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(BY ALLEN PRINOLE.)

'What is mueant bv seul 1 Thiis is the first thing to br a«ttiod.
la thc seul of maxi an indescribablo Ilimniaterial entity " apart
froint the uind, dvollig li the body during life, but independent
of it; or is tha soul thec minti-te ag-gregate of aur mdental nctivi-
ties-a consensus of aur f.xulties 1Tite former view la nucient,
thc latter moder-thoe ue is theological, the other scientific. WVo
knov. of course, whlat W'ebster and WVcrccster, andi the *"Comn-
mcntators"I tell us of seul], by ilicy cannot sot tle the question.

lI order te acertain defiuitely vrhati iii ent by seul nniong
tiacolosgians cf tho present day, 1 address&d loerae cf enquiry te
tive or six of tie leading eues in thia couîîtîry, viz., Prof. Dawson,
McGill Cellege, Montreal ; 11cr. G. «.N. Grant, Qtieen's University,
Kingston: J. T. Lewis, Episcopalian flialîc1'; Dr. Lynch, Romni;
Cathlic .Amrchisbepl; Rer. Di. Nelles, Victoria Cellege, Cabou rg ;
andi Dr. flyerson, Toronto. Tite foilowing, Nwith semte variation,
according te thc eue atidresscti, is a eopy cf Uic latter:-
"J. M. Datreoi, £.L.D., F.R.S., PrLîdcda M3fGill Collège,

.MonitreaZ:
"DEAn SmR :-Without making any apology fer addressing yen,

I proced nt once te stato my reqnest. '%Vi1l yen k-indly greco me
a definition, ns a scientist anti thoogialî, of «Seul,' oi 4 Spirit'-
that part cf mani wbicli is saiti ta ba imînortal.

IlPcas-3 givea nccise statement of %vlint yen uriderstanti by
tire ' seul cf man!.

"Your.-, etc."
I reeivoti, if net satiqfactory, nt lenst caurteous replies froin

ail, except bis Grace thea Roman V.atholic Ardîbisbop, -who moade
noe reply, or, if ho diai, it wlet to =ech me.

Only tbree, however, cf thes theciogirura venturet to defino
<Seul," andi tell wliat thoy uzideratood by tire word. Prof.

D&twoon, whoso conception of it 1 wac more axiius to gat thrar

auy, a3 hoe is regardeti tire ablest champion Christianity Iras iii
itis country, dit not give any definition, as thea question wo.s,

le)%vs Ilserry to say, net at ail in bis lino of study."' As Pt-af.
Dawsonî, by implication, if net directly, deals ivith theological
questions iii iis polenical defencas cf tire Bible from a. scientiflc
stantipoint, it la te ho regretteti andi wondered at tirat ho cari givo
ne acceunt of Ilseul " eithcr frais a scientifla or tlroologic stand-
point.

Amn-n tire threo (Principal Grant, Bisirop Lewis, andi Dr.
ftyerson), who do givo their dofinitions cf Ilseul," there la mucli

jdivergence. One retains tire Ancient Greek and medieval nation
cf soil as tin essence or entity entirely indepenticat cf tire body,jandi preducing ail cf its activities-montal and piiyricai. Anotîrer
takces a niue modern andi scicntîic view, and makeg seul te
includa tire intellect, affections, etc. Tite otirer seems to hoiti a
sert cf compromise pcaition-a mitddle ground-botirenu tIra
eiii(j hvpatlîeis andi tira proscrit <'consensus cf tire tire biunrran
far-ltics"I exposition cf tira Pcsitivist scirool. Tirern je Lhus littia
agreement ameîrg tircolegians as to whnt seul is. In iecking fer
anything like consensus among tbom, yen cnly finti "lconfusion
wvorse tonfoundeti." Thre chnes cf cenflicting nations and cancelp.
tiens of seul raay, irewevnr, bo reducet te two general proposi.
tiens, tlîus :-First, Sou! je an eisdtce or entity iridepeudeat
cf tire organisai, yet indispensable te aI cf iLs activities;
andi Secondly, Seul is tira suin cf tlic mental activities,
resulting front orgarlization. Tho fermer conception, ini a mnucir
more extendot sense, runs tirrougli Greek philosophy andi mieival
literiture. Plato spposmedtiisseutlor entity ta e.istih1 allor,,an-
isins andi forme, animal and vegetable, bcing ire source, net arrly cf
every activity, but cf overy [onu. Tite only residunr, however,
of tis ancient fi-mont tlrat nowv remains le, aecording te Mr.
F. Harrison, Uhc notion cf maîs's inîniortal seul. Tite Cliristian
philosophy of theso timeG still locates tlîis seul entity in mani
babmnd ail bris rietirties; but witlrout tho cansistency of tire Grcek
philosopher, terries it te animas, trees, etc.
tNow, if every manifestation cf mmnd or emotien ini maxi requiros

*seul hournd iL te produce it, thon, cf course, overy manifestation
cf mmnd or feeling ini tira lower animais must P.iso haro seul belint
it te produce it. H-ence, on thua hypotiWis, avery animal lias un
Î mmortai seul. This is thoa cuir logical conclusion frais thra
premisca. If mani is imumortal, Ira mu&t in:Dvitnlbly taka with i mtovery animal which nranifests mmnd, front thc polcat te tic gerilia.

lIn tire way cf tis; seul thory ara certain diflicultice 'wiich
Itiroso who sill adhre te IL, on gron rids of eddkence, ouglit to cicar
rip. Tho fint littlo diflculty which vwe meet la, tirat ther. îs not
ono partie of proof forthcoming outide cf se-cahot révélartion


