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hc'.d by all found Mctniilijslcinng, that tho pure (lp.to.ofcoii()oioi'»nc«« ore high

Hbuvo au8])icion j they odinit noithor of doubt nor denionstintion,

Once iiioro, and finally, so far ns jiliil(i«in)lii<'«! arf^uinonts aro conoornod,

ifateridliim votilnnlivtn our ilrnn;/ ami intUnfrurtihli' citUHtiouxiKnii o/ixriionuliti/.

Each of you fools that ho is an individual and n.s such incapahio of divislim lilio

a pioco of matter. You cannot think of yoursolf as noparuKMl into parts, your

consciouKiio.M!* in ono and not two or thrco. An 1 when you speak of memory, or

judf,'niert, or iniajjination you cannot regard the.-e n.x parts of an ohject coinjios-

od of a C'jngorics of things. On tho contrary, i/ou, the inUivUihlc bciny, remember,

judge and imagine. I grant that you can readily conceive of tho dismeinbfr-

mont of your physical organism, hut not of the disintegration of your soul. Tho

conscii-nsnosa of iis unity is curried witli us tlirougli all the changes from in-

fancy to old ago, ami abides with us even in llic last throes of physical

(liss(dutii)n, the soul asserting its inilividuality above tlio wreck oi' tho more

material frame. Interrogate a jiersim the v<My Inst moment before death and

ho will tell you that he lias this consciousness asstiong as at any previous peri-

od of his oxistonco. Tliis is tlio last you /-mow of him. Aad can you fuirly say

anything beyond what yon /iiimr in the case? Assuredly not. And Iienco if any

one will venture to aflirm that the soul becomcr extinct at death he alhrmsthat

of which in the nature of the case he must bo absolutely ignorant. And this,

you observe, narrows our controversy to a single point, viz. shall wo abanOou

as chinicrical tiiat of which we are fully assured by tho consciousness of c ,y

moment and rest our creed upon that of which we have, antlcan have, uo/fcHow-

ledge, so far as jdiilosophy is concerned? Assuredly not. Let Materialists

advance the negation, " no scul." AVc answer, it is utterly incapable of ])root"

and must therefore l>o rejected, whil the ojiposito can be fully established, and

forces itself upon our accetpanco.

And noAv, in bringing mv discussions to a close, let mo shcAv, briefly, that

th' re»n(ln thus arrived at ^tidoaoijhiadly are fvUy sustained lii) the teachinys of
Scri'jitare,

This argument, which to many minds is ijy far tho most satisfactory, might

bo extended to groat length, but I must limit myself for tho present to a few

passages. It is scarcely necessary to remind you that the view presented of God
us the Great First Cause, as absolutely independent of what is material, as tho

Intelligent Author an 1 Ruler of all things, is tho uniform doctrine of the Bible.

The very opening words in the volume are decisive in this respect. " In the begin-

ning God created the heavens and the earth.*" Here the two, the Creating

fcipirit and tho things created are clearly distinguished from each ether. And, I

believe, that just as in consciousness we apprehend soul and body so with equal

certainty do we cognize God as tho Supreme, tJ only Cnuso of our being.

" In him we live, and move, and have our being'' (Acts xvii28) And if this be

0, you may see, in passing, that demonstrations or logical proofs of the being

of God add nothing to the cor(;unty of our belief in this fundamental doctrine.

On the contrary a logical process admits of error and thus far may unsettle our

creed while tho very semblance of error is totally excluded from the pure deli-

verance of consciousness. ^
Need I remind you, too, that tho propositions laid down as furnishing a

basis for a true system of morals aro fully recognized in the Bible ? No ono

can have any hesitation in saying that it most emphatically declares that there


