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Two considerations that have been borne in upon my mind while followmg
this controversy may be worth mentioning, though neither can be called exactly
helpful. One is that we find the most confident, unquestioning, dogmatic l')ehet
in heaven (and its correlative) in those whose heaven is the most unlikely andf
impossible, the most entirely made up of mundane and mate‘rml e]emetzits,c:j
-gorgeous glories and of fading splendours*—just such things as uncp]t;wel an
undisciplined natures most envied or pined after on earth, such as the O\{) er
order of minds could best picture and would naturally be most dazzled by.

The higher intelligences of our race, who need a spiritual heaven, ﬁllld’thlelr
imaginations fettered by the scientific trainmg which, 1mpertject thoug 1] it ])e,
clips their wings in all directions, forbids their glowing fancy, mlu)d annu ? that
-gorgeous creation, and bars the way to each successive local .ha. ltqtlolwl tmf:~ is
instinctively wanted to give reality to the ideal they aspire to; till, in the e;ort
to frame a future existence without a future world, to build up a state of b}mgl
that shall be worthy of its denizens, and from which everything material shal

be excluded, they at last discover that in renouncing th.e‘ ‘ph)y*smal ’ ](itl?d 1121‘1(1;
" missible they have been forced to renounce the ‘conceivable’ as }1\'6 L 1z;nd ‘t
dimness and fluctuating uncertainty gathers round a scene, from}\\ 11?1 a h]a
is concrete and definable, and would therefore be incongruous, ms' ‘)eep' s 1]xt,
out. The next world cannot, it is felt, be a material one ; and a truly slnrxtua.”
one even the saint cannot conceive]a so as to bring it home to natures st

‘ i rarments of the flesh. o

shrol}%fg (;Itlhg;eséggestion that has occurred to me is this :_Tlt-l](]]"lf?['t lv)‘elcor{cgtdci(:
that the doctrine of a future life is by no means as universally diffusec as i ;
the habit loosely to assert. It is not always d15poverable ‘amvong ‘])’rll]qlt]l\ac_’ \:'ul(‘
savage races. It existed among pagan nations in a form so vague and h, ]/ ]‘rt
to he describable rather as a dream than 2 religious faith, It can scarce \)Lt
determined whether the Chinese, whose cultivation 1s perhaps ‘thc'ln}lo‘st ]m‘\(,.lug‘
existing in the world, can be ranked among distinct believers 2 “1“:((; 1}, (;:l)“
ception of Nirvana, which prevails in the meditative minds o OE.]IU lra]u[);wl».
is more a sort of conscious non-existence than a future life. With ‘tlu. 5 ]:1
moreover, as is well known, the Delief was not indigenous, but ]Zm)?r't%é('i ?‘?thq[}
no means an early importation.  But what is not so generally rfccl()épis L .mr; g
even among ourselves in these days, the conviction of Fhougfht u I]]Ll- cl;‘rlct,h \;vh :n
-curiously in strength and in features at different periods of h e i )\l th, when
_all our sentiments are most vivacious and dogmatic, most of ualno or ]\ (,t g 10
it as an intellectual creed, but are accustomed to say and feel I];‘lt, }\ g: .lt)l{ , 1) l;
a solace and a hope to rest upon, this world would bg stripped o l):irf‘((iCI'ﬂLl.d
fascinations. It is from minds of ghxs age, WhOSC‘\‘lg()lH’ 1.\1 1}mm]<‘t ';],““"m”
g o e e T

i ions eav sually proceed, : : : ity &

gzggrelzgggf‘:')lt;i(]:]ﬁac‘aehllblig s]akye(li at no parthly f()unt_mn.\s. h‘ns ﬂ.]}c\m(:;t. c?; 1111]11;;;
power. Then comes the busy turmoil of our 1111(1' mtce‘r.v :‘d mn_.qt :_n(!c Li.nl, !
‘curtains off the future from our thoughts, and \.\'hcx? 2 ‘TLH{L;\(: 3 c'le, L‘nt .\n;1
.different scene is recalled to our fancy chiefly in crises 0 ‘ )LI‘.Ld\L‘l;l'( . And
finally, is it not the case-t years—when something of the

hat in our fading somethi .
languor and placidity of age is creeping over us, just \\'th] h.l'tlllll"lt?'.lsi f‘t(n);nlg
consciously and rapidly more neaf, and \w'11c11 one might ‘lxl.lll‘lll.'l 3 (L,?.])L?.gx w(;
<occupy us more incessantly and with more anxious and dearc n)n\7 Lﬂ]:“lt‘tt:;[_:r] '
“think of it less frequently, believe m it less confidently, desire 1t ess (,&L)

an in ich, at least, has been my observation and c?pull.}mc;_

; . reflective and inquiring order of men. The hfe o
;fligeﬁéifiyaaggﬁgg lg]in l:;;rzompletely, as the hours grow fewer nnsi ]es:] fullr; tthlc
pleasures, the exemptions, the modest interest, the afternoon 1)’e‘1ce;i 1? %e? | te
aﬂ'eétions’ of the present scene, obscure the future frqm 0}11‘r \Se“'. O.Il] ‘]rcn(ae’ l[) e,
.curiously enough, even less interesting than the past. o-day, w ‘n(,} m.)“ '
: far more than to-morrow, which may be our FOREVER;

. ;ses us : ) )
:rl::l ]tahsé’ g?;%reo?nto which we are just stepping down troubles us far less than in

lay between us and it. . .
youth, Wher bl i )of this strange phenomenon? Is 1t a merciful

i tion € ity

di Wgﬁit)xlsa::]:ngzg]?);at;me Ruler of our life to 'softe'n ;md to ease a crisis
lfsxP?:ivould be too grand and awful to be faced with digmty or'calm, if it were
et Is it that thought—or that vague substitute for thought

sed at all? 2 .
a(ﬁyc%“z’ver ‘gc(latlll{tinxe—has brought us, half unconsciously, to the conclusion that
:‘l’xel whole question is insoluble, and that reflection is wasted where reflection

3 an issue? Or finally, as 1 know is true far oftener

tha bnn% l:c noisn?ta:}f;tt(:hreescore years and ten have quenched the passionate
than Wff:' a]'fz’with which at first we stepped upon the scene? We are tired,
desire fors lwith unending and unprofitable toil ; we are satiated, others of us,
iv?igllaeszcl? ample pleasures as earth can yield us; we }:ia;;]: had en;_);:gh of
ambition, alike in its successes and its failures ; the joysan e ey
.’ which, whatever their crises and vgcnssxtqdes, no righteous or truth-
affection o ¥ t ’s]ur are yet so blended with pains which partake of their
ful man wil cash'ast fo;' knowledge is not slaked, indeed, but the capacity for
intensity ; the t llr I alone it can be gained has consciously ghed out; the
;};T)elt?tzogr ]t:f}'; “h:l(s:hort is gone, the frame is worn and the faculties exhausted ;
y [

~than in our youth? St

: o , henomenon we are examining—age CANNOT,
?nd——l}iosmbly lth‘lrs (1)? ti}:: Eg{utr%ytg,e,,g,-m itself endowed with the bounding energies
' 0;?“:}; t/f ‘;irg \:i‘th out that vigour both o_f exertion and desire, renewed ?x}:st(lenlge
car{} offer no inspiring charms. Our being upon Iearth l;x_alsfbee]ﬂ e'.‘;‘? le t\\)')e’
vivid interests and precious joys, and we are df%p 3’ tgmtetu or :]’e gll L q)llaven
are wearied with one life, and feel scarcely qu“f’ € tlo-ren eIrton _’T)C ?}lxlni':iti o
though balanced by the felicities and glories, O ‘}"l(]) ]:(;f it n;ay ¢ bet ;oﬁ,e.
which comes with age—fatigue of the fancy as well & . (;ethrame ; u'h'. I we
how, what we yearn for most instinctively _atllﬂst& 1s t’}f:l " Spslee e peace which
~can imagine the easiest because we know 1t best 15 P W. R. GREG.

there may be trees of unfading loveliness,
canopies of the brightest radiance, and gardens of
d i il security, and palaces of proud and stately decoration, fmd a city of loft)t
pi:&:ﬂ(s ttr}?:lchuglh whichyt’here ul;ceasingly flows a rive,:r of gladness, and where jubilee is ever
- ; s

: sung by '{ concord of seraphic voices.’— Dr. Chalmers's Sermon
¢ Poor fragments all
Such as in dreams
A soul that once had tas

* ¢ There may be crowns of material splendour,

there may be pavements of emerald, and

of this low earth—

uld hardly soothe
Y ted ofyimmortal truth,’— Christian Year.

THE FUTURE LIFE.

A correspondent, “Quartus,” in a good and temperate letter which
appeared in the last issue of the SPECTATOR suggests that the columns should be
open to a discussion of the grave questions now troubling the public mind with
regard to the future life. I agree with him that the * true meaning of the Word
of God” is what we must carefully search for. I am also at one with him when
he sdys “many would like to see the subject thoroughly discussed by competent
writers,” and that “we should not be atraid of it.” Of course we should not ;
neither for ourselves nor for our young people. We should let our sons and
daughters get accustomed to look these serious matters in the face ; if not, they
will come upon them as a surprise by and by, and disaster must follow. I know
that some parents raise strong objections, and think their family should be kept
in ignorance of any theories that appear heterodox. That is simply what
Roman Catholicism has long been carrying out in practice, and what Protestant-
ism has always condemned. But Roman Catholicism is consistent, and know-
ing that there are recorded speeches of the devil and of false prophets in the
Bible, it withholds the Bible from the ignorant. Those Protestant parents who
would banish all periodicals containing the pros and cons of these great ques-
tions are doing precisely the same thing, and to be consistent should keep the
Bible from their children or forbid them to read some parts of it. I have
heard that many people took exception to the publication of Frederic Harrison’s
splendid articles on * Zhe Sou!/ and Future Life” on that ground. I can
scarcely conceive of more fatal stupidity. Of course they ignore the fact that
a * Symposium ” followed, containing the best answers the Church can give ; and
of course those same parents would never allow their sons and daughters to
read ¥ The Pilgrim’s Progress” and such like books becaunse some very anti-
christian remarks are made therein by some very anti-christian characters. It
is time for us to awake out of our sleep and enter the great and real war of life.,
We have nothing to fear from discussion; we have everything to fear from
repression.  So I hope it will be allowed us to discuss this matter in the
SPECTATOR, as the journal professes to be open to all who have anything
to say.

“Quartus” indicates three opinions which are open for discussion, viz.,
everlasting conscious suffering, conditional immortality, or life in Christ only,
and restoration, either universal or partial.  If it be allowed me [ will place
my views before the readers of the SprcTaToR in the best way I can in a series
of articles. I do not expect that I shall make it quite clear to any one. It is
not quite clear to my own mind. No doctrine of Scripture and of spiritual
life is.  In everything there is a secret, which by no searching can we find out.
Perhaps it is well that it should be so.  The mystery keeps us moving.  And
we must move, or we shall stagnate.

Why not let us have a Canadian “Symposium?” If it be thought that my
articles are worthy of being taken as the exposition of one phase of the question,
then others might follow m answer, giving reason or refutation. That would
give at least a clear view of the whole case. My object is to deal with this
question of the future punishment of sins.

But let us first define terms, so as to have a clear understanding of what
we mean by the use of them. For the word “ sin” is to many obscure, belong-
ing not much to ordinary life, but mostly to theology and the pulpit. By many
it is supposed to be some natural ¢ fault” in our being, and caused originally by
Adam’s transgression.  They think a sweet, unconscious child, whose eyes have
but a few months opened to the light, a sinful creature.  But sin as I understand
it, is a conscious act—it is a violation of duty. It is sin when a man resists his
sense of right ; it is sin to turn away from an obligation ; to withheld from God
the reverence and gratitude due to Him. It is sin to injure a fellow-man,
from motives of revenge or covetousness. It is sin to sacrifice the intellect
and the heart to the senses, thus putting the animal over the spiritual. Sin is
voluntary wrong-doing. It is a wilful violation of a knownlaw of God and our
own being. And that sin is, and must be punished. We are sure of that. Not
only does Scripture teach it, but our conscience tells us it is so. Here, or
hereafter, the price of wrongdoing must be paid. No man can escape. Peni-
tential tears and prayers ; a change of conduct—the exercise of faith in God
and Christ, not one of these and not all of these’ can ward it off. Itis an
inexorable, and inviolable law that punishment shall follow sin. “ Whatsoever
a man sows, that shall he also reap.” Cast in the seed, and the harvest time-
will come.

But the difficulty arises the moment we try to find some conception of the:
nature and duration of that punishment. According to the current notion of
the churches it is eternal. It is everlasting, an unending torment, if not a literal
flame of fire; an inward remorse that shall last for ever and for ever. Itis
banishment from God-—a life without His life—breath and motion apart from
Him ; a place and a state of woe, where hope never enters, but every thought is
torment in the mind, and every feeling a fiery torture in the heart. All the faculties
shall live, but only live to suffer. Memory shall be as a worm at the vitals, all
the being shall be on fire, but shall not burn. It is an awful doctrine. But
what is the origin and history of this doctrine? I think it will be found that it
began with the Jews, and arose from the fact that they took a part truth for a
whole truth, that is to say, that they formed a misconception of God in His rela-
tion to man. All through the patriarchal ages God is represented as a benefi-
cent Being. He enters into fellowship with man, talks with him face to face.
He calls Abraham to a great inheritance. He is the Form at the top of the
ladder which Jacob saw. He is the Angel of the covenant, and the God of all
blessing. But with the Exodus of Israel from Egypt the idea gets changed.
God is the avenger of all the oppressed. He is the great King of the nation.
His throne is in the heavens—His sceptre is a rod of iron. If‘rom the secret
place of His Majesty come forth the thunderings of His law. T'he fire and the
smoke which crown the quaking mountain tell of His power and the terrible-
ness of His wrath. He is not only King, but Judge. He pronounces judgment
and administers the law. Now, that seems the only way in which those people
could have been taught to know right and do it. They were children in Reli-
gion. The sojourn in Egypt had corrupted them in mind and heart. They
came out of it with the very lowest standard in morals, ‘and a blunted sense of
justice. Children must be ruled largely by the rod. They must be kept from



