through those laws, 
using them at times in the methods we call 
'natural,' and at times in the methods we call 
'supernatural,', because as y~t we do not under­
stand them, nor comprehend.: the whole scheme 
and course:even of physicaL forces andlaws. 

A man would have .. as,:little .. meaning without a God as a 
child without a mother. You will find it useless to argue 
with a,sceptic about God~arguments help so little-and you 
cannot demonstrate the. Unseen in black and white. But 
before a man says there is n~ God, ask'1tim if he can explain· 
away the' miracle of a mother. He will·not be able to do it,. 
for.he cannot .explain ·away .himselL And when: your have• 
gqt hiln to realize the miracle ofmotherhood, he wilL not be,, 
very far fr01:n: believing in a. God .. ~ · 

In> Westminster Abbey·-lies the dust of 'one whom all• 
men venerate.as a.-Prince:of S'cience. ' I do not> knoW:•what · 
I .maJ'app~ar..to the.world,' were· Sir· Isaac Newton~s words·. 
shortlybefore his death, .'but to myself I seem to hav,e been 
only like a boy playing on the seashore, and diverting 
myself' i1i: now and then finding a s'moother pe])ble or. 
a prettier shell than ordinary, whilst the great oc.ean of. truth' 
lay all undiscovered before me.' Parted from Sir Isaac 
Newton's .grave by but a Jew yards .lie the. mortahemains' of 
another student of.Naturepvhose name is hardly less famous: 
in the· Calendar of Science.· In·. his later years we are, 
assured that.rCharles ,Darwin 'attained . to the condition: _of, 
agnosticism/ To his ca11tious and, revet:ent mind, ... as 'to:. 
Newton's, the crude,dogmaliS111,of..:the.Ath~ist was repulsive.~ 
By the side .,oL· Darwin·:lies . the. -great .astronomet:, .Sir' John: 
Hersch ell, of w hbm:one:who knew him. well sa\ddh!lt ·of :'all: 
the scientific .men: of his ·.acquaintance• h<OJ :was ., supren1ely. ,at, 
the head for. knowledge; simplicity, and h~tn1ili~y;' HiS: 
private life, we •· are . told,. 'was one· unbroken· tenor, of 
domestic ·affection: and.·unostentatious p\ety.'. Walk :we~.t~ 
wards from the graves of:Newton, .Darwin,. .. a:nd~Her.~chell;' 
and you will find, hut a Jew yards distant, the stone which 
bears;; the name of the. illustrious geologist, S.irc Charles 
Lyell. Of him.~v:e.have,this testimony from the pen ofDel).P. 
Stanley. ':from early,.y\)uth to:e,treme old age it .was to 
hirn a solemn religious duty to be ·incessantly learning, 
constantly growing, fearlessly correcting his own mistakes;· 
always ready·tOreceive and i'eprodtke·f~bm· others th~t which 
he •haclmot.in·;himself. Science .. and religim1 for him• wer.e 
not. only not divorced,. but. were .. one a11d indivisible.' 
Quite recently another leader of science has spol<en in that 
reverent and humble spirit, which is comn'lon both to tri.te 

2 T. R. Barnett, Tlze Fz'nest Baby in. the World, p. 55· 
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science and to sound theology. 'Scientific thought,' wrote 
Lord Kelvin, 'is compelled to accept the idea of Creative 
Power. Forty years ago I asked Liebig, walking somewhere 
in the country, if he believed that the grass and flowers 
which we saw around us 'grew by n1ere chemical forces. He 
answered, "No, no more than I could believe that a book of 
botany describing them could grow by. mere chemical 
forces."' 1 

A· garden is a lovesome thing, God wot! 
Rose plot, · 
Fring'd pool, 

Fern'd grot-
The veriest school 
Of peace; and yet the fool 

Contends that God is not-
Not God ! in gardens ! when the eve is cool? 

Nay, but I have a sign ; 
'Tis very sure God walks in mine. 2 

2. What reasons can be given for the Existence 
and Moral Government of God ? 

I. There is the fact that science, when. most 
willing to deny God's hand, is compelled to admit 
its presence, or at least the possibility of its 
presence. Science deals only with phenomena, 
with the shows and appearances of things; and it 
is compelled to assume a substance, a reality, a 
force, underlying all these phenomena-what the 
-schoolmen call a noumenal, under or behind the 
phenomenal world-which it has not grasped, and 
cannot hope to grasp. · 

'The whole order of nature,' recently wrote Professor Ray 
Lankester, 'including living and lifeless matter-,---man, 
animal, and gas-is a network of mechanism, the main 
features and many details of which have beenmademore or 
less obvious to the wondering intelligence of mankind by the 
labour and ingenuity of scientific investigators. But no sane 
man has ever pretended, since science became a definite 
body of doctrine, that we know, or ever can hope to know, or 
.conceive of the' possibility of knowing, whence this mechanism 
has come, why it .is there, whither it is going, and what 
there may or may not be beyond and beside it which our 
senses are incapable of appreciating. These things are not 
~' explained " by science, and never can be.' 3 , 

z. The existence and presence of God is 
demanded by the history of the race. God is a 
God of history. A God of history, a God reveal­
ing His purpose through facts, a God drawing. the 
facts into ever clearer correspondence with His 
purpose-that is the God whom we arrive at. He 
is still a God here and now, alive in the facts 
before our face, even as we, by our primal 

I H. H. Henson. 
3 H. H> Henson. 

2 T. E. Brown. 

emotional apprehensi.on of Him, insisted arid 
required. But, according to oui: gathering and 
growing conception of His abiding reality, He is 
here and now, ~haping the facts into a coherent 
order in view of what shall be hereafter : in view 
of what He desire-s the facts to beeoine:· · His 

. activity is immediate, actual, present, in form, in 
ftont of us; but it works on the top of the past; 
and it embraces the possibilities of the future. 4 

I saw. the beauty of the world 
Before me like a flag unfurled, 
The splendour of the morning sky, 
And all the stars in company ; 
I. thought, How . beautiful. it. is !-
My soul said, There is more than this. 

I saw the pomps of death and birth, 
The generations of the earth ; 
I looked on saints and heroes crowned, 
And love as wide as heaven is round ; 
I thought, How wonderful it is !-
My soul said, There is more than this. 

Sometimes I have an awful thought. 
. That bids me do the thing I ought, 
It comes like wind, it burns like flame,­
How shall I give that -thought a name? 
It draws me like a loving kiss-
My soul says, There is more .than this. 

I dreamed an angel of the Lord, 
With purple wings and golden sword, 
And such a splendour in His face 
As made a glory in the place ; 
I thought, How beautiful He is !­
My soul, said, There is more than this. 

That angel's Lord I cannot see 
Or hear, but He is Lord to me; 
And in the heavens, and earth, ·and skies,­
The, good which lives till evil dies,-
The love which I cannot withstand,-
God writes His name with His own hand. 5 

3· Belief. in the existence of God is necessary 
for the individual and social life. The sense of 
responsibility which we have, the sense, namely, 
that we are capable of right and wrong, that it is 
our own fault if we do the wrong and reject the 
right, would not ·be strong enough to stand by 
itself, did not the thought of the righteous God 
and His law and His judgment come in to confirm 
and strengthen it; so that if the belief in a God is 
altogether overthrown, there is, at the s,ame time, 
overthrown that which is in ninety-nine cases out 

4 H. S. Holland. 
5 W. B. Rands, Li!liput Lectures (r897 ed.), p. 132. 
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of a hundred the strongest safeguard of morality, 
namely, the consciousness of God as a righteous 
ruler, one who will judge us according to. the right 
or the .wrong of that which we have done. In the 
vast majority of men the sense of responsibility, 
without which morality can scarce exist, would not 
s~rvive the absolute extinction of all belief in the 
existence of a God, -of a spiritual world, of a 
future state whose conditions are influenced by-the 
lives we have lived here .. 

Underneath the floor of Westminster Abbey lies David 
Livingstone ; just within the western wall is inscribed the 
name of Charles Gordon ; all about you, as you walk through 
the great church, aie monuments of goodness, and sacrifice, 
and service. What, you cannot ·help reflecting, is the 
spring of this distinctive and supreme excellence which, 
among so much and so varied greatness, attaches uniquely to 
the.se saints and soldiers of humanity? And you cannot but 
answer that it was, 'Jjrecisely, religion, faith in the Unseen, 
the coercive and continuous sense of obligation towards and 
~ontact with God. Of them all we might say what the 
sacred writer says of Moses, exposed to the seductions of the 
Egyptian C~urt. They, as he, 'endured as seeing him who 
is invisible. '1 

4· And, above all else, man needs a Redeemer. 
We must take our choice between the vague 
Theism or vaguer Agnosticism, which is all that 
physical science can briBg to us, and the Faith in 
God which Jesus Christ proclaims. There is the 
fact.: . here is the explanation. ·Is it adequate ? 
What, let us ask, is, apart from theological 
technicalities, the essential Truth · which the 
Trinitar:ian doctrine enshrines? It will suffice, for­
our present purpose, to distinguish two .constituent 
notions of our belief. On the one hand, Trini­
taria,nism includes the truth which philosophy, 
ancient and modern, has insisted upon, that the 
universe is everywhere indwelt by God, that God 
is immanent in phenomena, their -source, their 
sustaining principle, their formative, inherent force; 
and while thus satisfying what seems· to be an 
essential requirement of our reflective reason, 
Trinitarianism insists upon the correlative truth 
which · has its perpetual witness in· the human 
conscience, that God · transcends the universe 
which He indwells, that He ~an best be conceived 
in that description of personality which is the 
category of the highest existence we know. On the 
other hand, Trinitarianism endorses, explains, and 
satisfies the 'thirst for God' which burns in the 
spirit of man. For God has made man for Him-

1 H. H. Henson. 

self; - and . in man moves His Spirit, for ever 
witnessing to an origin and a· destiny which are 
Divine; and man, just in proportion to his good­
ness as man, comes to be more completely 
competent for fellowship with God, so that, in 
truth, manhood in its perfection is the true 
instrument by which God can be made known. 
Trinitarianism is the philosophic basis of the 
belief in the Incarnation ; the Incarnation is, 
precisely, the climax of Divine Self-revelation, the 
declaration of God in and by Jesus Christ. Tq 
this cry of the Psalmist, ' My soul thirsteth for God, 
for the living God·: when shall I come and appear 
before God?' Christianity answers by an appear 
to the best in man, and then sets us in audience 
of the Best Man, who was also God. First, we 
are to recognize and .confess the Divine withiin 
ourselves ; th~n we are to recognize and' confess 
the Divine in Christ. But Christianity not only 
authenticates the testimony within, but points us 
to the Christ without. To the yearning cry of the 
human spirit, stricken with fear and loneliness in 
the great solitude of being, aghast before the: 
enigma of death and the veiled mystery beyond­
the cry of the strayed child for the Hand of the 
Father in the night of desertion, 1 My sou] 
thirsteth for God, for the -living God '-Christ 
makes answer in words of invitation : ' Come 
unto me, all ye that labour and are heavy laden,. 
and I will give you rest. Take my yoke upon you,. 
and learn of me; for I am meek and lowly in 
heart : and ye shall find rest unto your souls. 
For my yoke is easy, and my burden is light.' 

Ill. 

How HE SAYS IT; 

'The fool hath said in his heart, There is nO> 
God.' That is what the fool said, but it is the way 
in which he sakl it that revealed him to be a fool.. 
There are souls that just whisper to themselves,, 
' There is no· God,' and the secret utterance seems 
to chill their blood and fill them with benumbing, 
fear. Repeated calamity comes upon a man. 
The floods are out. All his ways are broken up. 
The lines of his life are filled with perversity .. 
Confusion reigns. He moves amid his desolation,' 
himself confused and desolate, and now and again. 
a thought sweeps across his heart with the chilling: 
touch of a cold night-wind, 'Ther6 is no God.'· 
Is he a fool, the fool of the text? He is eagerly-
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\~groping his way,< as-though· :feeling fon some longed-! ,•jt1ry. , Th~ryo~I)grda',v.y~r' t0oh•the mhmie;qlind; •p'romls~d 
-; forr:presence, Jike .a; blind :man: reaahipg:: out;· for! to return in a.fort:qight and ~epor~ hie conclpsions. _ . iHeJ~ept 
;somer.rtangible suppott,':and her.tou'ches: nothing.! _his appointment. 'I can neve,r :dG>u}Jt,~ h(!. exclaimed ,to 

')'rofessor 'Simpson, . ~ thaCClirist_ both died. and ~ose,again. 
·z He sjghs in ·hisrJailure,Htnd whispers,· ',There:is no; ,.That-is proved beyond 'all qtiestion. ·"But, for all'that; I am 
' God.' But· again: :he gropes : ~ Oh,' that' LkneW: -·Jnot· a: .Chtistian,••and :fear thaf 1 rteveP'lnaY"'·be ;''for I· have 
., where; I might -find ::Him ! ' In• his .sorrow' and '•diseovered that, after. (Ill, the trouble•is:nobinimy;nead;;but 

calarriity he is like .a:little child .in. the eveningHime,; · in my heart.' 

-, losf•amid:the multitudinous windingsc-,of:rsGJme. _ r. Wesometimes•have conversation withyoung 
great city; inquiring his•way home. rHe:is fe(Hing;- ::rmen who lament their- loss- of ·spirituakeagern~ss 

; his·rway to God; and if in .the sense oLa-:grea~ and religious relish, an<;l the encroachinent,.of a 
· vacancy his heart should fearingly• say, 'Therei>i~ deep weariness in the worship and service of God . 
. no God,' it deepens his sense: -of .·orphanage,.•: and 'Every man -knows· when ·that most 'da11gerous 
::fills him with an aching doneliness: and 'pain. No ; . season:. begins. In nine .ca(?es out of. ten it means 
:that is ·not the'~'iilan: o£1; the: <text. He: ·is seeking, .. that-. we. are, .. morally . disordered,:.we ... ,have, ppened 

and ·'he that· seeketh:t findeth,?: and shall· atdength :.the heart :to, some : insidiousr Antichrist. · We·are 
·'•find- himself;at•homeqvith•. God. A. heart that entertaining some··unclean···spitit;·some secret·sin, 

:is: as a beautifuL garden;filled withi:the flowersmf ·which is corrupting our spir·itual taste, arid rerlderil:g 
the Spirit, will exhale.• wishes fulL·of sweet<and us incompeten_t to discern arid ;:tppre'ciate 'the 
pleasant influence. But a :heart :that: is only; a .thi11gs which God hath prepared. for; them: that love 

·:moral cesspool• will exhale•·wishes of .vicious: and ::Him.' · That-isthe,firststep in spiritual degradation ! 
:p·oisonous·· stench. As' we. are, we wish ;::as •we · 2. But now follow on a step further. JA man 
: wish; we :think; as• we:thinlq:we; judge. :This man becomes possessed by· this feeling of . religious 
-of the text had the :cesspool'in: his heart. ;He weariness. He loses his relish for the things of 
was ungodly• at the core .. He began:td•w.is!Fthere . God. His prayers : are • j usLlong. ·yawns. What 
was no God; and. atila:st;o with impious hilarity and : rthen? Then he•begins sceptically· to •inquire about 
·with a note of unholy triumph, 'the fool:.:said :in .:the .use of prayer. :A decision:is,·easily,reached 
his heart, There· is ·no God.' ;ithat; fonhim at any-rate;. there is· no•use in:prayer. 

::But he:cannot :stop. there. ·He :needwmust justify 
In the life. of men and women·, in politics,• in morality, and :himself,:.arid he finds :the,•amplest :md:most com­

in religion, allthat gives .to our existence colour and. force, 
all that makes the individual value· of each separate soul the •:fortable justification in the mcire general:statement 
deepest element; comes" not from the :head, but 'front' the :;:that all·prayer>.is.useless; a vain farce; a: mer~· baying 
heart. In the >individual.,;preferences~of ftiendsbip,>foi: - •.at the'moon. ·Along the: line of intelle<!:tu·aJ-inquiry 
example-that,go· so far .. to mould character and fix destiny, :;some men have rea<!:hed the cmtclusi:on !that :prayer 
by what rational law shall we explain the principles of : cisi useless. Sin beoiets· a deep 'Spiritualidistaste and 
attraction and repulsion? How, for example, shall w~ " 
account for the obvious- cfact that what men call their ·/weariness, and:. this :distaste- begets> ac sense of the 
political opinions are so absolutely inconsistent with theit ':uselessness:-of prayer.. · . 
views upon all other subjects; how; except that the so-called 3· Om\:further stepLin this·,degeneracy will< bring 
opinion is that of· some s<;mL which, by the .magic of its :cuS' to :the conclusion. ·A' man· who :has -lost· all 
personal electricity, has been. able to touch others into cbelie£in,prayer··to: God.wilL:speedily: pass td·'the 
sympathy?. 'Ho~Often is it possible by dint oflogic to argue i:oiudgment:that there::is· .. no God: to-pray; to~ Here. 
a man or woman out· of 'liking or disliking? 'The heart· J • 

aye;ds the part •aye,:that -makes·us'right:or 1vrong.' The :Ithen, isrithe:·.range-1 of:,spiritual degradation; ::It 
state of,heart :is that which detern'lihes· the- wisdom or the Lbegins· dn :f0Hy ;: it ends: in .unbelief. i ':Ilhe:'man 
foolishness of a human life. 1

· ubegins ·by defying. God ;':he ends by:denying :;Him.~t 

Professor A. B: Simpson te,lls how he was •onte ask~d.by 
a brilliant laWyer .. fot the best argttrhent·agairisHnfidelity. 

:.He'- 'Was,: he,affirmed,:. a.<sincere•. seelterc<aftet"tthth. l'DL 
Simpson· handed • him • from: ·his: libr:;try. ·Bushnell's:': Natur~ 
and the Supernatural, and asked him to .read .carefqli:Y th~ 
famm;s chapter. _on ,Christ's. resurrection, in which. tl;le. !lrgu> 
rt1entis presented as. a baiTiSter WOUld•presentaiCa~e to fh? 

·q. Laing; 

:'Vice breeds atheism. '·It is 'the-'testimonytof' poot'Robert 
i>J3urns•that · · · · · · 

It hardens a':. withip, · 
. And petrifies the feelipg._, . 

.. It eats .the ... heart .. out 0f the. m:ll.n;:wHhers· .. his,:sonl;•and 
. dest~oys his,very- c;apaqi~y- for Gocj. · f.No.fbjpg,' says the 

!at~ G.' J: Rornanes, 'is ~o, inimical ,to· Christian belief as :. . . . . . - . 

~J. H. JO\V.ett. 
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'·tm-Christian conduct. This is especially the case as regards 
impurity ; for whether the fact be explained on religious 
or non-religious grounds, it has more to do with unbelief 
'thim' has the spectilative reason. 

'Will you pardon a somewhat unmannerly illustration of 
· this 'grim truth ? One evening, the stoi"}i goes, iri the course 

of the mess-room dinner at an Indian cantonment,. an officer, 
·flushed with wine, took to quizzing the chaplain of the 
regiment. 'I cannot believe in the ·Bible, you know. 

, There are so ,:marty things in it which 11obody could 'accept .. 
Jonah and· the Whale, for instance:· what·do. you make: qf 
that?' The chaplain ·knew his man .. 'Yes,' he retorted,. 
looking him straight in· the face, 'there are many things in. 
the'Bible which ·are diffic'ult; but there are other things in. 

·it which are quite plain. The Seventh Commandment, for· 
instance.' The quizzing ceased.1 

1 D. Smith, Man's Need of God, ro3. 

BY PROFESSOR THE :REv. J. AGAR. BEET, D. D., ·RrCH.I\IOND. 

THE November number of THE ·ExPOSITORY 
TIMES contains a most valuable article on ' The 

~·Doctrine of a Future State,' by Dr. A.. Plummer, 
: aUthor of well-known . commentaries on ' several 
<books of the 'New: Testament. He reje'cts/ as not 
';taught in the Bible, and as misleading and. danger-
ous, the doctrine of the endless suffering of. the 
lost; and rejects also,: as its underlying and sup­
porting root; the doctrine of the Immortality of the 

· So.ul; i.e. the endless permanence and conscious­
ness of all human souls. He also calls loudly-and 
justly for a full reconsideration of the whole 

'matter. 
This article is an independent and strong con-

firmation of the teaching of my. volume Oh· The 
Last Fhings. Dr, Plummer's position 'is precisely 
my own, namely,· that the various writers ·of the: 
New:Teslament agree :to announce the: utter and 
finahtiin of the lost ; but do. not assert! their .end-' 
less permanence and suffering. This cou'elusibn 

··he supports by expositions· and: arguments' almost 
:' 'ideritical . with mine ; ·especially the tefet(mces. to, 
'·and quotations from, Plato, Cicero, 'Tten::eus,i 
· Athenagoras, Tertullian, arid Augustine. ·While. 
.·gladly -accepting this welcome confirmation; I shall 
in' this paper supplement it by some account of the 
history of the discussion, ·• and some . practical: 
remarks about the whole subject. · · 

Until a time remembered ·by •many still :'li:ving,, 
the 'theory current in' all Chm'ches was that' the 

· do'om of the wicked' will ·be· endless suffering• as 
. ·terrible as the excruciating. bodily agob.y. caused• bY 
· fi'te. 'This· doctrine, common• in all pulpits "Sixty 
years·ago, no one dates to preach now. But com~ 
'paratively few venture publicly to •di~dwn•it;•:and 
still feWer propound something better in its place. 

Yetfor many years past there have been voices·­
crying in the ·wilderness and, with more ·Or< .less. 
wisdom, denouncing this popular error; :e.g. a. 
volume by: the Rev. E. ·White; erititledrLife z'n 
Christ: 'Four·. IJt'sr:ourses, etc.,.: published·. in· r 846,. 
and· a • much' larger one, with a similar •title, -in 
187 5· In these volumes the writer repudiated the· 
above theory; and traced it, as does Dr. Plummer, 
to the doctrine ·of the Immortality of the•Soul.. 
This protest was accompanied, and as I •think 
weakened, by an attempt to prove· the ultimate· 
extinction of the lost; and by some other doubtful. 
arguments. The same teaching was ably set .forth­
by the Rev. H. Constable, M.A., in a work entitled• 
The Duratz'on and 'Nature of Future Pum'shment,. 
published in r869, ari.d ftequentlyreprinted. 

Soon after .. · Mr. White's •larger works, there ap-· 
peared a{srrtall volume entitled Future Punzsht!ient,. 
by Dr. C; Clerriencerwho ·enumerates theories : ( r )· · 
U niversal·Rest6tation1( 2) Annihilation, (3) Absolute­
Endlessness of Suffering and Sin; and•(4) his own 
opinion, namely; that 'In Scripture the Duration 
of Future Punishment is left Indefinite.' · By this. 
last opinion, Dr. Clemence evidently means •that 
the Bible• is•qtiite•definite aboubthefinality•of the· 
doom of the :lost;, but leaves open the possibility · 
that they may' ultimatdy •sink into unconsciousness .. 
·ofthe<othenheories;:he says: "We•do:n'Oii accept 
the first, .for it seems. to us t!gal?zst Scripture -;•.•nor · 
the<second, .for it •dlstotts:Scripttire ;:nor-the th:H-d, 
for ·it· goes beyrmd Scripture.' In other·.'words,.:·he · 

'ia;nticipated 'the: • tei(ching afterwards setf fotfn· by· 
myself and Dr:Ph.Jrnmer. · · 

Dr. Clen.1erice seems· to me to have himselfgone 
'beyond ';the teaching· of the Bible,, by sayingtliat 

· 'No huri'fan spirit: reaches the crucial'pbi'nt.iof~its. 


