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"PREFACE.

——

origin of this kittle sketch of the Biblical

conception of the soul, as firet published

by the author in America, was on this

Wisg i— '
One Sabbath, the writer stated to his adult Bible
<lags that immortality, as an essential attribute of the
soul, is not only nowhere affirmed in the Bible, as
theologians confess, but that it is in fact positively de-
nied. Great surprise was manifested, one present even
ingigting that the Bible declared the soul should never
die, though he could not name chapter and verse.
At the request of the class, this question was selected
for discussion the next Sabbath, with the promise of
studying it during the week. On asssembling again,
it was found that no proof of the soul's inherent im-
mortality had been discovered, though some passages
- were brought forward from which it had been inferred.
The writer presented a carefully selected list of
veferences; and finally, as the whole subject seemed
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so new and interesting to the class, he promised
ancther Sabbath to bring to each a written slip con-
taining these references. But on reflection, as the
class was so large, it seemed easier to print, and bet-
ter to give the passages in full: and then some explan-
ations of misunderstood passages seemed desrable;
and so the work grew upon the writer's hand. And
it is now presented not to his class alone, but to all
earnest students of the Bible.

It is at most but a sketch. From among the mul-
titude of proof texts on this point, the writer has
endeavoured merely to present a sufficient number.
And, to stimulate inquiry and remove ohstacles which
have hindered independent research, he has made
some suggestions, rather than an elaborate argument.
In these matters, which revelation alone may presume
to decide, he has desired to lead the reader back to
the Bible, to study for himself the teachings of that
ingpired guide.

If such retum to the Biblical standard of our faith
was demanded in Luther's day, it is likewise sadly
needed at the present. In the issue for April, *72, of
a religious quarterly published at New Haven, we
find a theological professor re-echoing this strange
sentiment ‘which one of our most popular preachers
had uttered not long before: “No doubt we, at the
present day, know more of spiritual things than did
the apostles.” (1) *“EKnow more” of spiritnal things
than the men inspired by the Holy Ghost for the
especial work of teaching these very truths! More
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than Peter and John, more than Paul, who “ conferred
1ot with flesh and blood ” (Gal. it 16), but waa per-
mitted to hear “unspeakable words, which it is not
lawful [literally: possible] for man to utter!” (2 Cor.
xii: 4). Well may we inquire, “Whither are we drift-
ing, if in epiritual things our religious teachers set
themselves above these spostles?” In one, and but
one respect, have we perhaps an advantage over
them. Though Paul was “expressly” informed by
the Spirit (1 Tim. iv: 1; 2 Thess. ii.) of “perilous
times in the latter days,” when “some should depart
from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits and
doctrines of devils,” yet we can hardly think he could
have fully anticipated how prevalent and how persis-
tent should have been that “falling away” from the
faith which history has recorded of the Christian
church.

We can but infer that these, claiming such pre-
eminence in spiritual imowledge, must recognize that
those “holy men of old” and themselves are some-
what at variance as regards the truth; so that igno-
rance on these subjects must pertain to one party or
the other, which ignorance they quietly attribute to
the apostles. It is true, indeed, that the two do differ;
they are divided on the deeply important question of
the soul's immortality. Paul declares that immortal-
ity is given “to those who, by patient continuance in
well doing, seek for §t” (Rom. ii: 7). Our teachers
aagert that it is already the inalienable pmamon
of every man!|



