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THE IMMORTALITY OF THE 80UL.

BY PRINCIPAL CAVER,; D.D.

' Is the human soul immortal, oris it

not? i.e, Shallit for over exist or not "

B The question is elearis ono of the ntmoet
B moment, and the answez which wo return
to it will evidenily have *ho most import-

ant bearing upon every part of our religi-

ous bellef. There ave, of comee, those
who hold that the .soul (s0 named)is
merely a function of the body, and that it
perishes with the body, Tiere is in man,
they eay, nothing which may survive the
denth of the body; there is nothing to re.
main after the dissolution of the body. for
consojousness, and thought, and emotion,
and volition are morely phenomena of
matter—meroly the result of the bodily
organization. This is the docirine of the
Matorialista. Those who hold itare usually

B dicboliovers in revelation ; but the same
E doctrino, or a doctrine scarcely to be dis-
tinguished from it, is8 held by some who
profess to derive their beliefs from the
Bible. ‘They agree i.e., with the opinion
representud as to the natural mortality of

the soul, and they hold that immortality
belongs only to thoee who are in union
with Christ, and are made to share in the
unending life which is His. The uare-
deemed and the nnrenewed shall not exiet

@ after death. In their case continued exist-
ence may not be thought of, for they have
failod to gain the immortality whioh comes
only through partaking of the life which is
in Christ. Sote of the advooates of this
dootrine endorse distinetly the psychology
or ontology,
acems to hold no psychological theoury, but
content themselves with affirming that
Seripture teachies that the soul is mortal,

or that man is mortal, and that continued
existence after death can be attrined only

must be distingnished from it: the doo-
trine, namely, that the mind or soul can-
not act—cannot have consciousness—
without a material organ. Mind is de-
pendent upon its union with matter for its
relationship to time—for all conditioning
—for thyught, Hence when man dies he
| must either cease to bs conscious till the
: resurrection qr he must, if conscions, have
connection either with the body which is
_in the grave, or with a body in some more
refined form which our senses cannot ap-
preciate. Thus, Olshausen, in his commen-
tary on the 15th chap, of 1 Corinthians,
says, * The apostle by no means recog-
nizes the possibllity ot oxistence as a pure
spirit without bodily organization. Tho
octrine of the immortality of the soul'and
the name are alike unknown to the entire
Bible ; and, indeed, with justice, becaunse
a personal conaciotteness in created beings
necessarily pre-supposes the limifation of
the body, The modern doctrine of im.
mortality is not materially diffarent from
the supposition that the soul flows back
like a drop into the great sea of nniversal
Jifs.* Inthe third century Origer wrote
against an Arabian teacher who maintain-
ed that the soul dies with the body, but is
raiced with it at the last day. Thisopinion
was revived in the 17th century by William

in a book publishod in 1708, maintained
that souls are naturally mortal, but be-
come imutortal by meaus of Chrlstian bap.
tism. In our own time many are telling
us that the doctrine of the immortality of
the soul i3 not found m Sevipture ab all;
that it is a hoathen doctrine which theo-
logiaus have borrowed, and that we are
allowing the speculations of Socrates and
Plato, of Cicero, and Seneca, to govern
our interpretations of tha Sacred Writings.
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through redemption. There i3 another " 10
doctrine somewhat akin $o this, but which | thou goest.”—Ece. ix. 10.
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Coward, » London physician. Dodwell, .

opinions we hs«» espscially in view,
equally with onrselves, profess to defer,
would answer the yiestion—-is the human
goul iumortal or not 2 We shall not ox
peot to flud n Seripture de fimtions and
statomonts such a8 ony metaphysicians are
pocuatomed to give—definitivua and state-
meuts of a purely oninlosieal charactor
for tho Bible has ever a dnectly moral and
religions cnd in view: but we shall, if 1
mistuke not, find abuulant evidonee that
the dunial of immortality to man "oept
as redeemed 'm Ourwt, hag 0o inspired
warinnt ; nay, that the opposite doetrme
is olently and ceitainly taught. It may,
howover. be praper at thix stage to men
tion the chaructsr of the argnments alleged
from Swipture a.aivst the natural 1n
mortalty of the soul. They are prino:-
pally the follawing :—(1) Death was the
peunlty throatensd tor the violition ot
the ¢sveanut whioh Gud origiualiy mude
with Adewm, *“In the day thou catest
thereof thou shalt surely die” * The
wayes of gin is death” 'Tnis doos not
mean, it is asserted, that the body only dies
while the soul suall hve, but that man
shatl loso the immortal-ty which would
have been his had he retatued tho privilege
of access to the treo of life. 121 Agmn,
thuse passages in whioh we are suid to
have life in Jesus Clirist are adduced as
roof, ** Ha that hath the Son hath life,
10 that hath not the S shall notsce
Itfe,” *“As the living Father huth sont
Mo, and I live by the Fatuer, so ho that
eatoth Me shall live by Mwo"” (8.) "The
end snd punishment of the wicked—the
unredeemed —is represented in such ex-
pressions ns ¢ perishing," being * destroy-
ed,” being ' consumeil,” being **burat
up" as chaff, ete. (4) Then thero are
many passages in Scipture which repre-
gout the dead as without kaowledge, ewo
tion, or power, which speak as if all were
over with them ; so that in tueir end they
are not to be distinguished frowm the

of the materinlist; others | beasts that perish—* Ior that whiech be-

{ulleth the sons of men befalleth beasts
even oue thing bofulleth them—as the ono
dioth so dioth the other; yea, they have
have all one breath.—Kec. iil. 19.
# Thore is no work, nor duvice, nor know-
ledye, nor wisdom in the grave whither
“Tor the grave
cannot praise Thee; death caunot cole-
brate Theo; they that go down into the
pit caunot hope for Thy trath. The living
he shall praise Thee as I do this day,'s
Isa. xxyviii. 18-19, ¢ Wilt Thou show
wonders to the dead? Shall the dead
arise and praise Thee? Suall Thy loving
kindness be declared in the grave, or Thy
faithfulners in  destruction?”  Rasglm
Ixxsviii, 10, 11, T am not here professing
to give an exhaustive account of the argu-
ments of those who deny on professedly
Seriptural grounds the natural immortality
of the hnman soul, but merely such a brief
statement as may rendor intelligible what
will be said in reply: at the same time the
classes of passages adverted to are those
on which, I think, they mainly rest their
belief. Now let it be understoed that in
asserting as a Soriptural doctrine the im-
mortality of the soul, I do not mean that
it haa imwmortality in virtus of its constitu-
tion—in virtue of what it is in itself, and
considered apart from God, becauso in the
absolute sense ¢ God only hath immortal-
ity,” 1 Tim. vi. 16. Evea holy angels and
redeomed men in heaven have no immor-
tality apart from God; they have it in
Him, in union with Him, All oreation,
all ereatnrely endowments are from Him.,
He is not only the fouutain of all being,
but He continually upholdath the works
which e has made. They could not
exist, we may beliove, bat in Him. There
is no reason to think that existence is
something which necessavily and inalien-

. ably belongs to persons and things which

We are well accustomed to hoar the .

spiritual nature of man, aad his immortal.
ity, deaied by the rejectors of revelation;
but it may seem & surprisiag thing to find
it maintatued that the Bible itself knows
nothing of the common doctrine of the
charch—the common dogtrine of mankind
—regarding the soul. Now surely it is
nothing against the dootrine of the soul’s
immortaiity that it was embraced with
more or less decision-~with more or less
clearness of vision—by the best and wisest
of tho heathen. The heathen philosophers
who were of purer mould argued for it;
those whose tendencien were less spiritnal
were dieposed to deny it, or to matntain
that we had no evidence of value for it.

No one surely can read the discussion of !

this subject by Cicere in his ** Tusculan

uestions,” and in his “De Senectute,”
without the deepest interest and without
saying, ¢¢ this is the clearest liihl in which,
apert from revelation, these high themes
may be seen ; how much joftier this than
Epionrus or Lincretiust” Whalever may
be said regarding the ontological argu.
ment foy the soul's countinned existence—
the argament arising from the simplieity
of its nature—we are very far from allow-
g that the moral argument has no force.

he supposition of the mortality of the soul
does. seom ‘o contradict our idea of the
attributes of God—bis wisdom, goodness,
aud justice, We find in ourselves a long:
ing after immortality ; we have eq{aoities
which are bat most imperfeotly unfolded in
the present life, and the moral listory of
man would appear to be & ** web of incon-
gruities,” if the life that now is were the
only one. But in this leoiuze we propose
to deal with the question of immortality
slmply upon the grounds of Seripture evi:
dense. We shall try, by caveful exnmina-
tion of Seriptare teaching respecting the
tn iny of man, to aseertain

aure
bow that anthority, to which those whose

once exist, 50 that when launched int-
actuality they become, in a sense, inde-
pendent of their author and Maker, and
8o hold on their way. When, therefors,
we olaim for the human soul iamortality,
wo simply mean that God has made it to
bo immortal, and that it is His will that it
should for ever exist. Quite obviously, if
the fact that ** Godonly hath immortality”
has any bearing against the view we are to
sustain, it will equally bear against the
immortality of the inhabitants of hoaven.
God can bestow the endowment on whom
Heo pleases, and under such condifions
and for such ends ag are accordaunt with
His chavactor. 1, In support of the com-
mon doctrine regarding the immortality
of the sonl, lat us call attention to the ac.
count given in Scripture of the croation of
man. When God created the animals He
said, ¢ Liet tho waters bring forth abund.
antly the moving creatare that hath life;”
Lot the earth bring forth the living
creature after his kind;"” butl, as svery
reader hao noticed, in words far more
solemu and elevated iz the creation of
man introduced and recorded. * And God
said let us make man after onr image,
after our likeness;” and so **God oreated
man in His own image, in the iraage of
Gol created He him,” If, thon, man is
created in God's image, he must have &
spiritual nature ; for God is a 8pirit.
Scripture nowhore says of any of the living
creuturos that surround us that it is creat-
ed after the image of God, Surely none
of us could tolerate the tremendous anthro-
pomorphism which alleges that God is a
material being, and has a body of which
man's is a miniatare; or the frigid and
inaue intarpretation which rasolves the
image of God into man’s * dominion over
the creatures.” In socordance with the
representation here, man, in common
with the angels, is called a ** Son of God."”
In the second chapler of Genesis we have
a supplematary and more dotailed account
of man's oreation:—* And the Lord God
formed man of the dust ot the groand, and
breathed intp Liis nostrils tive breath of life,
and mau beosme & livingsoul,” This lan-
guage may, at fitst aight, appear not so high

as that of tho previous acconnt. for here
man is ouly o hiving soul—a designation
whiceh ho has in common with the animas
around him. Bat stiil the procca ot hee
creation is essontially distnot from that uf
tho brate croatnres: Goed * breatties to
s nosteils the breath of lite.” Ds we
not, inthose last worde, flud o distinet de-
clarntion of the dualism of wiw's gatdaic ?
As Adam—as man—he is fermed from Lhy
dust; and yet, as haviog the D.cine
. fi) stus, he hus 2 spiritun! natuve ; and 18
waonof God, Let no one grossly con-
cmve of a human budy, formed from the
dust, but stll inanim ste, filt the D vine
breath enters the nostrils, endowing tins
wmaterial frame with vitality, and esusing
the whoeels of life to begin to move—ihe
bodily form curaplets bus dead—.hen, sub-
soquon ly, lite imparted.  Wuat 18 taught |
18 clonrly tho two-fold nature of man, who |
is body and spirit, in whowm earrn aud
heaven meet, who oxhibits au lnmortal
eggouco wrapped in the ntegum-uts ot
flosh. We cnanot here discuss the ques
von, whether, accurding to S:riptur.,
thero are in man's nature two distinet
elemonty, or three, the guestion ot Dic
hotomy or Trchotomy, Suime find in the
text befores us the Inichiotowny viived :
the dast, the Divine brouth. the lLiving
soul. By muost, the hving roal is regneded
not a8 a tertium quid—a tuird eloment ro-
salting but as the dosiguation of the
contpositum—ihe dust of the ground, and
the Dwiue breath uaited. [way, in pags-
iug, be aliowed to expruss the opinion ¢nal
whilst *‘nephesh ” sad ** raach "—psyche
and pneuma—soul and spirit —are not sl
ways iaterchangeabls terins, and whilst 1n
wany instances » distinetin, such us the
Trichutomists allege, must be mado be-
tween thom, yet wo huve no evidence thut
goul and epirit are distmnot substincqs,
to be ocarefully discriminated from each
othier, a3 you might disorimunato the body
from oither, At the same time the doc-
trine of three distinel eubstances in man
has far more upparent suppars in Soripturs,
coqnes far neaver to an interpretativa cf
the statomeat regarding his creaii m, thaa :
the doctrine of homogeneity. As Delitzicn
observes, * Too nareative of the creativo i
!

of man in Genesis ii. is especially inteaded
to give us the recognition of this compusi e
nature in man; and theuce, on tue one
hand, to tell us of the importance of his
position in this worid, and oa the othur,
of tho possibdity of his dwsolu.ion by
death, It could not in any way more
sharply indicate the eseential reality of
the opposition of spirit aud matter than
by representing mun ag originating from a
combination of an immediats breathing of
God with the body of eseth. Beyond coa-
tradiction, therefore, it is against Serip-
ture to make mau a& bomy 80 to speak,
out of one pieco or at one oasting. Tue
body is neither the precipitate of thospirit, |
not the spirit the sublimate of muiter.
Both views derange the lunite of creation
drawn by Seriptare.” Buas it is said, you
can argite nothiny regarding a soul, oc
spiritual substance ocr principle, in man ,
from the words: “ God breathed iuto his
nostrila the breath of life and he became a
living sonl:” for the ammals also are said
to liave the *living soal’ —tuie ** nephesh.”
It is und ubtediy correct to say that the
“nephest” belongd to tie animuls in com
mon with man, Tho instances wiiere this
ocotirs are 80 nuwerous, sud the fuct is 8o ;
naquesttoned that L hardly need to refer
to passages in proof. Ia the worls al.
i ready quoted from Gen. i. 21 24 respecling ,
the creattoa of the animals, they ure ealled
 tite living crentuce "—Ilterally * the liv-
{ ing soul,” nephesh, So,in olmp. ii.19:—
| % Whatsoever A-lam ealled them—the iiv |
| g croatures (the living soalt —that was
| theie name. ** Bat we do nw fonnd our
i argument for the spiritual natave of man
; upon his bocoming * & living lsou!," bu. |
upon the facts tnat he is mude in the D,
vine 1mage, and that God breashed ioto
him to the effsct of s boerming a hiving
soul. No one tiunks of denyiag that he
bas & life in common with the creatures |
arouad him, and that he receives tius life |
when the Divine inspiration takes place.
Ualess the spiritual nature implied in the
s jmage of G sd,"” and in Gd's ** breathing
intothim,” should coms into union with the
dust, he would not, be ** a living soul "—he
would remain insnimate earth. There is
not tho stightest dufiisulty, therefsre, in
seaing why this creature of a higher type |
|

should be designated by an expression
which declares lus aflimty with the
avimals ; so that we can say, * The son of
man which is a worm.” Taere ure, how- |
aver, mauny passages, had we tims t)
revert to them, in which ‘nephesh ™ as
aseribed to man has a higher meauing, orin
whioh things are predicted of mag’s * ne

phesh ” which conid not be predioted of
the animals, as, ¢.g., oconfidence in Gd
(Paalm lvii. 2) aud piety towarls Him
(Psalm lxxxvi.4). There is another term
by which the incorporeal part of man is
fraquently desiguated—* rusoh”—pneuma.
The term primarily signifies breath or aur,
and is froquently used in this sense, It is
not often employed in speaking of the
lower animala, \We have, indeed, the ox-
pression * breath of life” twice nsed in the
acsouat of the frod, with referauce both to
man and the animals, In Jobxi. 10, “ne-
phesh ™ is asoribed to brutes, and * rusch
to men: * In whose hand is the nephe-h
{soul) of every living thing, and the ruach
(aplrit) of all mankind.” There seems to
be, indeed, kut ons instancs in which
siyunch ” (the term standing alone) is a:-
tributed to the bensts, vir., Ecoles. iii, 21 :
w Who kuoweth the spirit (ruach) of m.n
that goeth apward, and the spirit of the
boast that goeth downward to the earth.”
Woe shall return to this passage, aud show
that it is olearly to be oited in prool of the
human spirit being of a difforent order
from that of the beasts, and of its existence
being unaffectsd by the death of the body.
But at thav alage in our argument let it be

remarked that in the ascription alike to

man wnd beast of Loth = peplosh il
“runech ™ there 1 nothing which in the
shghtest  dewree  inemnustes  that the
Luwman foul 8 not iwmortal, or caste
foult upou tho spirituslity ot wau'a na-
ute as mvelved in {he acconut of his crea-
don.  With just ax grest plaaubility on-
deed greater; could omne wrgue thal the
Aty aie {unas tul bevatss they aro pid
tu have soul aud spirlt with man, as that
man is motal beranss hie 13 suid to have
soul and spict with the beasts, The point
is not dectded 1 oue way or anothor by the
u-re u 6 of these tormn«; and wo must
curetully enquiro what the Soriptures say
respecting the quelities of soul awd spint
in the one case nad m the othor, aud
respeoting  their existance beyond  the
grave, Il. Let our attentivn be now di

rociwed to soiue passages in the Old Testa

wont winch teach or imply the mmortality
of the soul. M ainy persons, who noverthe

less  believe the doctriue, a3, e, 83mc
Souvintan  writers of the 16th nud 17 1
¢ nturies, have maintaned that the nn

wurtality of the soul 18 not taaght in the

Ud Tostumiont; and that it remamed for,

the Messialt to proelmum it. Warbarton
dorives oune of lis mam proofs of the
D.viue Logation of Moses frum the supposged
sitence of his writiugs upoa the sutji<ot of
unmortality.,  Mowes, lio arguos, beine
susia-ued 1n his legslation and govern
wont by immediate divine auth nity, had
uot the same necessity as other teachers
aud leginlators fir procuriug sauction for
his doetriues or laws by appeal io ths hopo
of reward uud tha fear of punishment Le-
yond the grave. Wero there no dircot
stutement of men's immortity ic tho
Poutuateuoh, it would by no mesns follow
that the dootrine was unkaswn to the
Laraclites ; aod tar less that this d.ctrine
18 not ttue, But the bshef of the I brews
fu the existence of souls afier death is
oloarly attested by the laws of Moses
aguinst necromancy or the invecutbion of
the doad (Deut. xvitl, 8 12},  Whatever be
the true expiruation of the acpoarance
afte: hir death ot Samuel to Sanl, the
story ciesrly enough attests the belief of
the Lsruilttes, for not only dies Samusi
cowo frow the pluce or state whore L+ s,
to delure what awaited the kiay, bat he
says to him, * To-morrow shuall thou and
tuy gon be with me,” Very oltendors the
0Ll Tustament spesk of the reswa or kiug
dow of the dead, under tue bname of
© Bueu),” or * Hades,” as the Greck
venders it, This is the place where tho
departed ave, whether good or cvil. They
ars represented as _conscions and, ina
tnensure, active. Lt oue passage be
toforrod to—Isa. xiv. 9 19, It wore useless
to tell us that this is a highly poetical
passage, and that nothing regarding the
siato of the dead, or the beiiof of the Jews
respecting the dead, may bo wnferred irom
1; tor bad the Jews not believed in the
osntiuued existeace of the dead there
would bo no basis for the puetical repre-
sonation given ; uay, the trutufuluess of
Soripie wonld be cowpromged. Iu ae-
cordance with this conception of * Sheol,”
men wien they die are eaid ¢ tu be gather-
ed to their fathers,” to “sleep with their
fithers ;” modes of expression which could
no. kave ar sea unless foc the beliof ia the
eg1storco ot the sonl in the uaseon world.
I: Ecoles, xiti. 7 wo read: * Taen shall
tuw du-t return to the dust as it was; and
the spuit uuto God who gave it." Iu the
fir t part of thig verse there is clearly an
siluston to Genesig ii, 19: * Till thou re-
turn to the dust, for from it wast thou
tukouy for duat hou art; anl uato dust
sislt tuon rewuru.” The body which is
formed of dast roitarns to it4 original elo-
meun 8 Batas the account of man’s croa-
tivn makes reforence to an olement in Lim
whieli is mot of the dust—the Diviae
preath ; so here, when he dies, this ele-
uieut 8 not repréented avperishing. The
spicit—the * ruach “—Joes not retura to
dust, for it is not of dust; nor does 1t he-
come extinet, but ¢ returns to God who
gweit,  Iu thisaspect ot Lis bemng, man
caunot be subjected to destruciion, but
participates 1 the imperishableness of
God. The Chaldes paraplirases tho He-
brow as follows: * Et spiritus animae
redebit ut stet in judico coram Deo qui
dedit illam tibi,” Tuose who lag to heart
the adwomtion of the fiest vevse of this
chapter (* Ramewber now thy Creator in
the days of thy youtk ™) will ses at once
that the reference to judgment made by
the Targuwm is entirely ir place. The
spirit *“retucos to God,” which must
elthier mean a phantltenstic absorptivn in
the deity, or the conunued existence of it
n ita pereonality, in that world where
pien reap ag they have sown. “ The doe-
trine of tue Old ‘Lotawneut is that sin and
righteousness sta-up aa indelible character
on the soul; nor is it possible that the
distinction between the righteous and
tho wicked, 80 emphatically insisted
on, should be reduced to nothing
n the mowent of death. Tho piercing
seriousness with which judgment is in this
Buok everywhere anncunced is decision
agsinst such & view.” It is unnecessary
to do more than stato the fact that the
words commented on refer to the destiny
of men in general, and not to auything
specific in the death of the righteous:
they ars closely similar to the New Testa-
ment words :——*It 18 appointed unio men
ouce to die, and after death the judgment.”
We oall attention next to s remarkablo
assago in the thitd cliapter of the same
gook :—¢I aa1d in mivo heart concerning the
estate of the svns of men that God might
manifest them, and that they might see
that they thems-lves are bensts. For
that which befalteth the scvas of men
befalloth beasts, even one thing befalloth
them: as the one dieth so dieth the
other; yes, they have all ous breath; so
that & man have no pre.eminence above
& beast: for all is vanily: all go nuto
ame piace: all are of the dumst, aud all
qaem to dust agaia. Who knoweth the
spirit of man that goeth upward, and the

|
spacil b t o beast thal goddl dow ward to
] the earthi s A detatled ¢y osifion of there
vorgef  woold rognire nexe hie fhan
i wo ean hore devote to them, They must
, not be regnided as & prece of 1aaterinii-bie
i =eeptieism,  The prorcher s speaking o
j the end of mang Qite on earth as a thing
i fitted and dewpnated to humbie Iing, aond
purge bvs heart of atubition und vam de-
stref, Heo die~ ovon ws the boasta. ho 18
 buried oven ns they, Laokmyg with the
i ayo of nenso ot what veeunrs, he geems to
ave no proe-etinonco oser thenn His
i honour and dignity wre brought Jdown fo
jthe grave. 1t o irne that there o tins 1m-
wense difference between his end and that
jof the beasts, that his * gpint coeth up-
+ ward - joturns to God who gave oty
, whitlo that of the heast © gooth downward
—puotishies with the bivath; but tias iz not
 vevealad te=pouse, anud hinders ot that dis.
i solution and corruption ghould rvead him
lossona of the despest hamiinty,  Tous un-
Fderstond, thoe st verse is a pluin etato-
, ment of the imwmortality of the soul, of its
. not porishing 1 the dexth of tha body.
Aud, accurding to the Hebrew vowel,
y points, ete., the traasiation ot the verse
muat givo this meaumy, dees contain this
« a8, rtion regarding the spiat, But sup-
poss we adopt another visw of the whole
pasaage, and traaneiate thus, *\Who know-
etb that the apirit of maen goeth upward,
aned that the sgarit of the beust goeth downe
ward tu the earth. "1t wonld testify with
haedly fess clearnies to the soul’s inmor.
taaty. lorn this caze we shivuld have to
re rard thess vewses as the langnego of the
i godly, matenalistie, sensual man, be.
I iding € 10 wwdisenuniuate havoe made by
death muaong living creatuves-—how all,
men nad animals, aro swoept away into one
pramisenons  and  dishononred  doom.
* Wito ean discern —ay af he ghould say—
“ anything to distingwsh them 1a their
end? Who can mark the hmmnan spirit
rising to auother sphera whon it leaves
tine? Who can soo the slightest difference
m the fate of man nad beast?” Suappuse.
I &1y, the sncred writer 13 parsonating one
who lias such seutimoats (tor thoy are not
hus cwa, as the la«t chapicr shows, nay, as
the very facs thiat bis bouk has placein the
Canon of Seripture, shows! 16 15 not Jess
mnifest that those who beliovo in God
and in 1ovelation ace conceived of as hold-
g the immortality of the spwit. Why on
any other supposition should this glovmy
epteurcan demand evidonce that the doom
of man is othor than that of tho beast?
Thus, take the passage as you please, you
| must find in 1t exther a direct statoment of
| tho sutvival of death by the huwman spirit,
z or o certain implication that such survival
[

ia believed in by tue godly. It seoms
strango, indead, that the passage should
over have been claimed by the matenalist.
Tuo same kind of exegesis which would
find in this verso anything to insinuate
. donbt of the soui’s oxistonce after death,
; would find 10 many parts of the Scriptures
the  grossest immorality commended,
and atheism deaclared to be the highest
wisdom,

i {To be Contenued.

Students
Society.

Knox ©ollege Missionary

The following sams have becn recsivad
by the 'Freasurer up to date, from fields
occupied by the Sosiety.—Biytiteswood,
$64.56; Campbell’s Sottlement, $17.25,
Leamington, 84.00; Parry Sound, $50.00,
Blair Settlemeat, $15.00; Hagerman and
MoKeller, $12.20; Wabaushene, $561.00;
Port Sovern, 430 25; Stuegeon Bay, $16 00;
Shaquendah, $10.25; Kigawon, §11.415
Littie Current, 9.70; Goro Bay, $88.00;
Providonce Bay, $21.00; Miwchacl's Bay,
§80.00; Green Bush. 10 75; Possil Huil,
49.20; Manitowaning Viliage, 512.50;
Ru lga’s Settiement, $8.75; Rossean, $29.79;
Turtls Lake, $22.00; Meisenhomors,
1915.50; P&t Carling, $11.50; Masquosh,
80,445 «ariow, $107.00; Mayo, $2.00,
Maynooth, $52.60 ; Manitoba, §24.80.

From the Siations:—Burns Chureh,
$80 00; DBoar Creel, $47.60; St. Auns
87.65; Lyndock, $300; Monnt Albert,
$17.25; Vivisu, $209; Altos, $7.09;
Caledon West, $21.86; Port Stanlav, §8.00;
Trowbridge, $5.00; Queensedl., $504:
Ravenshoe, $3.00; Kwbuca. <1110z
Minising, $2 46; Greonfisld, $1 57; Short-
reed’s Mills, $2 81 ; Anrora, %5 01, Victoria
Road, §2.16; Hespler, §6.10; Duon, $2,00:
West Paslineh, §6.00; East Iaelineh,
$9.50; Lucan, $19.20; Exoter, §1.033 Wil
der, 35 25; Woodatock, $15.00; Cranbrook
and Eshel, $6 00; Bamilton,§25 90 ; Pales.
tine, $10.75: IKenton, $19.55; Guelpa,
$60,00; Dasboro, $5.08; Huutley, $8.00-
Chatham and Dover, §2030; Port Dai-
housie, ete., $27.90; Nissour, 320.00.
Elora, 8$39.00; Rev. Dcof. Grogg, $3.00;
P. 0. Goldie, $4.00; F. R. Beattie, $500;
A Friend, 810003 A. Molutosh, $2.00;
Miss Gauld, $1.00; J. C. Huacking, $1.0:
Pritmosxo, §5 04,

. H. Rarerier, Treasurer.

Kuno- tollege. April 3rd., 1876.

You said, * Depart from me:” and now
God eays, * Depart, yo cursed.’

Prixck LEWNINGRY, who distinguishsd
bimself by ranning down the Mstletoe, is
to be promoted to flag rank., as souzs
acknowledgment of his services.

Tar Koghshpapers notieo that Mr. Glad.
stone, having taken a mce prominent part
in tho debatos of this sessioq, an indication
is furnishied that he 1atends to return at
no distant day to the leadership of hus
party in the Houss of Commons.

Mr. Mecur has published Liis acconnts for
lnet yoar, sbowing as the result of his scien-
tifie T reaing at Tiptree, & balanceof £550 3¢
against £601 43, 11d. in 1874, Mr. Mechi
owns 178 actog, and his valuation on the
18! of January, 1873, wae £2,789.




