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hefore it had thrown off the ves! of flosh, to the third
hoaven? What but tho postive law of Scripture can
authorize tho hehef, thae, wiilo oven ' » passing go-
ucrations,—boings immersed in tho worid, darkened
by nis sgnorance, and flamed by 1ts passions,—
may trace thoss mighty iustances of benovolont
power, oxult in tho kuowlcdfo that thoy pour upon
them, and feol thow highest hopo and rnichest men-
tal enjoyment in the view of tho rapid completion
of the prouse anc prophecy of the Eternal, yetthat
the spint of the great Xposllo.—w:th Ins fight finsh-
ed, s work OF fmth and holy heroism done, his
immortal crown gamed, his solemn struggle with
carthly passion and fleshly crror onded 1n victory,—
shouh?: at the moment of triumph, be cast mnto
tho chams of darknoss; bave all lus noble faculties
and angelic thoughts, his ambition of oternity, sunk
mto a son of obhvion; hus freed spint, that had
actually seen, oven in lfe, whatit had not entered
into tho heart of man to couceive, nor had ever be-
foro been given to the eyo of man to witness,—the
Paradisc of God,—should be sunk for years im-
measurable into the clod of tho valley.

All qualogy 1s agaunst such a conception. But we
have the dircet ovidence of Scripturo for the active
existenco of the soul on the separativs from tho
body~-the oftcn-quoted answer of our Lord to those
Jowish doctors, who denied. the cxistence of tho
squ), +* God is not the God of the dead but of the
boing.” This undoubtedly implies, that he is the
Lord of tho hiving in somo more definite sense than
as ho 1s the supremo master of all creation, active
and inactive—merely material, and extinct with
hife. Ho is here declared to Le the Lord of beings
existing at the time whon the words wero spoken,
though the Patriarchs were laid in their graves noar-
ly four bundred yoars bofore.

Angother text (Matthew x. 28.) which we do not
recollect to have seen appliud, strongly expressos
tho foundation of b ductiino, =t Fear not them
which kill the bu... but are not able to Aill the
soul.” 1s an obvious dectaration watl wilatover may
be the means of extinguishing life, the Spirit of
man s beyond their reach—that it dues nut share
the geave. Car Lond’s languaga to the penmitont
thief. 1s a similar declaration: I say uato thee, this
day shalt thou be with me iv Paradise.” Attempts
have been made to ropresent, by a mistranslation,
this text as only a gencrally and remate promise :
as if our Lord had .aid, « This day I tell thee.”
But the immediate time seems to be distinctly im-
plics. The pouitent thief had made a request ::F-

licablo to a period, which, when he saw the
Rlessiah on the cross, and palpably leaving life, he
must have looked on as remote, ¢ Lord, remembes
me when hou comest to thy kingdom.” His beliof
in tho truth of Messiah, must certainly have been
of the most pre-eminent kind, when, 1 tho mdst
of the fullest visible proof that the King of Israel
was a human being, overwhelmed by his enemies,
expiriog iz the comwmon agomes of tho cross, and
suffering without resistance the rejection, tauntings,
aad cruelty of his peoplb; with even his immediate
followers as such nﬁl flying ; and buta few, prompt-
ed by personal affection, ventunug te approach his
dyiog hour : and nou less in tho andst of the karrid

angs that were sending every nerve of the criminal
nimself; he could proclaim by hs solitary aond
glortous avowal, his relianco on the declaration of
God. The answer, then, is worthy of the Lord of
lifo and death,—* I toll thee, thiz day thou shalt be
with mo in Paradise.” . I shall not put off the re-
ward to tha ime when I shall come in my triumph,
the visshlo King of Israel and thu world: 1shalllead
you at once into the place of boatitude, where the
diseubodied rouls oF the holy are. Tho text also
makes a striking distinction between the request and
the promise. Theo criminal asks to bo a sharer in the
futere kingdem.  This is not answored., But he is
promised an entrance into the present Paradise ; a
promise, in which the romoter glory is included,
with the addition of tho immediato and unsolicited
bappiness. ‘The parable of Dives.aud Lazarus con-
fossedly, liko all JIO othier parables, founded on the
geaeral belief of tho people to whom it was addres-
sed, is a proof of tho gencral beliof at the timo ; but
it is moro. Therois a moral impossibility in our
Lord's having taken it for the foundation of evon a

arable, if 1ts material wore not asseotially true.

ho adjuncts of the narrative wmay be, or muy not
e. additions, forthe purpose.of giving an influence
to tho Josspn at the time. But, as Paloy well ob-

servos, all the parables seerh to have been systoma-
ucally founded on fact. And where, we may add,
do we find any instance of a parable touching on the
gross fablos of nntiquity, esthor Giech or Asiatic, of]
which we know, that the greater part wore fami-
har in Syria!

Our Lord is also declared to have desceaded, aftor
his death, into Hades, the place of the disembodicd
spirit, (improperly translated Hell.) and, asif ex-
prossly to vbviate any vagueness in vur bohief of the
face. ﬁ.s actual occupation thero is assigned .—heis
declared to have preached to the spirits there, whuse
bodies had perished in tho deluge, probably that
portiun of antediluvien maunkind, which hed not
revoited with the multitude, but which as s the law
of great catastrophes, had suffered in the genural
punishment of the evil.

But our Lord is declared to have been in all things
“our erfample.” Like us be lived ou tho carth,
suhject to its struggles and ‘privations; hke us he
died : Lke him we are to rise fromn the grave bodily ,
—and why are wo to suppose that in one pont
alone,~the active existence of tho soul between
death aud the resurrection,—we are to be dissiunlar?

But lus death, ho makes an obvivus distinction
between the body, wluch be was to loave on tlw'
cross, or surrendor to the grave, and the Spint,
which was to survive. In the final agony he cries,
* Father, into thy hands I commoend my Spirit
And thereupon, say the Evengelists, **ho gave up
the Spirit.”  He dues not present his body to the
hands of the Father. St Stwephen, when dying,
with the vision of glory in lus eyes, offers up the
Spiritin alinost the sume words : ** Lord Jesus re-
caivemy Sprrit.” If no further meaning were to
bo attached to those prayers than a general desire
for tho divine protection, why should the body,
which is hereafter to partake of the glorious destuny,
be unnamed ! Why should not the martyrs® prayer
have been ** Lord Jesus, recoive my soul and body,”
if they were alike to be precipitated into the grave,
and slumber alike, until the great day on which the
body is to awako from its sﬁmbcr? The vvident
reason is, that their intermediate fates wero to ho
different ; and while the body was commutted to the
grave—a state of virtual noa-existence,~the soul
was tolive, and be in the hands of God.

Eld {1

THOUGHTS OF THE NECESSARY EXISTENCE OF THE
GREAT FIRST CAUSE OF ALL FiNITE BEINGS.

Wuexs wo contemplate our own existenco, it is
vatural for a thinking mind te inquire,~whence did
I cyme,—~to what primary power am I indebted for
my being,—and by what modos of reasoning and
inquiry, shall I obtain a satisfactory knowledge of
that primitive Cause fron: which I have derived
those bodily powers, and mental energies, which I
possess ? . )

That I am in existence, is a truth too plain to ro-
quire proaf, or to admit denial. I could not bave
imparted that existence to myself, for this waould
imply action prior to being, which is absolutoly im-
possible ; because action, which oecessarily pro-
supposes oXistence, can never be its primary cause.
The same truth which is conclusive with regard to
mysell, is equally applicable to every creature and
tling within the vast empire of Being.  If, wherefore,
I could not have imparted existence to myself, so
ncither could any of my progeuitors have iioparted

existenco to themselves. This truth being granted,
one of tho two following propusitions must bs ad-
mitted : first, either the ancestors of human aature,
must in a vast chain of retrugression, have osisted
without a beginnieg; or, secondly, man must be
primarily indebted to some indepeudent power, for
that existence which ho enjoys. Now, if out of twe
given propositions, onc of which must be true, we
can prove one to be false, the truth of tho other will
be clearly demonstrated.

It is a'self-evident fact, that all individuals of the
heman race, as well as ali the gonorations of these
individuals, aro limited as to tho duration of their
existence. Iach bhas had a cominencement of be-
ing; and, in those that are now no more, that com-
mencement has bueen snceeeded by a terminatiun,
so far es it respocts our present statc. Heuce all
the parts are necessarily finite, and no accumula-
tien of finites cun ever maka an infinite. The
wholo of any given aggregato, aud all the parts of
which that whele is compused, must uecessarily be

the samo. If; therelure, all the parts are fimte, so
also must bo the whele, which is formed of these
pnrls.

In addition to tho preceding ohservations, all the
generations, of men, as woll as tho individuals which
composo them, are dependent upon those which
nnediatoly preceded themn.  1If, thercfore, we allow
the whaole, to furm in the aggregate ao infuite series,
we must suppose the existenee of an infinito series
of depondent beings to be not meioly abstractedly
possible, but to be in a state of actual existence.
Now if this scries be actually infinite, it fellows,
that it must also boe independent, for no serics can
be stric.ly infinite, that is not absulutely iudepend
ent. But how an infinite series can be cunstituted
by an accuwulation of fivite links ; or huw the
whole can irclude indepeudence in its nature, when
all the parts of which itis composed are actually
dependent; wo can never hope to know, until wo
can reconcilo coatradictions.

Admitting au infinito serics to exist, wo would
ask—Suppose, as all the parts of which it is com-
posed are finite, ono individual generation were
subtracted from tho general mass, would that which
roweains bo finite, or infinite ? If infinite, it must
have been moro than infinite before the subtraction
was madc, which is impossible. Butif it bo finite,
as that which is supposed to be subtracted is finito
also, it is cqualll{; impossible to imagine. with aoy
cousistency of thought, that the union of two parts,
each of “‘?lith is avowedly finite, can ever counsti-
tute that which is infinite. And to suppose the
whole to be infinite, while all the parts, of which
ti.atw holoiz cuinposed, are finite. is 1o mako the whole
to be infinite and not infinite at the sume time.

The supposition that the whole may bo indepen-
dent, while all the parts of which it is composed
are dependent, is attended with consequences not
less absurd.  In this case, wo must suppose, that
all the parts are dependent upon each other in con-
tioued retrogressivn, until in the series we reach the
first link, which we must admit to dopend upon
nothing. Now, if this link b. uot dependent upon
any thing, it mustbe independont; for wlatsoever
has any oxistence,. must be cither dependent or jo-
Jependent. It cannot be dependent, because, be-
ipg the first link, there is nothing on which it can
depend ; and even if this absurdity were set aside,
we should be compelled to admit that it is an cffect
without a cause. Itis equally certain that it can-
ust be independent, because it partakes of the
same common nature with those links, which, with-
out dependonce; cun bave no existenco. It must
thereforo bo depondent and not dependent at the same
time.

If tho first link in an infinite sories be indopend-
ent, it must be etcrnal, for we have alrcady sesn,
that nothing could have made itself, siuce this im-
plies action prior to existence. But to ascribe
eternity of oxisteuco to a first link in an infinite
series of dependent beings, is to make it cternal and
not eternal at the sa:ne ume. .

Tlere scems to bo but one way through which
the absurdity of the above cunclusivn can be obvi-
ated, and that is, only by removiag the difficulty.to
another stage, in which we shall again meet it
its lust retreat. It may perhaps be asserted, that
* To suppose an iefinite series, is to suppose an ag-
gregate from which a first link is necessanly exclu-
ded, and consequently, where no first link exists,
oo absurdity can be attached toit.” Against this
objection we would beg loavo to assert, that this
infinite series must either have a first link, or it
must pot: If it havo a first link, tho whole cannot
be ivfinite, for nuthiug can be wfluite that is placed
within tho reach of numbers. But if it bave oo
first link, it can bave no second, because it has no
first; and no third, because it has po second ; and
cousoquently, it can have no successive lipk what-
ever. The supppsition, therefore, of ap infinite
sories of dopendent beings, in what light soever it
may be viewed, appears ovidently 1o bo pregoant
with absurdity, _ .

But if an infinito scrios of finite and dopendent
beings bo totally impossible, it follv «s, that the hu-
wan race must necessarily bo dep.ondent for their

rimary oxistenco, upon some ¢ause winch is abso-
utely indopendent; and consequently, on some
causo that must havo oternally oxisted. Nothing
short of this, can extricate our reasonings from

those absurdities which we have already perccived

attaching themselves to an infinite sorics of de-



