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ARTICLE  I. 

MESHAKAH  ON  SCEPTICISM.* 

Introduction. 

The  old  records  of  Assyria  are  being  disentombed  and 

read  by  Biblical  scholars  with  eager  interest ;  but  the  buried 
intellect  of  the  East,  also,  being  raised  from  the  grave  of 

centuries,  is  no  less  worthy  of  our  regard.  As  Christians,  we 

have  a  special  interest  in  the  converts  brought  to  Jesus  by 

our  missionaries  ;  and  it  is  a  duty  we  owe  no  less  to  our¬ 
selves  than  to  them,  that  we  become  acquainted  with  the 

living  stones  there  built  up  a  spiritual  house,  and  their 

agency  in  still  further  advancing  the  kingdom  of  our  Lord. 

It  may  benefit,  also,  any  surviving  remnants  of  that  class  who 
used  to  think  any  one  fit  to  be  a  missionary,  to  take  the 
measure  of  one  of  the  minds  with  which  they  have  to  deal ; 

*  A  Treatise  entitled:  An  Argument  on  the  Weakness  of  Man,  written  by 
Mikhael  Meshakah  of  Damascus.  Frov.  3:  7  and  5 :  “Be  not  wise  in  thine  own 

eyes,  and  lean  not  unto  thine  own  understanding.”  Job  38: 33 :  “  Knowest  thou 
the  ordinanees  of  heaven  ?  (’anst  thou  set  the  dominion  thereof  in  the  earth  ?  ” 

Beirftt,  1853.  —  The  date  is  inserted  here  for  convenience  of  reference.  In  the 

original,  as  in  Arabic  generally,  it  is  placed  at  the  foot  of  the  last  page  in  the 
book. 
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But  already  the  Article  has  exceeded  the  limits  which  it  was 

designed  to  occupy.  It  may,  however,  be  permitted  to  cite, 

in  support  of  this  view,  a  name,  than  which  no  higher  unin-^ 
spired  authority  can  be  urged,  —  the  name  of  Calvin. 

“  Baptism  is  a  sign  of  initiation ;  ”  “  it  is  proposed  to  us  by 

our  Lord,  first,  as  a  symbol  and  token  of  our  purification  ” ; 
second,!  “it  shows  us  our  mortification  in  Christ  and  our 

new  life  in  him ;  ”  third,  “  it  affords  us  the  certain  testimony, 
that  we  are  not  only  engrafted  into  the  life  and  death  of 

Christ,  but  are  so  united  as  to  be  partakers  of  all  his 

benefits.” 
If  the  view  taken  in  the  above  remarks  is  just,  it  renders 

needless  any  enquiries  as  to  the  proper  subjects  of  this  rite. 

The  question  is  already  answered.  Can  we  with  propriety 

baptize  any  save  those  who  are  now  capable  of  an  intelli¬ 
gent  entrance  upon  the  Christian  life,  those  who  are  believed 

to  have  entered  upon  the  new  life,  of  which  baptism  is  the 

inauguration  ? 

ARTICLE  IV. 

HOMERIC  IDEAS  OF  THE  SOUL  AND  A  FUTURE  LI^E.’ 

BY  JOHN  PROtTDPIT,  D.  D.,  PROFESSOR  OF  GREEK  LITERATURE  IN  RUTGERS 

COLLEGE. 

Homer  once  more  Such  was  the  title  which  Goethe 

prefixed  to  a  short  lucubration  on  the  great  poet,  implying 

1  Ueber  die  Bedeutung  von  ̂ vx'fl  «nd  ̂ to\ov  der  Ilias  und  Odyssie,  als  Bei- 
trag  zu  der  Homerischen  Psychologic.  Von  Dr.  K.  H.  W.  Voelcker,  Giessen. 
1825. 

On  the  Signification  of  and  elScaXov  in  the  Iliad  and  Odyssey.  By  Dr 

K.  H.  W.  Voelcke*.  Giessen,  1825.  Translated  from  the  German  by  C.  P. 

Mason,  B.  A.  ((^assical  Museum,  Yol.  II.),  1845. 

Die  Homerische  Theologie  in  ihrem  Zusammenhange  dargestellt  von  Carl 

Friedrich  Naegelsbach,  Professor  am  K.  B.  Gymnasium  zu  Niirnberg.  Niimberg 

im  Verlage  von  Johann  Adam  Hein.  1840. 

3  Homer  noch  einmal,  Sammt.  Werk.  Vol.  XXVL  p.  356. 
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an  apology  for  troubling  the  world  any  further  on  so  old  a 
topic.  But  the  world  has  not  done  with  Homer  yet.  Like 

his  old  hero-rambler,  he  is  TroXur/ooTro?,  and  will  turn  up  in 
new  aspects,  so  long  as  past  and  future  are  common  factors 

in  the  problem  of  history  and  humanity.  Or,  to  use  a  little 

of  his  own  freedom  in  changing  figures,  that  ocean  which 

washes  the  shores  of  “  all  human  knowledges out  of  which 
•were  exhaled  and  into  it  flowed  again,  as  the  old  critics  af¬ 
firmed,  all  the  fountains,  streams,  and  rivers  of  Greek  song, 

eloquence,  and  arV  has  depths  not  yet  explored,  in  which 
slumber  undiscovered  pearls,  which  men  will  be  still  diving 

after,  so  long  as  intellectual  pearls  hold  a  price  in  the  world’s 
•market.  Homer  was  the  fontal  genius  of  Greece  ;  and  the 
niore  her  later  literature  is  studied,  the  more  earnestly  will 

Homer  be  explored  in  search  of  the  prima  materies  of  her 

language  and  her  marvellously  rich  and  varied  intellectual 
manifestations.  He.  has  a  profound  moral  and  philosophic 

interest,  too,  for  those  who  delight  in  studying  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  ideas  and  opinions.  This  tendency  grows  stronger 

daily.  Everything  is  now  studied  comparatively  ;  —  the  hu¬ 
man  mind  thus  revealing  the  force  of  that  inward  law  which 

impels  it  to  complete,  to  harmonize,  and  reduce  to  unity  the 

multifarious  products  of  its  activity.  And  what  would  the 

•comparative  study  of  antiquity  be  without  Homer  ?  His 
myths  are  the  staple  of  its  poets  ;  his  ideas,  the  germs  of  its 

philosophical  systems ;  his- verses,  the  metrical  norms  of  its 

prosodians ;  his  phrases,  the  ground- work  of  its  syntax  ;  his 
stories,  the  starting-point  of  its  history;  his  beauties,  the 

never-failing  theme  of  its  critics.  We  have  not  had  the 

last  of  him  yet,  therefore.  So  long  as  the  admirable  splen¬ 
dor  and  variety  of  his  poetry  shall  stimulate  criticism,  and 
the  wide  range  of  his  genius  and  knowledge  furnish  new 

material  for  antiquarian  and  philosophic  research  and  com¬ 
parison,  so  long  we  shall  continue  to  have  Homer  once  more. 

The  latest  German  philosophy  has  given  a  fresh  stimulus 

to  Homeric  speculation.  And  here  is  an  entirely  new  phase 

Dion.  Hal,  de  Comp.  Verb.  Op.  II.  p.  28  (Sylb.)  Eustathius.  Proem. 
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of  the  long-waged  “  conlroversy.”  Sceptical  criticism  has 
grown  tired  of  debating  the  personality  of  Homer,  and  has 

now  gone  to  work  to  blot  from  his  immortal  verse  the  doc¬ 

trine  of  the  soul’s  immortality  and  to  prove  him  a  mere  ma¬ 
terialist,  who  looked  upon  the  whole  conscious  existence  of 

man  as  included  within  the  present  life.  Of  all  the  Home¬ 
ric  heresies  with  which  Germany  has  teemed  since  the  days 

of  Wolf,  this  is  the  boldest  departure  irom  all  ancient  be¬ 
lief,  and  the  most  abhorrent  to  those  feelings  of  veneration 

and  love  with  which  all  true  scholars  have  regarded  the  fa¬ 
ther  of  song  for  nearly  thirty  centuries.  It  is,  however,  the 

theory  of  the  works  before  us.  “  When  a  man  departs  from 

life,”  says  Dr.  Voelcker,  “  the  yfrox?},  according  to  the  Home¬ 
ric  belief,  leaves  the  body,  and  this  continues  to  exist 

in  Hades.  The  word  however^  in  Homer,  signifies  only 

the  breath  and  the  life;  never,  as  in  the  language  of  later  times, 

the  spirit  or  soul.^  ...  We  arrive  at  this  result,  that  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  belief  of  the  Homeric  age,  it  is  not  the  souLor 

spirit  which  continues  to  exist  after  death. . . .  Homer  no¬ 

where  shows  a  knowledge  of  the  mind  as  something  sepa¬ 

rate  or  separable  from  the  body.^  Nowhere  is  the  idea  of 
spirit  conceived  more  independently  than  that  of  life  itself. 
So  corporeal  indeed  is  the  mind,  that  the  dead  in  Hades  are 
said  to  be  destitute  of  mental  faculties. .  . .  The  mental  fac¬ 

ulties  appear  only  as  properties  and  powers  of  the  whole 

man,  which  live  so  long  as  the  body  lives,  and  in  death  leave 

it  and  cease  to  exist. . .  It  is  the  '^vxv  therefore,  and  not  the 
soul,  which  continues  to  exist. . .  It  alone  has  gone,  and  it 

alone,  therefore,  can  be  in  Hades ;  it  is  the  origin  of  life,  it 

will  therefore  continue  to  live  and  last.*  (Er  ist  der  Grand 

des  Lebens,  er  wird  also  auch  fortleben  und  fortdauern.”) 

What  is  this  yjrvxv,  which  “  continues  to  exist,”  which 
“will  continue  to  live  and  last?”  Dr.  Voelcker  has  abun- 

1  Das  Wort  bedeutet  bei  Homer  nur  den  Athem  und  das  Leben,  nie- 
mals  .  . .  den  Geist  oder  die  Seele. 

2  Homer  kennt  den  Geist  nirgends  als  ctwas  Selbstandiges  und  als  solches 

dem  Korper  entgegengesetztes,  das  von  ihm  getrennt  oder  trennbar  fortlebte. 

’  Pages  45 — 47.  (Our  figures  refer  to  ̂ be  English  translation.) 
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dantly  informed  us  what  it  is  not.  “  It  is,”  he  says,  “  not 
■the  soul,”  “not  the  Bpirit,”i  not  “the  mental  faculties,”  (for 

these,  says  Dr.  V.,  “  in  death  cease  to  exist  ” ) ;  ̂  it  is  “  des¬ 
titute  of  everything  corporeal ;  2  and  yet  it  “  goes  into  Ha¬ 

des  ;”  it  “continues  to  exist,”  to  “live  and  last;”  “it  is  a 

prolongation  of  life ;  —  on  that  point  there  is  no  doubt.” 

What  kind  of  “  existence,”  still  more  of  “  lifef  is  that  which 
•includes  neither  soul,  spirit,  nor  mental  faculties,  and  is  des¬ 
titute  of  t  everything  corporeal  ?  What  is  the  nature  of  that 

^vyfj  which  “  will  continue  to  live  and  last,”  and  yet  is  not 
“  any  of  these  ?  ”  ! 
.  The  answer  is  hard,  but  Dr.  Voelcker  undertakes  it. 

“  The  word  according  to  its  derivation  from  is 
primarily  the  breath,  the  air,  which  we  exhale  and  inhale ; 
and  this  idea  lies  at  the  bottom  of  all  the  significations  of  the 

word  in  the  language  of  Momer.  But  as  the  breath  is  one 

visible  condition  of  life^  which,  with  the  second  principle  of 
life  according  to  the  conceptions  of  the  ancients,  the  blood, 

has  its  seat  in  the  breast,  the  word  came  to  signify,  more 

ordinarily,  the  life.,  without  however  altogether  giving  up  the 

secondary  meaning  of  breath. . .  The  with  which,  in  the 

upper  world,  we  have  become  acquainted  under  the  forms  of 
air  and  life,  meets  us  in  Hades ;  and  it  must  be  the  same, 

for  it  is  said  to  go  into  Hades.” 
“  In  what  way,  then,  are  we  to  conceive  the  continued 

existence  of  this  psyche  ?  ”  3  We  await  the  disclosure  with 

profound  interest.  “  The  word  el'StoXoi/,”  continues  Dr.  V., 
“  conducts  us  to  the  right  explanation  ;  a  word  which,  with 
reference  to  this  point  has  hitherto  been  entirely  neglected, 

and  yet  makes  everything  clear.  Formed  from  etSo),  eiBo/iaif 
it  comprehends  the  three  significations  of  eiBopai,  bein^ 

seen.,  seeming.,  and  resemblance  or  similarity. 4  Dr.  V.  cites 

the  ecScoXov  of  Iphthime  which  Athene  presented  to  Penel¬ 
ope  in  a  dream  (Od.  4.  795  sqq.),  and  that  of  .^neas  placed 

before  the  eyes  of  the  Trojans  and  the  Greeks  by  Apollo  (II. 

*  Ihr  seyn  hiirt  auf  mit  der  Existenz  des  Korpers. 

*  Die  (die  Todte)  sind  also  ohne  alles  Korperlische. 

*  Wie  ist  die  Art  der  Fortdauer  jener  Psyche  za  denken.  *  pp.  47,  48. 
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5.' 449-51).  No  one  will  dispute  the  sense  which 'Ihfi  V;  'at- 
'taches  to  elSeoXov.!  -  r  >  .  i’  ti  •'  ,.  /  (i  ̂ vj;-  .  t-'idi 

>  If  it  be  true,”  he  continues,  <‘that  ef&BXoi»' contains rihe 

explanation  of  ”i  {which,  by  the  wayyfDr.  V.  ihas  not 
yet  j  proved,  nor  even '  attempted  do  prove,  but  i  from :  which 
mere  assumption  he  proceeds  quietly  to  deduce  his  whole 

theory  of  the  Homeric  psychology),  “  the 'above  three  charac¬ 

teristics  ”  (i  e.  erscheinung,  schembild,  ebenbild)  “  must  also 
belong  to  the  y^v^aL  of  the  dead.  :  And  such  in  reality  is  the 

case,  and  they  denote  precisely  the  nature 'of  them.  *  They 
are  apparitions  .t  .  only  phantoms  and  deceptive  appearaiices^ 

although  in  all  respects  completely  like  the  original.”  ̂   'i  !  “ 
:  0  “  The  nature  of  the  eiBcoka  is  still  more  precisely  defined  by 
the  ideas  of  air  and  life,  which,  in  accordance  with  its  ety- 

molt^y,  have  been  pointed  out  in  the  •  word'  •  •  The 
airy  nature  of  these  beings  . .  admits  of  further  confirmation 

by  (Homeric  passages.  The  usage  handed  down  in  the  lan¬ 

guage,  of  explaining  etSoXoi/  by  ve^Xy  would  of  itself  be  suf¬ 
ficient  to  I  attest  that  these  forms  were  composed  of  air. .  .  The 

airy  nature  of  .these  beings  is  denoted  by  several  epithets. 

They  are  called  dicypiot,  ’>  veuvayv  d/JsvTjva  Kdprjva,  etc.  The 
immaterial  nature  of  these  forms  is  further  confirmed- by  the 

circumstance  that  they  are  devoid  of  sense;  and  conscious¬ 

ness  till  they  have  drunk  blood. . .  .  With  the  blood,  con¬ 
sciousness  returns.”  *  ;  .1,'-  If  I  li 

/“To  the  shade  of  Teiresias  alone,  as  a  mark  of  special  fa¬ 
vor,  is  it  granted  to  retain  his  understanding ;  ..all  the  rest 
are  destitute  of  it.”  ®  i  +:i  :  m.  i  :  fi  .i  ./ 

“  From  file  idea  of  eXBwXov,  as  exhibited-  above,  it  natu¬ 

rally  follows  that  the  dead  took  with’ them,  into  Hades,  the 
external  form  and  figure  of  the  once  real  man  whom  they 

represented.  This  is  completely  confirmed.”;  Dr.  V.  appeals 
to  the  appearance  of  Patroclus,  in  a  dream,  to  Achilles  {D. 

23,  65  sqq.).. . .  “  It  is  always  the  exact  copy  of  the  real  man, 
and  that  too  as  he  was  at  the  time  of  his  death.  Their 

mental  state  is,  in  like  manner,  transplanted  beneath  r  the 

•  p.48. *  pp.  49,  50. 
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earth.  ■  <  <  'All  ̂   in*  that  *  region  are  i  represented,  -  by  Homi^,  at ' 

having  remained  the  same.” '  .  »  t  »ldi' 

-'Such  is  Dr.'  Voelcker’s  theory  of  the  Homeric  psychology. 
The  positive  attributes  of  the are  breath,  air,  life,  soon** 

tinned,  perpetual  life  (“  it  will  continue  .to dive  andilast  ” 

it  has  “  external  form  and  figure,”  and  “  is  always  the  exact 

copy  of  the  once  real  man ;  ”  even  “  the  mental  state  is 

transplanted  beneath  the  earth.”  ^  ^  « 

Negatively  viewed,  the  Homeric  ylrv^v  is  “  not  the  soul,” 

“  not  the  spirit ;  ”  “  it  is  destitute  of  understanding,”  “  desti¬ 

tute  of  mental  faculties,”  “  immaterial,”  “  destitute  of  every^ 

thing  corporeal ? ”  ,  /  i  <11  i-  >/ 

7! If  these  ‘^vxa>i  are  “  destitute  of  everything  corporeaVn 

how  can  they  have  “  externaLform  and  figure.?  ”  These  are- 
attributes  of  body  and  of  body  only.  How  can  they drink  i 

blood  ”  or  thirst  for  it  ?  If  they  are  “  destitute  of  under¬ 

standing  ”  and  “  mental  faculties,”  how  can  their  “  mental' 

state  ”  be  ‘“  transplanted  beneath  the  earth  ?  ”  Can  there 'be 

such  a  thing  as  mode  without  substance  ?  —  “  mental  state 

without  “  mental  faculties  ?  ”•  If  they  are  “  destitute  of  un¬ 

derstanding”  and  “  mental  fiiculties,”  how  is  it  1  that  with 

the  (drinking  of)  “blood  consciousness  returns?”  Re-, 
turns  to  what  ?  To  that  which  is  “  destitute  of  understand¬ 

ing  and  mental  faculties !  ”  An  attribute,  again,  without  a 

subject.  A  psyche  which  is  “  destitute  of  everything  corpo¬ 

real,”  bears  “external  form  and- figure,”  thirsts  foriblood  and 
drinks  it,  and  thus  exhibits  corporeal  quality^  appetite^  and 

capacity  !  A  psyche  which  is  “  destitute  of  ̂ understanding 

and  mental  faculties,”  carries  <  along  with  it  its  »“  mental 

state  beneath  ithe  earth,”  and  experiences  a  return  of  con¬ 
sciousness  with  the  drinkingiof  blood.  A  psyche  which  is 

neitherisoul  nor  spirit,  which;  is  destitute  of  mental  facul¬ 

ties  ”  and  “  of  everything  corporeal,”  “  continues  to  exist,  to 

live  and  last ;”  it  even  “  ascends  out  of  Hades  and  shows  it¬ 
self  ”  to  a  friend  still  in  the  flesh  —  acts  which  involve  voli¬ 

tion  andiof  course  consciousness,  and  imply  the  possession 

‘  pp.  52,  63. 
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of;  such  iproperties.>aS  ( were  1  necessary  to  make  it  appreh«i*» 

sible  to  sense!  ^ ' vir  i.'  -»jjt  ;ui;ivun 

Surely  Dr.  Voelcker  ia  setting  up  pins  for  the  mere' pleas¬ 

ure  of,  rolling  them  >  down,  or  'demolishing  ( speculative 'Saod^ 
towers  of  his  own  building,;  .)  Urw  ti  *•  i  mmI  !nrr];)()Tj<  j  .bonnii 

'll?  :7,v/V: 
g.[  oii; ''Otrr' ,  .!■<  o’  I,  j.i,) '1  tj 0)9  OT€  T19  waaauCTov  7rai9  avvi  ijaAao'(nJ9, 

•'.IV-  .  *r  :  J:  I  '‘)T,  .-/l’  •.;(J 
CTTCi  ovv  TTOvrjoirj  al^vpixara  v  ir  nrja'  iv, 

i’-  r 

n--' 
'A\f/  aZris  (Tvv  €^€v  €  ‘Troaiv  Kcu  \€palv  dSvpwv.^ '  ’  ̂   '  { '  *  * !))n 

-11 

,h  »'//-.)l7  vf  lVltljw')/ 

or  he  is  diverting  himself  by  poising  the  critical  'scales  with” 

Q^egensaetzen  so  nicely  adjusted  as  ' to  ‘  neutralize  each' 
other !  No  such  thing.  Dr.  Voelcker  is  gravely  proposing^ 

a' psychological  theory  in' order  “  to ’bring  more  prominently 
into  notice,  and  define  with  greater  precision,  some*  points 

in  the  Homeric' psychology  respecting 'which,  the  opinions 

adopted  in  the  commentaries,  and  the  writings'  relating  to 
this  subject,” ’he  says,'  “  appeared  to  me  either' incorrect' or 
vague’ and  indeterminate — to  correct,  as  he  afterwards 

tells  us,  the  “  indistinct  or  false  conceptions  ”  which  “  have 
been  formed  of  the  nature  of  the  Homeric  shades  in  Hades.” 

fJ  'One  avenue  only  seems  to  offer  itself  out  of  this*  wilder^ 

ness  of  absurdities.  Was  the  of 'Homer  a  purely  sub*' 
jective  thing  ?  —  a  mere  impression  on  the  *  senses  or  the  im¬ 
agination  of  the  beholder  whether  sleeping  Or  waking  ?  No. 
Dr.  V.  does  not  so  conceive  of  it.  These  continue 

to  exist  after  death ;  ”  they  “  ascend  out  of  Hades  and  show 
themselves  to  Odysseus  or  manifest  ihemsehes  in' dreams, 'as 
Patroclus  to  Achilles;  they  continue  to  live  and  last;  there 

is"  a  prolongation  of  life  ;  —  on  that  point  there  is  no  doubt.” 
•'Sis  Homer,  then,  or  Dr.  Voelcker,'  the  poet  or  the  critic,' 
chargeable  with  flat  and  ridiculous  contradictions?'  We 
shall  see  presently.  If  the  Homeric  psychology  had  con¬ 
sisted  of  such  a  mass  of  incompatible  ideas,  it  would  not 

have  been  worthy  of  the  criticism  of  sane  men.  ’  Such 
mockery  of  the  common  sense  of  mankind  would  never  have 

survived  the  age  in  which  it  was -uttered,  nor  have -been  lis- 

1  U.  15,  362  seq. 
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tened^to  .with  patience* then.  Much -lees' could  it  have  taken 

and  keptithat  profound  hold  on  the  popular  mind  of  all  the 
branches  of  the;  Greek  race,  which  caused  itito  be  cherished 

in  the  general  memory  of  men  for  four  or  five  hundred  years ; 

least  of  all  could  r  it,  after  being  reduced  to  a- written  form) 

have  .so  pervaded  and  moulded  the  whole  education,  phi* 
losophy;  and  literature  of  the  most  acute, and  cultivated  race 

of  antiquity,  and  held  its  undisputed  place  in  all  later  forms 

of  1  civilization,  as  the  greatest  work  of  human  genius.  The 

Homeric  i  poetry- was  regarded  by  the  Greeks  as  the royal 

achievement  ”  ̂   of  human  intellect ;  by  the  Romans  its  au¬ 
thor  was  adjudged  (for  his  personality  was  not  yet  doubted) 

“  in  omni  genere  eloquentiae  facile  princeps,”  and  the  title 
of  poeta  sovrano  was  accorded  to  him  by  the  Middle  Ages. 

This,  kingly  title  and  sway,  so  widely  acknowledged  and 

long  perpetuated,  seems  quite  irreconcilable  with  such  de¬ 
graded,  confused,  and  utterly  material  ideas  of  the  soul  as 

Dr.  V.  has  assigned  to  him  - —  a  psychology  which  would  re¬ 
duce  man  to  the  mere  pulvis  et  umbra  of  Epicureism. 

Nor  is  the  theory  a  mere  personal  eccentricity  of  Dr.  Voel- 
cker.  It  is  held  at  this  hour  by  many,  probably  by  most,  of  the 

eminent  Greek  scholars  of  Germany.  It  is,  in  fact,  merely  a 

psychological  application  of  the  philosophy  now  dominant  in 

Germany.  That  philosophy  was  first  applied  to  history  by 

Herder.  His  theory  may  be  stated,  for  the  sake  of  brevity, 
inithe  words  of  Bunsen.^  “Herder  is  the  founder  of  the 

philosophy  of  history  .  .  Man,  according  to  him,  evolves  rea¬ 
son,  humanity,  religion  organically,  in  consequence  of  the 

faculties  divinely  united  in  his  mind.”  This  theory  of  his¬ 
torical  development  demands  that  everything  come  out  in 

due  form  and  order.  It  will  not  consent  to  any  premature 

“  evolutions,”  in  the  onward  march  of  “  reason,  humanity, 

religion.”  Homer  lived  quite  too  early  to  have  any  spiritual 
ideas  of.  the  soul,  any  distinct  conception  of.  a  future  life. 

One  might  as  well  expect  to  find  ripe  apjdes  in;  April* as 

1  'hXr^Srt  ffcuriKuelw  wpiypia  ri  'Ofi^pov 

*  Hippol.  Vol.  II.  pp.  12,  13.  London,  18.52. 



1858.]  Homeric  Ideas  of  the  Soul  and  a  Future  Life.  761 
V 

spiritual  ideas  in  Anno  Mundi  3000.  As  well  might  we  af¬ 
firm  that  CaBsar  plunged  into  the  Rubicon  before  he  crossed 

the  Po,  as  that  humanity  “  evolved  ”  such  ideas  at  that  early 
stadium  of  its  progress.  Dr.  V.  distinctly  announces  the  cue 

which  suggested  his  theory,  as  follows  :  “  if  we  consider  how 
far  acquaintance  with,  and  reflection  on,  the  nature  of  mind 

had  been  developed^  such  a  result  will  not  be  unexpected.^ 

Certainly  not.  No  “  result  will  be  unexpected,”  if  we 
first  adopt  a  theory  which  requires  that  ideas  were  unfolded 

in  a  certain  form  and  order,  and  then  apply  it  to  facts  and 

history,  with  a  determination  to  overbear  or  reject  all  coni- 
flicting  testimony ;  if,  in  other  words,  we  make  philosophy 

the  dictator  of  history,  instead  of  its  exponent  and  inter-t 

preter.  “  Reflection,”  adds  Dr.  V.,  “  then  had  not  advanced 
so  far  as  to  conceive  the  soul  existing  independently  after 

death.”  That  is  the  very  question  at  issue.  And  it  is  to  be 
decided,  not  by  applying  the  dictum  of  Herder,  but  byi  a 
fair  and  unprejudiced  examination  of  the  Homeric  poetry. 

Nitzsch,  Nagelsbach,  and  K.  O.  Muller  have  taken  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  ground  on  this  subject  with  Voelcker. 

Nitzsch  entitles  this  treatise  “  an  accurate  investigation '  of 
the  nature  and  state  of  the  departed  in  the  Homeric  under¬ 

world.”  Nagelsbach  pronounces  it  a  “  sehr  verdienstliche 

Abhandlung  ;”3  and  his  own  theory  of  the  Homeric  psy¬ 
chology  in  its  relation  to  life  and  death  is,  shortly,  as  fol¬ 

lows  :  “  The  proper  individual  man,  the  true  ego  of  the  man, 
is  the  body.  The  corporeal  principle  of  the  intellectual  life 

is  the  <f>p€V€<i]  feeling,  thought,  and  will  have  their  seat 
there.  The  spiritual  principle  of  the  same  inward  life  is  the 

^u/1.09;  the  fore-named  intellectual  functions  are  seated  as 
well  in  the  as  in  the  (f>pev€^.  The  two  higher  powers 

of  the  soul  (hauptseelenkriifte),  pevo<i  and  1/0O9,  have  their 

seat  in  the  as  well  as  in  the  <f>pev€<i.  The  is  the 
animal  soul ;  the  ̂ vp,6<;  is  its  spiritual  correlate,  the  spiritual 
soul ;  the  <f>pa/e9  are  the  only  bearers  of  the  spiritual  nature 

(die  alleinigen  Trager  des  Geistes).  “  In  death,  the  <f>p€V€<i 

*  Eine  genaae  nntersuchung.  —  Nitzsch,  Vol.  111.  p.  188. *  p.  331,  note. 
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go  to  the  ground ;  and  thus  not  only  the  body  of  man  is  dead, 

but  his  spirit  is  dead  also.*^ . .  “  As  the  whole  spiritual  life 
rests  upon  the  ̂peve<i^  when  these  are  no  more,  mind^  feelings 
thought,  unit,  are  no  more.  These  are  lo8t(demoli8hed, ruined) 
in  death,  either  extinguished  by  the  fire  of  the  funeral  pile, 

or  no  longer  vivified  byi  the  and  thus  the  spirit  of 

man  is  dead;  nothing  is  left  of  him,  strangely  enough” 

(strangely  enough,  verily),  “but  the  animal  life;  for  the 
^nd  that  alone,  rests  not  in  the  ̂ peve^ ;  that  alone, 

therefore,  can  go  into  Hades.” ' 
‘The  “animal  soul”  survives,  the  “  spiritual  soul”  is  ex¬ 

tinct.  The  fire  of  the  funeral  pile  demolishes  spirit,  feeling, 

thought,  and  will ;  the  animal  life  bears  its  force  uninjured! 
Sonderbar  genug ! 

K.  O.  Muller  seems  fully  to  adopt  this  theory  by  pro¬ 

nouncing  the  ylraxai  of  Homer  “  destitute  of  understanding 
and  will.” 

One  feature  of  the  theory  must  be  borne  in  mind.  “  The 

dead  are  capable,”  says  Nagelsbach,  “  of  momentary  re-ani¬ 
mation.  The  (ftpepe^i  can,  indeed,  return  no  more.  Another 
corporeal  organ  is  therefore  formed,  to  be  the  bearer  of  the 

newly-recovered  consciousness  —  the  blood.  ...  As  the  life 
of  the  mortally  wounded  streams  out  with  the  blood,  so  with 
the  blood  it  comes  back  again  to  the  and,  with  the 

life,  consciousness,  speech,  and  all  human  sensibility.”  ̂  
“  With  the  blood,”  says  Voucher  (i.  e.  when  drunk  by  the 

cf.  Od.  11.  35  seq.  and  passim),  “  consciousness 

returns.” 
We  have  thought  it  right  that  a  theory  propounded  by 

such  eminent  names  should  be  stated  connectedly.  It  will 

at  once  be  seen  that  the  same  philosophy  of  history  and  the 

‘  So  beraht  denn  alles  geistige  Leben  auf  den  (ppfyts.  Wenn  diese  nicht  sind, 
ist  auch  kein  Gcist,  kein  Gefiihl,  kein  Denken,  kein  Wille.  Gehn  also  diese  ver- 
loren  im  Tode,  dnrch  das  Fener  des  Scheitcrhaafens  Oder  nicht  mehr  animalisch 

belebt  durch  die  so  ist  von  Menschen  der  Gcist  geatorben :  Nichts  ist 

von  ihm  ubrig  als,  sonderbar  genng,  das  animalische  Leben ;  denn  die  ylivxfi, 

nnd  nur  diese,  ruht  nicht  in  den  <pp4vts ;  nnr  diese  kann  somit  in  den  Hades 

gehn.  — p.  341. 

»  pp.  342,  343. 
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same  method  of  criticism  must  make  materialists  of  Job, 

Moses,  and  David.  If  “  reflection  had  not  then  advanced  so 
far  as  to  conceive  the  soul  existing  independently  after 

death,”  of  course  it  had  not  some  four  or  five  centuries  ear¬ 
lier.  The  death  shade  of  this  philosophy  falls  alike  on  all 

the  early  remains  and  records  of  the  race.  “  Man  ”  had  not 
yet  “  evolved  reason,  humanity,  or  religion  f  so  far  as  to 
catch  a  glimpse  or  form  a  conception  of  his  own  immortal¬ 

ity.  Inspiration,  it  will  be  recollected,  passes  with  the  phi¬ 
losophers  of  this  school  for  a  psychological  impossibility, 

A  theory  which  includes  such  manifest  contradictions 

might  safely  be  left  to  dissolve  and  explode  itself.  Butt  a 

glance  at  the  arguments  adduced  in  its  support,  may  show 
how  indomitable  Homer  proves  himself  in  the  hands  of  the 

sceptics,  and  how  weak  and  puerile  the  reasonings  which 
able  and  learned  men  are  forced  to  resort  to  in  order  to 

make  out  a  theory  which  is  as  contrary  to  plain  history  and 
sound  criticism  as  it  is  to  Christian  faith ;  it  may  possibly 

serve,  too,  to  moderate  somewhat  the  over-ardent  admira¬ 
tion  of  German  criticism  and  German  philosophy,  which 

just  now  leads  so  many  to  drink  at  the  streams  in  prefer¬ 
ence  to  the  fountains. 

“  The  word  according  to  its  derivation  from 
is  primarily  the  breath,  the  air  which  we  exhale  and  inhale^ 
and  this  idea  lies  at  the  bottom  of  all  the  significations  of  the 

word  in  Homer.  But . . .  the  word  came  to  signify,  more  or¬ 
dinarily,  the  life,  without  however  altogether  giving  up  the 

secondary  meaning  of  breath.  The  latter  meaning  is  pre¬ 
served  in  those  passages  where  it  is  said  of  the  ̂ Irt^xv  lhat  it 

escaped  from  the  ep/co?  ̂ irrcov.”  Such  is  the  first  argument 
Dr.  V.  cites  in  support  of  the  assertion,  that  “  the  belief  in  a 
future  existence  then  rested  on  material  notions,  and  had 

been  formed  and  fashioned  entirely  out  of  rude  inferences 

from  sensible  impressions.”  It  is  mere  common-place,  ex¬ 
cept  the  two  passages  which  we  have  italicised,  and  they  (if 
taken  in  the  restricted  sense  which  alone  gives  them  any 

force  in  the  argument)  simply  beg  the  question.  If  the 

derivation  of  psychological  terms  from  words  bearing  origi- 



764  Homeric  Ideas  of  the  Soul  and  a  Future  Life.  [Oct. 

nally  a  material  sense,  is  proof  that  the  belief  in  a  future  life 

“  rests  on  material  notions  ”  and  “  sensible  impressions,”  all 
language,  even  in  its  most  scientific  and  spiritual  form, 

gives  evidence  of  materialistic  ideas.  The  Hebrew  0*'“' ,  the 
Greek  Trvevfia,  the  Latin  animus^  anima  (from  a/o  and  the 

Sanscrit  an)  and  spiritus  (from  the  Sanscrit  sptB),  ex  vi  ety- 
miy  denote  simply  breath,  wind.  Even  the  Greek  i/ot)?,  the 
pure  intellect  (from  vio>  to  move  and  the  Sanscrit  ni  or  nai 

-with  the  same  meaning),  “  rested,”  in  this  respect,  “  on  a 
material  notion,”  and  “  was  fashioned  out  of  sensible  im¬ 

pressions.”  These  words,  denoting  the  most  subtle,  power¬ 
ful,  and  widely-diffused  of  material  things,  were  used  also  to 
signify  mind,  life,  immaterial  energy.  It  is  commonly  said 

that  they  first  bore  a  material  sense ;  but  there  is  no  proof 

of  it ;  nor  can  it,  of  course,  be  refuted.  It  is  possible  that 
men  began  to  think  and  speak  of  mind  as  soon  as  they  did 

of  matter.  The  first  use  of  n'li  in  written  discourse  happens 

to  be  in  its  highest  and  most  purely  spiritual  sense,  to  de¬ 

note  the  Spirit  of  God ;  and  it  just  afterwards  occurs  denot¬ 

ing  that  Spirit  ̂   in  his  influence  on  the  mind  of  man.  And 

‘'^vxn  first  occurs  signifying  the  “  mighty  souls  ”  ̂   which 
“  the  wrath  of  Achilles  sent  to  the  invisible  world.”  And 
whatever  Dr.  V.  may  think  of  them,  we  fully  believe  and 

hope  to  show,  that  these  “  mighty  souls  ”  were  souls,  and  not 
the  “  airy,”  “  unconscious,”  “  immaterial,”  and  yet  quite  cor¬ 

poreal,  “  beings,”  which  “  are  dreamed  of  in  his  philosophy.” 
r  Whether,  however,  the  material  and  spiritual  senses  of  these 

words  (and  among  them  were  transitions  in  their  his¬ 
tory  and  use,  or  merely  different  aspects  or  applications,  in 

which  they  were  always  used,  '>^vx^  undoubtedly  bears  the 
three  senses  of  breath,  life,  soul.  But  when  Dr.  Voelcker  says 

that  the  meaning  of  breath  “  is  preserved  in  those  passages 

where  it  is  said  of  the  'y^vx^^  that  it  has  escaped  the  epKos 
ohovTojvf  he  contents  himself  with  asserting  what  it  was 

necessary  for  him  to  prove  —  and  what  the  Homeric  usage 
makes  it  impossible  to  prove. 

'  Gen.  1,  2.  coll.  6,  3. 

2  II  1,  3 
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»hl«  The  twordl  fiSeoXov,”  J says  >Dr.  V.,  “-conducts  us-tolthe 
Itrue  explanation  of  y/rv^Tj. .  and  synony¬ 
mous,' cwr  rather  elf&o\w!  is* thef  explanation  of  An 

extraordinary' assertion  truly  the  fallacy  of  which  is  ex-  ■ 

posed  by )  a  single  passage  of'  Homer.  •  Odysseus,  deepK 
touched  on  learning  from  his  mother,  in  Hades,  that  sorrow 

for  him  had*  caused ‘her  death,  “  longed  earnestly  to  embrace 

the  soul  of  his  dead  mother.”  '  “  Thrice,”  he  says,  “  I  rushed 

forward,  for  my  heart  prompted  me  to  embrace, -but  thrice 
she  escaped  from  my  arms,  like  to  a  shadow  or  a  dream. 

'Keener  anguish  then  arose  in  my  heart,  and  I  thus- ad- 
^dressedher:  *  ‘  '  *■-  " 

M^Tcp  Ti  vu  ft  ov  fitfivcis  cXeciv fiefiatoTa,  -.-  {f 

,  ̂   *0^pa  Kol  elv^’Ai'Sao,  cf}!\ai  X^P^  fSaXovre,  ^ 

*Afi<t>OT€pu)  KpvepoLO  T€TapTra>p.c(TSa  yooio  ; 

*  *H  TL  p.01  eiSwAov  to8*  ayavtj  Htpa-t^oviLa 
'  '  ̂   "Qrpvv,  o<j>p*  eri  poAXov  68vp6p.€vos  crTeva^^i^o} ; 

’’fis  i<f)dp,r)V  •  Tj  S’  avTLK  dp-ii^ero  TroTVta  prjrqp  *  '  ' 
'  ■  ft(H,  t€Kvov  Ipov,  TTfpl  TrdvTtDV  Kapftopc  <f}uyr(hv, 

'■  I  OvTi  ffc  Ileporc^oveia,  Aios  Svydrrfp,  dTra<fitcrK€t,  i  - 

'  >  ’AXX’  avryj  StKT/  iarl  /Sporwv,  ore  k€v  re  ̂ avciXTir*  ,  / 

«'  Ov  yap.  In  trdpKa^  re  Kai  oorea  tves  Ip^ouo’iJ'.^  i . 

Finding  that  the  of  his  mother  yielded  nothing  sub¬ 

stantial  to  his  embrace,  he  exclaims :  “  Is  this  some  etSwXov, 
which  awful  Persephone  has  sent  to  me  only  to  aggravate 

my  sorrow  ?  ”  ,  His  mother  replies  :  “  My  unhappy  son ! 
Persephone,  daughter  of  Zeus,  by  no  means  thus  deludes  thee 

{ovT  i  ere  dir  aff>  L<r  K  €  i)  ]  but  this  is  the  state  of  mortals  af¬ 

ter  death.  They  have  no  longer  fiesh  and  bones.^^  This  explains 
why  he  could  not  embrace  her.  .  StiU  she  assures  him  it  was 

the  reasoning  and  loving  soul  of  his  mother  which  held  all 

this  communion  with  him,  and  not  a  mere  <f>apraaia  acapa- 

T09  ̂  —  an  ei'ScdXopJ*  To  have  sent  an  etScoXou  instead  of  a 
y/rvxVf  Aptikleia  admits  would  have  been  to  dupe  and  delude 

*  Od.  11,  209  seq. 

*  Nitzsch,  citing  Mich.  Apost.  Plov.  III.  82,  thas  defines :  tan  Se  etSwAov, 

ffKiwSts  6fioiapa  ii  (pcan-curia  adfuiTos  ofpoetSris  re  ffKia.  Od.  11,  212 — 214. 
VoL.  XV.  No.  60.  65 
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him;  but.  she  calms  and  qojnforts,  him  by  tellingy Mm  that 

his  inability  to  embrace,, her  arose  from  thpiahseacejof, fi^sh 

and  bones^  and  that  it  was  a  real,^vx»/»  aad  wt  ;^t;all  (otltT^) 
an  etSwXoi/,  which  was  before  him.  And  yet  Dr.  Voelcker, 
echoed  by  Nitzsch  and  Nagelsbach,  pronounce  eiBcoXov  and 

synonyvious  !  The  very  thing  which  Homer  tells  usj  if 
substituted,  for  a  would  have  been  a.  sham,  a  trick,  and 

a.  delusion,  Dr.  Voelcker  triumphantly  affirnas,  conducts  us 

to, .the  right  explanation  a  sort  of  “  explanation”  which, 
if  applied  to  the  only  other  instance!  in  which  aira^laKoy^  is 

used  by,  Homer, >  would  lead  us  to  the  extraordinary  conclu¬ 

sion  that  a  disguised  adulterer  is  a  “  synonyme  ”  for-  a 
true  husband;  since  Homer  there  expresses  the i relation  be¬ 
tween  these  two  characters  by  the  same  word,  which  here 
denotes  that  ,of  an  eXBmkov  to  a 

well  pleased  with  this  “  e:jyjlanation,”  that  he  is  disposed  to 

appropriate  the  whole  merit  of  the  discovery  to  ’  himself ; 
“ eXBoykovf  he  says,  —  “a  word  which,  with  reference  to  this 
point,  has  hitherjto  been  entirely  neglected^  ,aud.  yet  makes 

everything  clear P  t  k,v. ’ t. 
EtB(i)\ov,ihen,  was  used  simply  in  the  way  of  comparison, 

to  denote  the  physically  unsubstantial  nature  of  the  ̂ jrvxai. 

And  so  of  the  other  similes,  ov€Lpo<i,  w?  aKcd,  yvre  Ka7rv6<;, 
dkifi  ei/ceXo?,  by  which  the  poet  simply  presents  the  departed 
soul  as  destitute  of  material  substcince  and  physical  force, 

but  which  these  writers  produce  as  evidence  that  they  were 

“destitute  of  mental  f acuities f  as  they' do  also  the  epithets 
uK^pLOi,  dpevTjva  ndpriva,  a<l>paBee<i  vcKpoi,  which  Dr.  V.  cites 

as  proof  of  “  the  airy  nature  of  these  beings,”  but  which 

Homer  *  plainly  uses  as  negations  ̂ of  physical  qualities,  indi¬ 
cating  that  the  dead  were  destitute  of  bodily  nqp,  pevo<;,  and 

^pkve<i  (these  terms  being  used  of  the  living  man,  both  in  a 

physical  and  mental  sense).  They  are  so  interpreted  by  ̂u- 
stathius.2  To  understand  them  as  these  i^nriters  have  done, 

is  a  plain  violation’  of  the  simplest  laws  of  tropical  lan- 

‘  Jin  the  coll,  form  cnraipiiv,  Od.'  23,  216  coll.  217.  Crnsius  defioea  thus :  iiatd- 
(p.l<TKa>,  betriiijen,  tdiischen,  hintergehen. 

a  On  Od.  11.  212, 13. -■’f  .01  -LO  t 
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grtfege^  1  by-.ijvMc’h  ̂   Shak^peate  ‘  mtlsf  staiid  ̂  ’cori-victed  of  ‘  as^ 
serting'that  the  human'  sdtir  was  ' nothing  but  air,  since  he 

makes' MarceltUS’prortofunce ’the  ghost  of  Hamlet  *  ' '  ’  ’ 
>  <  -itl  /  '"ii/  .mil!  tioi'xl  >,j;  1*  111  ■/  j 

- - “  os  mV  invulnerable.”.  -  i 
.Dili;  ill (  ■  »ii; n* !  m!  '  '  .  ■>  .  '  '  ■  ait 

By  such' criticism,  metaphors  become  Strict  definitions.'  ><'In 

the.saorcd  writers,  “sa  shadow,” '‘^  a'flower;”‘“  awain  show,” 

instead!  of .  being i  illustmtions  of  i  the  transitoriness '  of  our 

earthly  life*  tin  loerfain  ' aspects, )  must  1 'be  regarded'  as  s^o-i 

right i explanations,”  ‘‘making  ererything  clear,” 'as 
to; the  nature  and  substance  of  man 7 > and  Isaiah Und  Peter 

may ■  be"  oitedi  asv‘^  confirmation  strong,”  that' the  sole  com¬ 

ponent  and  material  of  (humanity  is  '^'^gra&sP  •  i  ■;  tr  u 
n  The ) distinction  tbetween  Teiresias ■'and 'the  other  dead 

(which 'they  also  cite  as 'an ’argument)',  jcertainly^  presents  n,* 
graver. difficulty.!  Kirke  t sends  Odysseus  and  his  compan-i 

ionsto  Hades,  t/<))-il)  -hii  .o  i  =  mu  >  ■  •.  1  >.  j.p-? 

^lilj  itl  ©J/jSdttou  Tct/sco-tao,  ̂  

i  Vu  Su  f't  t  M^rrtos  dAaovy^ov  rc  lju.7reSoi  ‘  1 

Tw  KOLL  TcSvrjCyri  voov  Trope  Il€pcr€<^oma,  ''  ,i''  ' 

fi(  >  I  f  i:‘{;:  i< Or<p ‘TTCTwJo'.^ai  *  'Toi  Si  (TMtaii  dttnravtrtyj  < *  I 

Strabo,  Lucian  (cited  by  Hr.  Saniuel  Clarke),  anil  Eustathi- 

us  2  considered  the  peculiarity  of  Teiresias  to  consist  in  the 

gijt  of  prophecy.  But  this  does  not  seem  fully  to  satisfy  the 

language  of  the  poet.  The  expression  ̂ peve^i  epirehot,  would 

seem  to  denote  the  retention  of  some  physical  vitality  and 

substance;  for  ̂pei/e?,"atonce  a  bodily  organ  and  mental fac-^ 
ultieSj  is  nowhere  else  predicated  of  the  dead.^  But  voov  ttcttvo- 

<T*^ai  forbids  this  restriction.  Interpreted  by  itself,  the  pas¬ 
sage  would  certainly  convey  the  idea  that  Teiresias  alone  re- 

retained  his  intelligence  in  the  other  world.  But  when  ̂ we 

find  the. other  souls  talking  quite  as  coherently,  and  some 
of  them  quite  as  wisely  as  Teiresias,  we  perceive  that  the 

)ii  'ij  t'  r  *>'*  .  '  ‘”"1  -’‘.V*'’  '  .  ,1.' 
poef  must  have  meant  something  else  than  mere  intelli¬ 

gence,  or ‘else  that  he  here  inadvertently  used  words  the 
strict  arid  separate  construction  of  which  would  make  this 

1  Od.  10.  492  seq. 
3  On  Od.  10.  495. 
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^^ss^ge ^solitary .c^eptipn  1^0  his , general  system.^ 

not  think  it  necessary  to  resort  to  the  easy  remcfly  of’  suppbs* 

ing^an  interpolation  or  ̂corruption,  though  i,t  is  lar  from  im¬ 

probable.  ̂   ThiSjis.one  of j  the  passages  which  Pi^to,sa^^  |ie 

jqpuld  have  wishjsd  to  blot  from  the  Homeric  poetr^,^  a  plain  , 
proof  .that,  he  .considered  it  libt  in  the  spirif  of.thaf  poetry. 

, The, usage  jhandedjdown  in  the  language  of  explmnin^ 
eiBwXov  by  ve<f)€\r)  would,  of  itself,  be  sufficient  to  Attest  that 

these  forms  were  composed  of  air,  even  if  expressions  in 

Homer  himselfi  did  not  sufficiently  demonstrate  the  point.” 
^Dr.  Voelcker  is  put  to  a  desperate  shift  for  an  argument. 

Homer  cortipares  a'  disembodied' soul  to  an  ctBtSXou. 

Voil-  wn,s,  some  centuries  after,  “  explained  by  w^Xiy'^^'in  the 

Helen  of  Euripides^ and  the  Pythia  ofiPindar.'  This,iDfii!'y. 
denominates  “  a  usasre,^’  “  a  usage  handed  down  in  the  Ian- 

guage  ;  ”  and  he  says  it  wpuld,  of  itself^  be  sufficient  to  at¬ 

test  that  these  forms”  (i.  e,,the  Homeric  souls),  cpt/f- 

posed  of  air^even  if  expressions  in  Homer, did  not  ,suffi- 

.oLently  demonstrate  the, point  I  ”  W, hither  would  such  criti¬ 

cism  lead  us  ?  Not  only  are  Hpmer’s,  own.^mto  ,  to  be  ip- 
.ceived  as  synonymes, \h\ki  the  gravest, theories  about  him, are 

jto  be  “  attested”  by  the  metaphors  of  poets  who,  lived  ̂ ye 

hundred  years  after  him  ?  2  With  much  better  color  of  rea¬ 

son  might  I Dr.'.Yoelcker,  have  cited  the  ridiculous  71M0- 

tsophemes  which  Antis thenes  rand  Chrysippus,  spun  out.t^f 

, his  necrology V  -  '1-'  ..  i  ,i/;iyi 

Mil  ‘vWhen  - Achilles  desired  to  embrace  the  form  of  Patrp- 
clus,  which  had  appeared  to  him  out  of  the  lower  .world,,  it 

sunkdnto  the  earth,  like  smoke.”  Thus  Dr.  Voelcker,  has 

i translated  »,'<  ..k  -.i-Mt  .i.j  i  ■ -.i  >1  l  ir  iif 

■>  I. II  Kp.ra  ;(i^oPos  ̂ t€  icairvos  >  m-  {{j 

O^eno’-I}  .  »  .(  h>'|  V't,  .  I  f;  .V  ti  J  W'liill  liiiil 

Rep  111.  beg.'  ̂   ^  i  iik-.  d 

Aod  obsertc  how  Dr.  V.  annotatos'on  his  own  text;  In, thesis  paesage9-'jpf 
Duripidf^  indeed,  rfSwAoi/  »©  lon^  derwtes  cm  airy  imaye;  but  that  i^  ,canx  neverthe¬ 
less  1)e  called  shews  of  what  kind  We  are  to  Suppose  t!ie  Homeric  eidohi  to  he. 

'since  the  expression  j/6<?>6'A7}  was  justified  by  the  usage  of  the  Irihgunge!"  ]i'.  49 
-(E.  T.)  nbte.  Thus  his  note'demoHshes'**  tho  Airy  fabric”  of  hie  own  •♦i^Bion” 
and  leaves  not  a  rack  behind.”  —  - *7 

•L'Ce.  .1  li  ' 
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“*a  further  corifirm^  thinks,  of  “  the  airy  nature' 6i 

thebe’ heings.”  Was  then  the  soul  of  man,  according  to  Hb- 

merl  *  composed  o'f  ”  atV,  cloud.)  or  smoke  ?  '  For  in  the  theoty 

of  thr.  yoelcker,  “  each  seems  either.”  'But  let  us  try  this 
con^ruction^  of  a  simile  elsewhere.  Horner  has  used  sur¬ 

prisingly  sirhilar  language  'in  describing  and  illustrating  thb ;  iOVrjJ.iV.°(  "i;-  1!  ,  mili  x*  '  •  a  IxU  •*  * 
movements  of  divine  persons.  Thetis,  coming  to  the  inter- 
lUll!  !■'  ‘lit’  •U')f>UU(-  j  i  .!  ■  ;1  ,  •  ,i  il'  ■,  Aj-.M'. 

View  with  her  son,  ' 
m  )  :[  11-1/  I  .Ilf;  i- ,  i  >i '  i ; ,  .  ' 

tfi  !  TToXl^  dA.09,  7IVT  6fl 

t!J  H;1  M!;!-  Jii  ,  Hj-  )i)  J,  ,  -  /  .id 

wie /conclude,  then,|,that,she  jWas  an, “airy  beingi” 
.‘,‘t  jCQnipo^ed ,  of  ”  ( “  fog^^’u  a  “  niere  phantpra,”  a  “  deceptive 

appearances”  ‘f  -destitute  of,  mental  faculties  ?  ”  ,  Athene  ̂ ^  j 
•SV»S  U\  .  \\\  V.''V  iV  ,  A  .f  X  ^  /  i:  o 

—  opv  IS  <»>S  avoTrata  oievraTO. 
-if  -.'I  .'A  .  y.  I  1  .  •:  I  -  >11  !)11 

I  iU  •/(  '1!'  'i» 

'Does  this  indicate  what  she  was  “  composed  of  ?  ”  Or  was 
the  expression  in  each  case,  whether  used  of  a  god  or  a  hu- 

ih'an  soul,  a  meTe'similitudo  ex  levitate  et  celeritate?  By  Dr. 
'Voeicker’s  critical  process,  Aias*  must  *  at  once,  have  been 
“composed  of”  masbn-work  and  brute  matter  and  nature; 
for  Homer  has,  on  different  occasions,  likened  him  to  'a 

~touoer\)  a’ Ho/r,  and  an  05S.- 

-V.'  «  Among  the  expressions  in' the  Iliad  and  Odyssey,”  says 
"Dri  *  Voelcker,  “  for  the  animating  and  spiritual  principle  in 
man,  the  most  important  are  ̂ rop,  arif^os,  KpaSiy  and  <f>peve^. 

They  denote  different  localities  of  the  vital  powers- in  the 

body ;  ahd^  as  in  'all  languages,  for  reasons  easy  to  be  under- 
dtbod;  usage  mostly  unites  the  animating  ̂   and  the  spiritual 
in  the  same  expression,  they  comprehend  the  mental  part  in 

their  signification  ;  but  being  organs  of  the  body  which  are 

annihilated  with  it,  they  cannot  pass  into  Hades.” 
It  can  hardly  be  that  Dr.  Vbelcker  intended  fhis  as  an  ar- 

i  gument  forhis  materialistic  theory  of  Homer.  ’HVop,  KpaBiTj, 
and  ̂ ^pev€s  undoubtedly  signify  (like  the  reins  in  Hebrew, 

(,|he  brain  in  English,  and.the,  in  aU  languages)  at  once 

bodily  organs  and  mental  or  spiritual  faculties.  “  They  can- 

‘  U.  1.  359. 

65* 

*  Od.  1.  320. 
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not  pass  into  Hades.”  OftOouarsetnot.'.  This*  impossibility 
is! common  to  Homer iwithr all*  writers  andr  allilanguagcfe) 

The  laws: of  speech  and  of  thought  would* not  allow* it  toibe 

said'of  a  dead  man  that  his  breast^  reim^  he arti,iOX>  brain  had 

departed  '  to  ithe ;  invisible  i  world.  These  >  termS'  ( jF^p®esenrtj 

spiritual  . faculties  r  in ithei  case  of  the.  living) man j  but  not  of 

the  I  dead;  because  the  very  ground  of  the  metaphor  .lies  ihr 

the  intimate  connection  supposed  tof  exists  between*  oertaJual 

mental  faculties  and  bodily  organs,  and  is  >  lost  when  that 

connection  ceases  in  death.' 1  -‘jiiil'*!)  fitf.lM  .-.(ioi tct-Mtiinifri 

.jfBut  why. does  Dr.  V.  pronounce  these  “  the.wos/  important 

expressions  (for  \ the  lanimating y and i: spiritual'  1  principle rin 

man  ?  ”  ;  Probably 'they  enjoy  this  distinction  ini  hisi  soaley 
because  they  are  borrowed  from  the  body^  and  their  spiritual 

sense jis  supposed  to  be*  onlyi  secondary);  i  thus  deriving  from; 

bisi  classification  a  little  aid  to  his  theory  of  the  materialistic! 

and  mortal  nature  of  the !  souL  -i  Few  readers  of  jHomer  will 

agree  iwhh‘  Dr.jV.,  that  these!  .eup<^i^6ka  are  ;^the  mOst  imi-l 

pbrtant”  Homeric  terms  for  the  miSnd  and  ̂ ts*  operations. 

Xiif^os^  in  Homer,  never 'signifies  “the  animating  and)  spir¬ 

itual' principle”  at  all.  'It  isisimply  a- bodily  seat ^ot  locality 
of  the  . mind  ( or  I  feelings,  nothing  more.i  ^op,i;wo? 

e  v  l  (mf^ea-ac  are  of  constant  occuimnce,  but  never 

as  itself  an  “lexpression  for  the  animating  fiand  'Spirituali 

principle.^  -  i  vl  )‘'v'»l  nr  -  ''<1  .  a^v''  'S  oTr\S 
'IThe  remaining),  terras  on  which  the  (Homeric  psychology! 

turns  cardinally  are  1*009,  •'and  pevo^.  As  these  writers 

have  decreed  !the  extinction*  of  the  i^i>/Lto9v  they  can 'afford  to- 
exalt  it  at  the  expanse  of  the  yjrvxV’  Nagelsbach  (as.we  havO 

seen)  makes  it  “  the  correlate ito  the  animal 
sbul,  If  he  is  right, (it  is  the  spiritual \ soul  which 

iwompts  a' man  to  drink- ‘•(irietv  ores It  iij 
the,  spiritual  soul  which  finds  satisfaction  in  a  hearty  dinner 

(0^4, V po<;  eSevero  Bai^b^  eiar}';).^  It  is  the  spirUufid  spul 

^  Nagelsbach  defines  it  more  correctly.  St^^os  ist  lediglich  dass  aoSsorHohe' 

BehaWiiiss  dfet  Seelenkrafte'.^pj8.39,  n.  So  Damm.  and ‘Crusius.  .InltlieisiVgii- 

lar.  It  fs  only  tlie /Hatcr/aZ ftreasf.  .  .II  "  .[(  T  -  '  il 

•■5  n.  '4.  263.  •'!  '  •'  .^;l  .<-1  468.  TTi  .I'.ii  .11 
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wiiich  animates  (Iambs, *ioxeni,^  >h6iises,“'stagsj'^  and  swine: 
0r  rather,  the  term  which  often!  ;denotes  ithese  andumany 

other  purely  animal)  ideas !  and  I  functions,  *is  the  distinctive 

and  pre-eminent  Homeric  word  to  express  thel^^  incorporeal^ 

the  soul-principie  of  (the  spiritual  life!”iii  Such  'absurdiand 
impossible  psycholoigical  ideas  would  this  theory  fasten  upbp 

the  greatestiof  poets,  i  The  truth  is,  one  of  the  “  most 

important  and  general  psychological  »worda(  of  Horner^  de-' 
notes  the  vital  energy, P  ,  and  all  its )  conceivable  f  forms  t  and 

manifestations.  Plato  defines  it’\from  Ats  derivaMon^  '^^  ih^ 

fush^  oiUJloWi'or  boilir^  'Up  of  the  (According  tothJm, 

therefore)! it  differs  fi‘omt'^up^»;ia3ia((part  from(the  whole,i'aii 
attribute  or  operatiodit  from  I  its  Bubjeot.  1 1  This  wifli  be  found 

generally  to  (Square  with  the  Homeric  usages /:  In  (mere  ani*^ 

malS)  it  is  mere  a3liimal!life.>  )‘In  many  tooj  it  is>ft^!or  any  of 
its  ehergieBiforlfaculties,  whCther  ilowerlor  (higher)  whether 

sein«ual(or!spirit«al;(:‘)It  is'the  mind,*  the  seat  of  thought,®  the’ 
heart)  theiseiat  of  the  affections,®  ofanger,'®  of  pity,‘Mof  hope,?* 

ofi  sensual'love,^®  of  gladness.'*^  In  fact)>there -is  nd  sort  of  viw 

tab  fimotion)  imip(U;lse,  or  manifestation^' firom  the! lowest  ani^ 

mail  longing  (to  thc»'highest;  and- purest!  mental  i  or  > 'spiritual 

operation' wbichds  not  performed!  by  the  iHoraerie  It 

oan'\often 'be' rendered 'by  the  English  spirit^  and  is  only  iiife- 
ri((W  to  in  comprehensiveness.  K  Its  departure. is  death  i 

airo  h'  cTTraro  ̂ vp6<i,  describes  the  death  of  a  horse  and  of  ( a; 
bird)  just' as  d’trorrveiojv  does  that  ofra_hero.  (Death  is 

^popcd(Tr7jfit^'life~destroper.’i  \  NofKi  in  Homer)  aslelsewhere, is' 

“  the  thinking  and  reflecting  faculty,” '  and  is  so  defined  by  Dr*i 

Voelfcker.'J  Mem  is  force,  energy:  li'isdhQ  ' projectile  force* 

of  a'speat  )^'ithe  elemental iovee  of  fire  ,^6. (the  material  force 
of  livers  and 'of  winds  the  u/ijwta/i  force  of  ih  horse;'®  and 

the  donibiued  •  and  moroi  folxje  of.  a  hero,'®  which  isf 
'rr  rTTC-ir' — r;  ''if  n  "T — r,.' -f  ]■,,<  -!  m'  ;  d-i //  H ! T 

’  II.  .3..  234.  2  II  1^,  704.  8  II.  16.  463.  ,  *  Od.  10.  16.3, 

’  Qv/Libs  iLirh  rris  ̂ itreas  Ka\  feVeas  r^s  eX®‘  ''’"‘'TO  rb  vvofia.  Crat.  419. 
SlaW>..)ii  il  3-1  >.  .r  .  /  ( 

.?i.lbll.4U.  H..9*482.  .(I  ,>■  ...  .‘"  .H..16.616.  .  ??  II.  24. 467..  - 
12  II.  15,  701.  '3  j|  14,  3,6.  >4  u„7.  189.  H.  I3.  444. 

‘8  II.  23.  177..PcU  .  [ "  ’JI.  12. 18.  coll.  .*).  524.  II.  23.  524.  ^  I1..5.  beg,  . 



Uomenc  Ideas  of  tfie  ̂ ul\iid  a  Putiird  tAf^. 

exTiibited  in  iitV  highest  foriti  when'  his 'sa^city, '"valor, ‘ahii 
strength  are  exalted  by  a  special  inspiration  (e/ATrt/eufft?)  'firdrii 
God.  This  word  figures  largely  in  the  apioTeiai  of  the  seve¬ 
ral  Homeric  heroes.  '  / ,  «o 

Dr.  Voelcker  thus  proceeds  to.  kill  off  these/  remaining 

faculties  of  the  Homeric  soul.  “  It  is  worthy  of  remark  that 

they  ”  {^v/j,6<i,  v6of,  and  “are  never  said/  tO  g-o  into 
Hades”  The  assertion  is,  in  itself,  a  sufficient  proof  of  the 

inaccuracy  of  Dr.  Voelcker.  Homer  distinctly  expresses  'the 

idea  of  death  by  the  passing  of.  the  ̂ vp6<;  into  Hades  :  ' ■  L  M'  ^'li  ■'  f'  I  >ii;  uiTi! 

b‘  :i@v/tdv  Slito  /tieX^KtSOvai  8«/i*ov  TAiSor  €i<ro),^  l-iin 

-‘'1'  ‘  ■  'I’l  ••  ,[  M  -  Mif  7({ 

and  predicates  both  and  of  those  who  areidn 

Hades.  These,  however,  are  rare  instances.  iWe  do  not  re*, 

member  any  other.  For  their '  rare  occurrence,  there  is  art 
obvious  and  sufficient  reason.  The  departed  man  — man 
spoken  of  as  surviving  death  and  existirtg  in  another  state, 

is  not  denominated  by  any  one  of  his  vital  functions,  how* 

ever  important,  but  by  that  which  expresses  his  wholelincort 

poreal  personality,  ̂ vxv'.  As  little  would  the  nature  of  lan»* 
guage,  or  the  apprehensions  we  form  of  the  condition  of  the 

departed,  permit  us  now  to  say  of  a  dead  man,  that  hism«<3^ 

will^  or  understanding’  had  taken 'its  flight  to ‘the  invisible 
world.  To  express  this  conception,  we  occasionally  use  the 

word  spirit,  but  generally  soul;  and  so  does' Homer;  '  Once 

he  has  used  to  denote'  humanity  as  it ‘passes  through 
and  survives  the  change  of  death ;  In  ‘  alb  other  cases,  as 
nearly  as  we  remember, 

'  In  the’  mere  act  of  departing,  it  is  used ‘in  common  with 

^vfxo^,  aiG)v\  etc.  But 'as  ̂ gone  and  disembodied,  thait 
which  survives  of  humanity  is  (with  this  one  exception)  ont- 

ly  called  Achilles  thus  discourses ’of  its  "final  and 
irrevocable  departure  '  \  ̂   n  <[ 

’AvSpo?  Sc  TToXiv  iXSeiv,  ovre  Xr^urTy,  '  '  ' '  ' 

cXcT^,  cTTci  op  Kev  ducu/rcTat  epKOS  d8dvT0)V.  /' ' ' .  '  -  I  *  ‘  :tii  '  1  . 

/;(,  11  .I" 

1  II.  7.  131.  2  Od.  11.  39.  and  561.  »  Od.  11.  561.  <  11.  9.  408  seq. 



Apd>ntiklemj(h^ving|  herpelf  pa^ed  ttequgh  it)  ,‘huS|,<?e- 

scribes  the  process  and  consequence  of  dying  :  i  ,  ‘ T“  “  ronr  uj^iii  j;  7(  '•> ‘t-rn  niv'rffrt^ 

-o/**--  hIj  io  'tr  •Savu)o‘«'''  ̂   '"'O 

Ov  yap  m  (rdpKa^  t€  koX  oorca  Tvcs  lp(ou<nv,*'^  .  !  1  !tn 

^niffinifi^XX^  YS^/u.€iJ’t«  ̂ /»s  /cpariepoJ^  ’/A'Ij'd?  at^dp.erou>  '^  *  *  f  .^‘  1 

lllflf  tfp&ta  Xllry  Ajevk’  oaTta 

oi'>v  B’  “q^*  dy€ipo^i  dTroVTOfii&rq  TrcTTorqiTai.  ”  /  >f[f 

oif*  "to  Inoi!'  la'-ioillii'-?  j;  'i!‘*-Ti  i'i  -f  !:■  ■tf')'". •;  -  ,\\ 

3f^T|iejwl^ple  qtu^stion,  then,}Of  thq  (Homeric  isoul  and  post-j 

mortal  state  iturqs  upon  this-  point What  is  the  ,whici| 

“  passes  from  the  lips  ”  with  the  last  breath,  “  flies  away,” 

and  “  leaves  ibe  flesh  and 'white:  bone%”3noilonger  animated 

by  the  “  nervous  energy  ”  and  “  motive  force  ”  ̂   to  be  de¬ 

composed  or '^demolished  by*  the  powerful  fOTce  of  glowing 

fime,”'and‘wl4^n  it  has  once  gone,) can  never  be  brought  batk 

b^f.  force^iUox  r^imn'Of^cJioi^e,?  areithe  nature  ,  and 

attributes. lOf  [this  Is.  it,  as,  Nagelabach  assures  us, 

something.^^bewustloa,”  “  wesenlos,”  possessing  ‘‘  kein  Geist, 

kein{Gefuhl,tkein  Henke,  kein  Wille” — ^som  everything ̂   in 

fact,  ibut  a  sort  of  shadowy  visibility  and  immaterial  ani- 

mality,--^*^  withtrespeot  to  physical^exiatence  unapprehensi- 

ble  and  <  ttWgrofpaWe,®  land  with  respect  ,tpj  (Spiritual  state 
doomed  to{  unconsciousness  ,?*•”  -r—  or,  .  as  Hr. ,  Voelcker  de^- 

scribes  I  it, neither  soul  nor  spiriti^)  “  destitute  of  mental  fac¬ 

ulties,”  “  destitute^  of  everything  corporeal ;  ”  —  was  the- Ho¬ 

meric  thus  a!  “  being  without  any  of  the  attributes  of 

^et«g*,'or  was  'it  the  soul  ofr  man,  the  whole  life  ofr.humanf- 

ity,  except  “.this  muddy  vesture  of  decay,”  which  it  puts  ofl' in  death?  ^ 

i'(i  That  lit  survives,  the  concessions  of  these  writers,  are  as 

full  as  we  vcould  desire.  “  It  outlasts  the  fire  of  the  funeral 

pale,’^'  sa)rs'  Nagelsbach.  It  continues  to  exist  after  death,” 

bays .Voeldser ; it  wilhcontinue  to  live, ̂ nd  lasL^’  i,“  Thejre 

is  a  prolongation  of  life^  —  on  that  point  there  is  no  doubt” 

*  Od.  11.  217  seq.  stm-.* 

—  Iva  ufif  rhy  iK'Tuv  vtvpmv  layvy  •  k'ikov  S*  riiv  rov  kUiv 

Swofiiv,  Kusi.  on  ud.  11.  212,  13.  ‘ 

®  JSichtTassbares'nicht  Greifbares  niehr.  pp  341,  2. 
.pL(.  ef't  .&  ii '  . II. i>o«  ■  >ifi  .-;r  :  5;0 - 

5  ; 
‘ 

6  i<TTi  iropevfffdai 

’  ^  !i  * 
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Itsis  admitUd^  iMns<mi  all\handss^t^^  in  the\Ht)Dn&ri6  potif!y 

something  ofi^man  snrvims^deedh^  ^vnder  the  name  of 
which  is  indestructible*  and  immortal.  ^'JWhat  isiit  ?  ’ 

Hi  Let  us  escape  from)  tiresome  vetbal  analysis,  and'joih  onfe 

of  these  ̂ ^xrgai*  in  ite  mystorioos  migration  to  “  that  nridiS'- 

covered  ocmntey  ̂   which;  dies  beyond  ̂ death J '  TTie'  Homei^O 
necrology  is  so  ample  and  Circumstantial  ^as  toT'enable  us’tO 
observe  it  in  almost  eVery  conceivable  stage  of -its  existencd. 

Let  us,  then,  take'>our“stand  biesiderthe’expwing'  Patrbclti^i' 

Pierced  by'^three  woUndsj'he  has'shnk  'at  tlie^^eet- of  Hhe 
ulting  Hector.  ))The  faintness' of  death  ■''already 'palsies 
tonguC)  butithe  mind,‘‘so  far  ftom  sufFeting^anylobsciiratfd'ti^ 

or  weakness,  rises  to*  a*' strength  j  clearness,' and  dimity 'un¬ 
known  beforei '  I  He  'seei^  into  the  ’  fature." '  ̂̂ He '  foretell^ 

Hector  (as  Hector  does  aftOrWards,^  under  the  ̂ satnef  circSiidh 

Stances,  to  Achilles)  his  owh'ddickly'approachin^  death,  ̂ aiid^ 

the  very  hand  which  is  to  inflict  it  id  “  ‘ 
iiiiu;  li>)  "t-j  >''■  ijlli;  /iJiHl  )t  lit );il.i)u:»  il  lil  Tj:{i  I 

,  Toi/ 8’  oXc,yo8pai/ «.wi/[  7fjPo<r€<^iy,jIIarpwc^€i9  isnreS,  (->1 
’'HSt;  vvvfEKTop,  /icyoA’ lvx<«fn;-,;j  .  -..i-!  1  .U  r 

-AXX  S'  •*  '  '  A  ‘/?*x‘x‘ 
AAAo  oc  Toi  €p€u),  (TV  o  €vi  <pp€(TL  poWco  OrqCTlVj 

Ov  St)v  ovS  avTOi  Bffpov  aXkd  toi  TfSTj  i\  '  'A^' 

Ay\L  7rapt(rr^K€v  ̂ dj/aros  KoX  pdipa  Kp&rdii^  ' 

Xepo-i  8ap.€VT  ’AxtX^os  6ip.vpx3iyoq  AwK^Sao.  i.mju-  i*-)’ 

The  impending  stroke  of.d^ath,  then,  under  which  the  phys¬ 

ical  energies  were  already  “  drooping,”  idid  not  impair,  but\ 
rather  exalted,  the  intellectual  and  spiritual  faculties.  Not 
such  a  prelude  as  might  be  expected  to  their  instoM  and  nt*: 

tex-^ annihilation.  ^  i-./  ■  I'iii  /i'l'  i  j1 

,  And  here  let  us  notice  i  ai  peculiarityi  (not  without  signifi-j^ 
cance)  in  the  Homeric, description^ of v death*.  ̂   In  the;  act.  of; 

'if.  16.  843  scq.'  'The  reader  will  be 'reminded  of  the  dying  words  of  Hotspur 

(K.  Hen.  IV.  A«  5)':  ;  jh  /uisri  -:  -U  I  I'i  .'yu y  >!;)■>  itrj 

,  ,  i  I  i  ••  ;  ‘I  “O,  I-eoald  prophesy, ‘  '  u  -ix' But  that  the  earthy  and  cold  hand  of  death 

I„u,  ,9“  •  =.1,  ...  -lie,  ,.,o. ‘ 
The  idea  that  the  soul,  in  the  moment  of  death,  has  an  insight  into  the  Aitard^j^ 

has  been  general  from  the  earliest  times.  Cf.  Plat.  Apol.  Soc.  near  the  enid!.  * 
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4yiagy  tbe life-principle,  by  whatever 

designated)' g*oeA  Of«^,an4  /or^^&8  the 'body  in) brutes 
as  well  as  iniinen.,[  But  in\tbe  former  case,  that  is  the  lastof 

iff.,,  ’yherejis  ̂ no'^hint  nflite  oontinaed  existence.  ^In  man 
oflly  tand  always,,  the  vital  principle/ outlasts  death;  »Wa8  it 

Opiy;  ,tbp!  animal  fyitaUtyithat^remained?//  Whyi  then  >  did  it 

auryiye  in  mere  animals  ?  )  lIomeaf  makes  the  possession 

of  .  intellect  i(i/w9)ihe  distinction  (as  j  l>r.r  Moelcker  admits) 
l^tween  aien,and  beasts^t  ,,  It  wasi  a  distinction,  which  even 

the  wand, of  Kixkej  could  not  demolish ;  for>  *»o,v9  ef»  4 

To  ,7rapo9j7r6p,even  in, those  whom  she  hadtransi- 

£9^njed,;2  a  plain,proof  ,thatthe  sinking,  from  athuman  to  a 
mere  animal|hat^ejWaaf  a.itransformation  which  the  intub. 
tively  delicate  disciiminatipn,jOfj Homer, [^ejected  as  mon-fl 

strous  and  impossible,, , ,  But  these  iWriters  have  icharged  hirti 

w;ith  SO,  gross  a, psycboipgic^l  blunder.  According  to,  them,  the 
stroke  of  death  is  more  pbwerfuljjthan  the,ptt/3&>9  of  Kirke. 
That  which  is  common  to  man  and  beasts  (die  animalische 

seele)  survives,  While  that  which-  is  peculiar  to  man  (vov<f) 
perishes  in  the  Homeric  death?  \ 

But  to  return  to  Patroclus':  .  ,  ,  . 

“fis  apa  fjLiv  dvovra  ti^x)s  Savdroto  roX-ui/ze*'  ,•  ■  ’ 

^  iK  p€^4uiv'Trcifiivrj‘'Ai8o>iS€ 

*Oi/  TTOTfiov  yooilxra,  Xarova  avBpoTTjm  koX 

-sThe  here'' escaping 'from  death\  flie^ ̂ 
ftom.the  limbs,”  hnd  “takes  Hs 'way  towards  Hades,”  “c?e- 
jdoring- its  ht,^^  “the' manly  strength ‘'and  youthful  bloom**' 

w*hiohrit 'had  “)f0r8aken.’*'‘’'''''‘'K''  ‘'i'’ 

It  is  clearly  not  “  unconscious  ”  yet.  Recollection^  antici¬ 

pation^  compeoti&on  oi  the  past  and'fut«Ffe;'^Of**ot<>  for  lost  life 
mwi  happiness,  and  consciousness  oi  course,' ials  the  nexus  or 
rather  basis  of  all  these  operations,  are  affirmed  of  the  dis- 

emDodiea  this  terribly  magnificent  picture  of  a  soid 

on  its  flight  to  the  invisible  wotld.  That  “  large  discourse, 
_ ,  .  in. I  iio:>  7  n;;*/  of: 

^  Na^elsbach,  too,  calls  it  the  “  speciiisch  Unterscheid  zwischen  Mcaschen  und 

Thiereft.”  p.  338.h;i.i'iri  't.  inMiU'in:  ;i!  ,'n  tifj  i'  i  i.  fu  mI  T 

Od.  lOdl  Tt'jiT  .IcqA  .jxjI'I  .I’j  (c.tih/i'-  -di  i'i>) -  iui'o;  v  ii  •  >.;  >.t.  \ 
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looking  before  aruhafter^*  ■whiGfh^aire'' supposed ‘to  in<^ate 

the  “  capability  and  godlike  reason  ”  of^'toan,’iB‘i5^etii’h’‘fall 
force.  '  i-  /  •rjin  lif  I'j.'f  T  »/i  Jj  «>  /  .l(  (  ffi:ll 

The  -^vxn  of^  Ptttrocltts'  afterwards  “  ascends  out  Of  Ha¬ 

des,”  as  Dr.  Voelcker'expresses  it,  “>  shows’  itself  to*  AchillOsj^’ 
and* addresses  him  in  one  of' the  most  eloquent  passages* bf 

the  poem.i  We  can  only  insert  it 'in' scraps, 'but  to*  f^eP'itis 

full  forcej  one'rtiust'read *it  entire.'****  '  i  >v  'h  ii  i//  ** 
({III  !'i|  I  !•  ;n,\  'i(it  (ill  /  ,  (  //!:  i)'il  /;7/  ‘i/cit  fi-'dldi/tilt 

.Eu8«s,  awttp^e/tcio  Xc^a<rj^wo9  ' 

"  0k7rT€,^W;5TVtV«^i(n-a  .\''l\  
<*  *>  ̂ /  1-  ''*«'*W*1> i{  ■  ■  uii* i  din  I  i  i:  1(1  lil'  iluv/  'iiKtli  ’ui. 

•  It  I  I  ’  ^  'via  1^)1  i  j!  'xi  l»hti)7/ 
.  .  Ov  fi€v  yap  4(1)01  yc  <piA(t)v  airaveV'Htv  eraipiDV 
ill  I  I  T»  I  \  '  1  *?'  >■  >  •  1 1 7J  t  'll  ‘  *-''•(  'i"  *'**‘-*1'* 

BouAas  €4o/ii.€voi  pov\€v&opL(.v  aAA  €p,€  fxev  K-qp_ 

A/i^c^avc  ItTvytip^,  ̂   ̂k)[)‘Xii;^€’yiyi'<5)iO'OV  TT^.''**  
‘  {*^**** 

’  ‘  '  ‘  Kai  8c  <roi  a^<3  ptUpa,  ̂ <6t?  iMcekcX*  ̂ Aj^cXXleC,’*'*  ** 

()"'■  ‘  ■  Tct^ci  wro  Tp<auiv  tvYjyiviu>if  dtrt)X€o'dat*4*.'{  '**  ':niill(>u 

•  ■  f  A  '  ■  \i  \\i\'  ys\'-  \i  •  ■’ '  )■  '  I'uV)  . 

He  gently  upbraids,. his,  frienjd.ifpfnsleepbig,  and  forgetting 

him ;  entreats  immediate  burial  ;<  laments  that  they  shall  no 

longer  alive  hold  sweet  counsel,  apart,(frpm  i other, 

friends ;  “  me,”  he  says,  “  a  mournful  fate  has  swallowed  up, 

which  indeed  is  the  lot  of  him  ”  just  “  born ;  ”  “  and  thy  lot, 

too,”  he  adds,  “  immortal  Achilles,  is.tp. fall, beneath  the -wall 

of  the  noble  Trojans,”  He  reminds  him  of  their  early  friend¬ 
ship  and  even  of,  the  dteumsig^nce  i^hicli  caused  his  father  to 

take  him  from  home  and 'phice  J\^m  in  the  palace  of.JPeleus,aud 
so  give  occasion  fordhat,  intimacy  which, lasted  fill  death. .  In 

memory  of  that  life-long  friendship,  hej  entreats  (that  ythe 

same  “  golden  urn  may  enclose  their  ashes..  Dr.t  Voelcker 
regards  this  as  no  illusion,  woven  by  tbei  morbidly  excited 

fancy  of  the  hero,  but  as  a  real  and  objective  affair.,, i Such 

was  evidently  the  poet’s  ponceptiop  of  it.  Consciopisness  and 
every  mental  faculty  and  susceptibility  are  still  in  possession 

of  the  1  ■  ■  i  ■  1 1 '  1 1  ■  1 1 , :  1  t  1 1  >  1 1 1  •  i ;  1  ■  O'  ( ' :  ■  I S  ’  1 '  ■ '  1  I  i  1  *  ■  1 !  ) 

‘  But  says  Dr.  V.  “  an  exception  is  formed  ”  to  the  general 

unconsciousness as  in  the  cases  of  Patroclus  and''Elpenor, 
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by,  thioae  whose. bodies  aieiyet  unhumed  and  unburied,, ajud 

therefore  their  corpcnreal,  parti  has  j  not  been  annihilated.^’ 
Has  Dr.  Voelcker  forgotten  his  theory  ?  It  was  that  “  the 

mental,  faculties^  in  death, Xeave  the  body,  and  cease  to  exist." 
Now, he  .supposes  the  mental  faculties  to  survive  so  long  as 

‘^ithe  corporeal pa/rt  has  not  been  annihilated!  What,  then, 
would  I  have  become  of , the  in  the  case  of  those  whose 

“  bodies  ”  were  never  either  burned  or  buried  ?  , ,  They  must 
doubtless  have  wasted  away  with  the  slow  decomposition 

of  “the  cofporteal' part.’’  Homer  shows ’himself  well  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  usages  of  the  Egyptians. ,  What  would 
he  have  done  with  the  of  an  embalmed  body?  It 

would  be  a  curious  problem,  to  what  substance  and  dimen- 

sions  the  soul  of  man- would  be  reduced. in  the  course  of 

thirty  or  forty  centuries  of  connection  with, a  mummy.  We 
leave  it  for  the  authors  of  this  theory  to  solve.  Homer  has 

nothing  to  do.  with  it,..  lie  nowhere  hints  at  Oiivyi connection 
between  the  dead  body  and  the  departed  soul,  save  that  while 

the  former  is'unburned  and  uhbuiied,  the' latter  cannot  full^ 
enter  into  Hades  nor  associate  with  the  other  dead.  The 

it  is  true, 'desires  sepulture  also  for  the ‘body  as  a  me¬ 
morial  to  future  men  of  its  former  existence  on  earth  {aijpa 

Kai  eoaopevoloL  irv^ea^ai)*,  and  therefore  a 'sepulture  charac*- 

teristic  of  its  former  pursuits  (e'.  g.  the  sailor  Elpenor  desires 
the  oar  with  which  he  rowed  when  alive,  to  be  set  up  at  his 

grave  {rrij^aL  r  ivX  Tup^m  iperpov,  tm  fcal  epeaaov)  ’  -t-  a 
complete  proof  by  the  way,  in  itself,  of  continued  conscious¬ 
ness  and  of  those  complex  mental  operations  which  are  in¬ 

volved  in  every  act  of  it.  *  ’■  'ill  ul 

'  ’  But  let  tis  pass  to  the  general  congregation  of  the  de¬ 

parted.  '  Thither  the  poet  has  sent'  Odysseus  under  divine 
guidance!  .  . 

Eis  *Ai8ao  So/Aovs  koI  iiraivys  Uepa-eiftovetTji.^  '' 

He  there  beheld  an  innumerable  multitude  of  the  dead 

{^vea  pvpta  veKpmv)  of  generations  -long  /gone  by  {'jrpore- 
povq  tBou\dp6pa<i),*QLSwe\\  as  his  motherland  those  of.  his  coim 

*Od.  11.  778.  2  0d.  10.  491.  ,  8,Qd.  11.  631. 
VoL.  XV.  No.  60.  66 

4  Od.  11.629. 



778  Homeric  Meas  of  the  Soul  and  a  Future  Life.  r[OcT. 

panions  in  arms  who  had  died  before  him.  i  He  saw,*  too,  the 
historic  women  of  the  olden  time,  each  of  whom  “related, to 

him  her  extraction  ”  (17  he  eKoarr}  ov  yovov  i^ar/opevev).^  All 
manifest  a  perfect  recollection  of.  the  events  which  thad  taken 

place  during  their  abode  .on  earth.  Those  who  had  re¬ 

cently  departed  show  that  all  human  affections  and*  sympa¬ 

thies  still  live  within  them.  Achilles  ̂   inquires  how  his  son 
bears  him  in  the  war : 

AXA’  ay€  fJLoi  Tov  iraihos  ayavov  fiv^ov  h^unre, 

’*H  €ir(T  cs  TTokepov  irpopos  ipfievai  rje  koX  ovkL 

and  how  it  fares  with  his  old  father : 

•  .  EZttc  8c  /Moi,  TlrjXrjos  d/xv/Aovos  ct  ti  ircTrvo’O’tti, 

’’'H  Hr  e\€i  TifJLTjv  TToXecriv  /xcird  Mvpp.iS6ve(r(nv, 

*H  piv  aTip-d^ovaiv  dv  'EAAdSa  tc  tc, 
Ovv€Ka  piv  Kara  ^ci  ̂(Ctpas  tc  TrdSa?  tc. 

And  all  the  son  and  hero  revives  within  him,  as  he  says: 

“  Could  I  come  back  but  a  little  while  to  my  father’s  palace, 
such  as  I  was  under  the  rays  of  the  sun  before  spacious 

Troy,  my  might  and  invincible  hands  would  strike  terror  in¬ 

to  every  one  who  oppresses  him  and  denies  him  reverence.” 

El  TOidcr  8’  DiSoipi  piwv^d  irep  cs  iraTcpo?  8(i>, 
T<3  KC  TCO)  (TTV^aipLl  p,€VO^  Kttl  ̂CtpttS  dduTOVS, 

Oi  Kcivov  /Sidwvrai,  iepyovatv  t  otto  Tiprj^. 

When  Odysseus  pronounces  him  the  happiest  of  men  for 

the  incomparable  glory  which  had  attended  him  in  life,  and 

which  he  still  retained  in  death,  he  replies :  “  do  not  console 
me  for  having  died,  illustrious  Odysseus.  I  would  rather  be 

the  hired  laborer  of  some -poor  man  on  earth,  than. reign  over 
all  the  dead :  ” 

'BovXolprjv  K  cTrdpovpos  ccbi/  Syjrevepev  dAAw  ’ 

*AvSpi-7rap*  aKX-qptOy^  pt]  y3tOTO$' ttoXvs  ciiy,  • 
'irdariv  v€KV€crai  KaTa<f>3^ip€votcriv  dvdcraciv. 

Antikleia  3  gives  her  son  an  account  of  his  family  and  realm 

‘  Od.  11.  232,  3.  *  Od.  11.  491  seq.  ®  Od.  11. 154  seq.  ̂  
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dtitiftg  ̂   his  abi^noe  down  to  *  the  time  of  i  her  death.  Scarce 
anything  in  the  Homeric  poetry  exceeds,  in>pathos  and  beau¬ 

ty,  the  passage  in  which  she  tells  him,  in'reply  to  his  inqui¬ 

ries  after Hhe 'cause' of  her  death,  >“  it  was  the  thought  of  thee 

and 'longing  after  thee  and  thy  gentle  virtue,  ray  noble  son, 

which  deprived  me  of  sweet  life:’** -i  ■  '/  .m  -!  .  n  /*- 
i:'-'  "ill  -■  '  II  .1  \  ■./  iM  <"  iir  '  .  -  I.-' 

—  fi€  crog  T€  TToSos,  (ra  re  fiySea,  <f>cu8i/j.*  .^^OSvtraev,  . 

2^  T*  ayavo<f>po(rmnfj  ̂ cXiiySca  Svpov  amjvpa. HI’  i  >  lii.^ 

She  discourses  to  him,  profoundly  too  (as  we  have  seen),  of 

the  change  which  the  human  organism  undergoes  at  death. 

Among  others,  the  -^vxv  of  Agamemnon  ^  approaches  him 

“  in  great  anguish  ”  {ayyufiivri),  relates  the  horrible  circum¬ 
stances  of  his  assassination,  tells  him  of  the  fond  hopes  he  had 

revolved  in  his  mind  on  his  way  homeward^  warns  his  friend 

to  return  in  secrecy  and  disguise,  that  he  may  escape  a  like 

catastrophe;  tells  him,  however,  that  his  wife  is  true  to  him, 

and  that  he  will  get  back  safely ;  contrasts  the  constant  and 

loving  Penelope  with  his  own  “  abominable  wife  ”  {ovKopevy 

aXo^cf) ;  compares  the  joys  which  he  will  feel  in  the  em¬ 
braces  of  his  son  with  his  own  bitterly  disappointed  hopes ; 

admonishes  him,  however,  still  to  use  all  precautions,  for 

“  there  is  no  longer  any  trusting  to  women  ”  {pw  ext  Tnara 
ywai^lv). 

These  will  do  for  examples.  Now  is  there  any  conceiva¬ 
ble  operation  of  the  intellect,  will,  or  emotional  nature  of 

man,  which  the  poet  has  not  predicated  i  of  disembodied 

'^vyai  in  the  account  he  has  given  of  these  interviews  ? 
Memory  stands  •  forth  in  .the  perfect  pwresence  of  the  earthly 
life,  not  only  of  its  events,  but  even  of  the  trains  of  thought, 
the  emotions  and  anticipations  which  had  passed  through 

the  mind  of  the  living  man  ;  reason^  in  all  sorts  of  compari¬ 
sons,  deductions,  discriminations,  and  judgments ;  the  Will, 

in  equally  various  acts,  e.  g.  when  Achilles  declares  his 

‘  ‘  Od.‘ll.S86  seq.  i  •  / 

2  —  ̂ TOt  ye  'AoTrdffios  iralSf(r<riy,  iSh  Sfideaffw  4itoi<riv  OificaS’  iKeiaea^oL. 
429,  30. 
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preference!  of  the  humblest  lot  on  earth  to  monarchy  in  E^'- 
des;  the  heart  or  susceptibility  in  joy,[  sorrow,  ^nger,  de¬ 

sire,  and  love,  j  Here^  in  fact,  is  the  whole  inner  life,  the 

whole  man^  divested  onljr  of  ̂bodily  organs  [and ̂   substance;, 

and  aninial  energy  {aapKe<i,  harka^  t<$  and  kIkv^),  * 
There  are  yet  nicer  shades  in  this  marvellous  picture  of 

post-mortal  .existence.  Personal  identity  is^  preserved,  even 
to  the  most  delicate  shades  of  individual  character.  ̂   The 

living  Achi^es,  for  example;^  was  distinguished,  not  only  for 

fiery  valor  and  superhuman  strength,, the  consciousness  ̂ of 

which7^mse{)arable  from  his  personality,.^^  finely  expressed 

in  i  the  pkssage  beginning  '  '  , 
/  .]i  M  1-  *^4111  ®  ,  .li  ®  .  .  ..j  !/■  j  >  •  ;!  I  .  '  "  I 

>'Ai-  ,  ;  '  H  Et  toio^iS*' .  .  '  ’ '  ‘  "'  I  '  ri  I  It  :{l 

-'.’•1  -i  »•  li  !  t;;ii  i.  _  *  ),  .  t  •  111  if' 

but;  for  certain  gentler  traits,  among  which  were  filial  and 

parental  love’  and  intense  attachment  to  life.  Even  from  the 
midst  of  j war  he  had  longed,  too,  foij  domestic  quiet  and  rur 

ral  life.u  ̂   .  r  ,  .  .....  :  -  .  'i  iti 

'  *Hv  yap  B-q  p.€  aouxTi  &€oi  Kat  oikoS*  iKtapm,  '  ‘  ‘  )  '■' 
-..•i  '  -1  IIi/Xcus  p.oi  aretra  ywaXud  ye  pudcrfrerai  awos*  J 

. :  :  lIoAAai  ’A;(ai£8cs  euriv  ...  ii  .  •' 
,  ,  ■  Totuv  K  i&kXx)iptj  <tuX3jv  vov^op!  okoitiv  • 

/  ;i  : 8k  pLOL  pioXa  woXXov  ivk(r<rvTo  &vpMS  dyqvo)py 

.  j  TrjpuivTi  p.v7](rTr)v  aXop(OV,  eutviav  oKOLTtVf  ( 

,ji  .  K.Trj p-aa- 1  rkpjrf<T^ai.  ̂  

*0nce  indeed,  'strange  as  it  may  seem',  he  broke  out  in  pas¬ 
sionate  longings  for  universal  peace^  among  gods  and  meii ; 
.1  i  ,  '  :i,  1  ,  l«i  :t 

•  J  /'  i ,  ‘flj  ̂ is  €#f  T6  -^cwv,’  Ik  r  dv^punruiv  airoXoiro,  /  ‘ 

t  'll  Kol  •  ‘  ■'  >’i  '  J 

This  dviopLoXov,  .^^09,3  even  to  its  finest  touches,  re-appears 

in  the  sentiments  uttered  by  his  yfrvxV'  He  desires  military 

glory  for  his  son,  but  he  would  rather  be  the  drudge  of  any 

•  II.  9.  393  seq.  »  11. 18.  107,  8. 
_ ^  Other  eminent  examples  will,  however,  readily  occur,  in  which  military  tal¬ 
ents, of  the  highest  order  have  been  combined  with  a  passionate  love  of  peace, 

home,  and  the  country.  -  ,  r 
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poor  farmer,  among  the  living,  than  reign  over  all  the  dead. 
Ms  characteristic  generokty,  too,  is  preserved.  On  earth  he 

was  willing  to  die  that  he  might  avenge  his  friend  ; '  now  he 
desires  to  live  that  he  may  protect  his  father.  The  sensi¬ 
tive  and  querulous  Agamemnon  (who,  of  all  the  Homeric 

heroes,  had  the  least  of  self-forgetting  magnanimity),  and 
the  unmitigable  wrath  of  Aias  for^  having  been  .defeated  in 

the  competition  with  Odysseus  for’ the  armor,  of  Achilles,' in 
consequence  of  which  voatpiv  d(l>€<TTi^K€L,  ovBev  dfji>€i^eTo,^  and 

alone'  of  the  dead  refused  to  hold  any  communication  with 
him  —  are  equally  obvious,  though  not  so  interesting,  indi¬ 
cations  of  identity.  Every  personality,  in  fact,  reproduced 

by  the  poet  in  this  veKvia^  exhibits  with  surprising  fidelity 
the  characteristic  traits  of  its  former  self  in  the  body ;  and 

that  not  in  a  way  to  justify  the  later  notion  that  the  soul  re¬ 
tained  forever  the  exact  character  and  state  in  which  it  left 

the  body  —  a  sort  of  spiritual  petrifaction.  The  Homeric 
ideas  were,  in  this  respect  as  well  as  others,  degraded  and 

materialized  by  the  metaphysicians  ofttimes  long  after.  His‘ 
exhibits  the  flexibility  (if  we  may  so  call  it),  the  ca¬ 

pacity  of  new  thoughts  and  emotions  which  belongs  to  na¬ 
ture  and  life.  This  manifestation  of  identity,  down  to  the 

last  conscious  acts  and  words  of  our  earthly  life,  has  been 

regarded  as  a  solid  and  important  proof  of  immortality. 

And  its  full  preservation  after  death  certainly  shows  that 
Homer  did  not  conceive  of  the  after-state  of  man  as  that  of 

a^mere  animal  breatfi,  an  unconscious  shadow,  but  of  a  veri¬ 
table  human  soul. 

Nagelsbach  cites  U.  22.  389,  90  as  a  proof  that  the  Ho¬ 

meric  ̂ v'xai  do  not  recognize  each  other.  On  us  it  makes 
just  the  opposite  impression.  Achilles,  mourning  the  death 

of  Patroclus,  says  :  “  Even  though  the  dead  forget  one  an¬ 

other  i  in 'iHades,  yet  there  too  will 'I  remember  my  de^ 

friend.”  ‘  ‘ 'd 

/!li:  to  “'ij!  ^  •  T  l(t(  fli!  ̂   ^  -f  '•  ■  ’  /rtlq 
El  0€  Ijavovriav  ircp  KaraXrj&ovT  dv  ’AtSao, 

.■i  Ti.l  'I  I Avrap  fyij  KamuSt  <f}i\ov  [/.eiJiviljcroii  eraipoVi  'f  • 
r...  _ _ :  .  ,,,  . ,.,.,,..1  rf:.„  . ,  ■  ....  1  i  t 

II.  18.  98.  'I 
'■  )ni'’ 

66* 

2  Od.  11.  543.  coll.  362.' 

•>  \ I 
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The  I  loving  and  sorrowing  heart  feels  sure  that  it  will  know 

hereafter  those  whom  it  has  loved  here.  ,! A' -singular  proof 
that  the  dead  wiU  not  recognize,  one  another !  As  a  pre¬ 

sentiment  of  consciousness  and  mutual  i  recognition  1  in  la  fu¬ 

ture  life,  it  is  as  strong  as  possible.  i  The  .rest  ris  - purely 'hy^ 
pothetical.  But  there  is  no  lack  of  direct  proof  that  mutual 

recognition  was  part  of  the  Homeric, conception.  I <  souls 

of  the  dead  recognize  the  living,  n  and  are  recognized  by 

them  (they,  for  example,'  Odysseus';  and  Odysseus,  them) ; 
which  shows,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  faculty  of  recogni¬ 
tion  was  perfect  in  themselves ;  and,  on.  the  other,  that  they 

presented  such  evidence  of  personality,  whatever  it  waa,  as 

to  be  instantly  recognized  by  those  who  had  known  them  in 

^e  body.  Since,  then,  they  know  and  are  known,  how  can 

they  fail  to  know  one  anotW  1  No  example  )  (as  fax i  as  we 

remember)  of  mutual  recognition  among  the, dead. occurs  in 
the  11th  book  of  the  Odyssey ;  and  that  for  the  plain  reason 
that  the  whole  book  consists  of  conversations  between 

Odysseus  and  the  dead,  not  of  the  dead  with  one  another. 

Voelcker  admits  that  “  in  the  24th  book  of  the  >  Odyssey,  the 

dead  recognize  each  other.”  ̂   But  as  he  regards  that  as  be*- 

longing  to  “  the  spurious  part  of  the  Odyssey  ”  (a  point  not 
yet  quite  demonstrated,  by  the  way),  we  have  relied  on 

other  evidence.  -  ‘  /  I 
The  departed  soul  is  conscious  even,  to  a  certain  extent, 

of  what  is  going  on  upon  earth.  It  receives  pleasure  from 
the  manifestation  of  love  and  .fidelity  by  surviving  friends. 

So  Achilles,  presiding  over  the  magnificent  funeral  rites  of 

Patroclus,  exclaims ;  <  '  .  ii 

Jiaipi  fjLoi,  S>  UarpoKke,  koX  dv  *A'tBao  BopLouri^ 

and  goes  on  to  tell  his  friend  that  he  was  now  fulfilling  his 

pledges  of  sepulture,  and  would  duly  fulfil  his  promises  of 

vengeance  ;  for  these  nrdkLVTLrb,  epya  were,  according  to  the 
ideas  of  a  martial  and  rude  age,  necessary  to  the  satisfaction 

and  repose  of  the  dead.  So  the  poet  makes  Automedon, 

*  P.  51,  note. 
.1.  2.3.  179. 
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^rfte^  having  slain  Aretas,  exclaim ;  ’ Verily,!  have  a  littlei,’ 
4t  least,  relieved  the  heart  of  the  slain  son  of  Menoetius  (Par 

troclus)  of  its  anguish  {k^p  ^  ■  fr 
••'The  Homeric  Hades,  then,' is  the  residence  of  conscious 

souls.’  '  >Inicorporeal  Humanity  passes  into  it  entire.  No¬ 

thing  is  left  behind  but^the  material  organism  which  the 
soul  inhabited*  and  animated  while' the  man  was  a  dweller 
Upoh  earthy  and  the  animal  forces  which  vivified  it.  The 

bodily  'seats  of  *the '  intellectual  and  spiritual  faculties  (^op, 

^p€V€<f,>aT^o^i'feapSi'a)  arej  of  course,  gone, 'for  the  body  it¬ 
self  has  perished.  ‘But  the  faculties  themselves  survive  and 
attest  their  perpetuated  life  by  every  operation  which  was, 

or  could  have  been,  predicated  of  them  while  in  the  bodyi 

They  remember,'  reason,  judge,  and  will.  They  do  all  these 
with  increased  power.  No  man  can  read  the  eleventh  book 

of  the  Odyssey,  without'  perceiving  that  Homer  meant  to 
represent  the  higher  faculties  of  the  soul  as  exalted  by  death. 

As  a  single-  example,  what  was  sagacity  is  now  prescience. 

The  emotional  nature^  too',  is  all  alive.  The  disembodied 
soul  cannot  receive  or  return  the  embraces  of  a  living  friend. 

But  it  still  loves,!  still  longs  for  friendly  communion,  and 
dwells  on  the  memory  of  past  affections  and  joys,  in  a  way 

which  shows  that  the  susceptibility  has  been  in  no  way  im¬ 

paired  by  death.  A  mother’s  love  breathes  in  every  line  ad¬ 
dressed  by  Antikleia  to  her  son ;  though  she  calmly  tells 

him  that  the  living  cannot  embrace  the  dead,  and  why. 

Agamemnon  (perhaps  from  his  recent  death  not  yet 

adapted  to  the  habitudes  of  his  new  state).  “  extends  his 

hands,  passionately  desiring  to  touch  ”  his  friend ;  “  but  nerl- 

vous  and  muscular  force  were  wanting  ”  {ov  ̂ap  oi  er’  U 
eyLtTTeSo?,  ov8e  tl  kIkv<;),^  and  the  attempt  was  vain. 

“  The  animal  life,”  then,  instead  of  being  the  only  thing 
which  survives  death,  is  the  only  thing,  besides  the  mere 

material  mass,  which  perishes.  And  Homer  acquits  him¬ 
self  of  the  enormous  absurdity  of  conceiving  (as  these 

writers  assert)  that  the  funeral  fire  burns  up  spirit,  feeling, 

thought,  and  will,  and  leaves  the  animal  life  untouched. 

1  II.  17.  535-9. a  Od.  11.  392. 
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But  if  it  be  an  absurdity  to  conceive  of  mtellect  being  con¬ 

sumed  liy  ̂e,  it/ were  no' less  to  cbncMv6  of  it  as  'ire-ahi- 

rnated  by  blood.'"'  This,  tod,  is  affirmed  to  be  a  part  of  the 
Homeric  1  psychdidgy. '  The  says  Voelckef/ “  are  de¬ 
void  'of  sense'  and  consciousness  utitil  they  have  drunk 

blood.”  **  With  the  blood  consciousness  tetum'si”  ‘  Nagels* 

bach,'  too,  ascrffies  a  “  momentary  re-aniihation  ”  ’(‘‘  mome^- 
taher  wiederbelehung” )  “  a' newly  recovered  consciousness  ” 

neuzugewinnen  Bewusstseyrt  ”j  to  the  drinking' of  blood. 

Marvellous  potency  must' there  have  been  in  a  draught -of 
sheep’s  blood  ‘  to' te-animate  dead  spiritl  io  tosioxe  oori~ 

sciousness  to  a  soul  which,  after  death,  has  no'  spirit,  no 
feeling,  no  .thought,  no  will !'”  Inconceivable  indeed  the 
process  by  which  “  consciousness  returns  where  “  the  men¬ 
tal  faculties  ”  have  “  ceased  to  exist  I  ”  Among  the  “  specio- 

sa  miracula  ”  of  Homer,  f  i  1 

Antipliaten,  Scyllamque  et  cum  Cyclope  Charybdin,  ^ 

is  no  such  monstrosity  as  “  the  dead  spirit  of ,  man  ”  re-ani- 
mated  and  restored  to  the  possession  of  “  mental  faculties  ’f 

which  had  “  ceased  to  exist,”  by  means  of  drinking  the  blood 
of  a  beast!  » Homer; has  not  left  a  syllable  to  make  him 

responsible  for,  a  notion  which  is  as  unpoetical  as  it  is 

unphilosophical  and  absurd.  He  ascribes  no  other  effect  to 

the  drinking  of  blood  by  the  yjrvxai  but  the  ̂  recognition  of 

.Odysseus:  ̂   ̂   ^  •  >  /  ,  •  ,  ' 
"Eyvcd  8’  alif/  c/xc  Mivog,  iml  irlev  aXfun  KfXaivbv.^  |  <  ̂  

It  is  quite  plain,  however,  that  it  was  not'  indis^nsable 

even  to  that.  Achilles,"  Aias,^  and  Hercules’®  are  said  to 

have  recognized  Odysseus,  •without’’ any’ mention  bf  the 
drinking  of  blood.,  Patroclus,  too,  recognized  and  accosted 

his  living  friend  without  any  such  previous^  coiwption. 
The  desire  of  blood  seems  ,tq  have  been  porumon  to  the 

That  ̂ phiUes  and  Aias^did  not  touch  ifij  may  have 

1  It  was  “  a  rani  and  a  black,  ewe  ”  (^iV  cipyeihy  .  .  .  (SqA.i5y  re  jue^ai('ai').rtvhich 

Oilyssib's  by  tiirectlott  of’  i^Irkc  immolated  to  the  dead,  irii'd  the  blood  of  which 

her  permitted  .them  after  Teireslas  to  drink  (Od.  coll.  ll.'34;-€).i'Ji  .'rn 

2  Od.  11.389.  1470.  _  ■*  542  seq. 

®  614.  ^  ctiTyiKa  Ktiyos  iirtUSey  6<j)^a\fio7<r t.  ̂  j|  y 
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-fi  '.  ' va!*,,  r*'  '..■jh'.k'i  ,>v‘  'iioo  ‘ '.hirr-  'f:  jij;  >!•  i  {ijf 

been  intended  bj^  the^poet  to.re-produee  that  indifference  tp 
mere  animal  gi^atificatiops  i^hich  characterized  them  among 
the  Homerio  ipeny  Even  ̂ Teiresia«)  in  Tvhpra  by,  special 

vine  ordmance.jt^ie  (q|>p4f'e9  remained  e/47re§ot,  and  the  vov<$ 

TTtfSo?,  partook*  of  .  the  general , thirst.  »  A  plain  refutation  (if 
aey,were.  necessary)  of  the^  notion  which  ascnbes  to  it  th^ 

new  creation  of  an  annihilated ^lnXei\^eek>.  “  The  soul  of , the 

Theban  Teiresias,” , says  Odysseus,  “apprpacbed  me,  bean- 
ipg  a  sceptre,  of j  gold, , and  he,,knew  me  and  accosted  n^e 

thus :  ‘  Why,  O, unhappy  one,  hast  thou  left  the  light  of  the 
sun.  •  ̂   p  •  But  turn  {away  thy  keen  swojfd  ̂ at  I  may  drinjfi  the 

klpod  and  \forei\  tell  to,  th/ee  true  events.^  He,, spake,  and  J 
sheathed  my  sword,  and  after  he  had^  drunk, ^e  dark  bloody 
then  the  fat-forned.^er  add^ 

If,  then,  the  drinking  of  blood  was,, a  necesscrry  condition 
of  recognition  to  the  other  dead,  we  have, the  same  ground 

for  concluding  that  it  was  a  necessary  condition  of  fore¬ 

sight  and 'prophecy  to  Teiresias.  ‘  But  the  poet  prdbstbly  iril 
tended  it  to  be  neither.'  The  desire  seetns" rather  to  havh 

been  an  intense  longing,  which  made  thetti  regardless  of  ei^- 

er^hing  'else  till  it -was '  gratified. "  So' of  Antikleia,  the 

strongest  case 'that  can  be  cited.*^  This  ftiebry  requires  thai^ 

prior  to  the*  drinking  Of  blodd,  she'  was^  a'  mere  etSwXdz/j  'h 
“  scheinbild,^’  o!  bodily  resemblance  impre:ssed  (mihe  air  {coh 

liaTO€iBe<i  ivaTrofiefjMTffiivov  tw  dept,  as  Democritus  'defines  ̂ 1!^ 

^  **  Thus  I  spoke,  and  he,  replied,:  I  will  easily, explain  the 
matter  toithee. .  . .;  Whomsoever  of  >  the  dead  you  allow  to 
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^ppi’oach'  the  ̂ bloo<l,i  hei wifl  verUabli^  speak  to  *pou  i  {f/p/Mepr^ 
>>But"t©'  whomseever' jybu  irefuse'-the  ^ boon^'he  will 

withdraw  and  leaye  you;’^  f  Presently  ■“  she  approached  and 
drank  theidarjc^bloodand  i/nmediatel^' recognized 

•1-  The  recognition,  then;  whichifbHowed*i«poii!  the- drinking 

of’ blood,  may  have'^been  ijierely  what  we  see  result  from  ex« 
ijeme  and  faihting^  thirst  or  ibodily  ittaiiition^  107x11(08 
when  Jonatban-'patito  hisl  mouth  the  rod  dipped^,  in  an  horn 

ey*comb  land  'M-his j eyes  were ' enlightened ?^).^ii'>The /  same 

word  denotes Hector’s  |p«re|ctVM(^  his  - companions  i  around 
him^on  his  recov^  from  y^7VG)<r<c/k)i> 

^apdv?),  and  is  therO  cxegetical-of  p4ov  5*  imirfeipkiTo  ̂ vphv  in 
the*;  line  before.®  Many 'theories  have  1  been  proposed  to  ac* 
e.bunt  for  this  dismal  and  <  inexplicable  i  myth,! iv  e.  the  drink¬ 

ing  of  'blood 'by  departed aoula  ‘  •  Plutarch ’  'thinks  the ipoet 

meant  to  asoribe'to  it'the  of 'speech  (BeUuva-nrh*} 
<f)^€*ffOfj4va<t^ ToO'of/ioTo?)!;!  Bustathiusi  as¬ 

cribes  to  it' iDr.  iVoeleker  says,  evert 

Teiresias  wished  to  re/re^A  himself  with-it,”  a  theory  which, 
if^extended  to  all' the' would  not  probably  be  far  from 
the  truth.i  'Or  if  we  willtind  a  profounder  iwoui  veiled  un¬ 

der  the  circumstance,  we  may  regard  it  as » an  attempt,  on 

the  part  of  the  poet,' to  invest  the  soul  i  with  such- corporeity 
as  to  make  the  actions  he* proposed  to* ascribe  to  it  predica¬ 

ble  and  intelligible.  •' 'Eustathius  thought  that -many  of  ' the 
Homeric  fictions  of' the  state  of  souls  after  death,  were  mere¬ 

ly  designed  to  assist  the  description  (tt^o?  yppr/ylav  ypiufiff^)^ 

and  this  might  be  of  them."  Be  this  as  itimay,<Homer,  while 

he  abstractly ‘presents  the  as  destitutejof*  all  corporeal 
qualities,  is  forced  into  the  'violation  and  contradiction  of 

his  own  idea  by  theisimple*  impossibility  of  describing,  or 

conceiving  of,  the' operations* of'  at  pure  bodiless:  spirit. 'f  His 

hear,  speak,' '“'shrink' from*  the  keeri^sword,”  “  stretch 
t-' - ^ - - - ,  .  —  - .-..r"" - — - - - - - - 

'  Lit.  “  his  eyes  saw,”  certainly  not  inaplying  that  he  was  blind  before,  —  I  Sam. 

l4-'27  '  '**'  ’*  >1  1*1  lU  Ill.  I  -I 

*1“  Il.'is.  i40,''l'.i  'I  "iii  >Ti  p!:  're  ,.nir  >•»>.-'  ii  i-  t'- 
®  Or  more  probably,  an  unknown  writer,  whose  treatise  “  de  Vita  et  poesf  Ho- 

mcrica,”  has  found  a  place  among  his  works.  Qp.  Moral.  (Ed.  Wyttenb.)  Tom. 

.  p. 1157 
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forth vthiems  handa^V  and\'“  «hed  the,  gii6ha«g[<tear!j’’f  and(  aJJl 
thie,  though  h&  has  told  rua  that  they  are  leo  destitute  of  bod^^ 

ily ..sense r  and! jsubstande  ? as) ,t<)  bej  oonaparable /to-  ai 
Kdrrvo<i,  or.et8«X<w.^r\  But  we  must  not,  judge ithBi old 

bard  too  h^bly  for  an  .inconmstency  into,  iwhich:  we  fallt  ovir- 
selves  as  often  as  we  atfomptlto  speak  or  think  of  i  the.  state 

and  i  employments  of  disembodied;  aotd^n  5  When  i  we  i 

that  theyi5Be.  t^je  glories  of)  the  i  heavenly  cyvorW),  , that  i  they 

Aear  and  ljoin.(inithe  )Son^  ofnthe  blessed^  {and  use.  the/Uke 
expressions^;)  we i>  ascribe  the  \ operations)  of  I sensento  those 
whom,  we  suppose  theoretically  to  have  left  aU  sense  behind 

in  death.oTxWe-  know,  (by  ?  the-) word  ofohhn-itpi,whom  ah 

worlds  are  ..present,  that  may  The  ‘*.111  the  bodyjOf 

out  of  the  body,”  and  {retain,  in  both  states,' hisi  personality 
and  identity ; rand  that. ̂  the  spirits  of  the  just  madel perfect?? 
form  part  of  the  heavenly  congregation ;  and  thus,  all  Christ 

tians  recognise  the  sublime  and  consoling,  truth,  that.  with 

God  do  hit>€  the  '  .^*n7s^(of  those  who  depart  hence  in  the 
Lord,”  and.  that  “  the  souls  of  the  ̂ faithful,  after  they,  are  da- 
livered  from  the  burthen  of  The  flesh,  are  in,  joy  and  felicity; 

but  it  is  a  matter  of  simple. /oi7A.  1  When  wet  attempt  to  think 

or  speak  of  the  employments  of  those  who  are  in, that  state, 

we  unavoidably  fah  into  conceptions  and  phrases^ which  be¬ 
long  only  to  a  corporeal  condition.  I  '11'!'.  ‘)i\l  ̂ ^'l  *J 

.That.  Homer  should  fall  into,  a  like 'confusion,  or  1  even  ad¬ 
mit  more  palpably  contradictory  circumstances  into  hii 
veKvla^  is  no  matter,  of  wond^. ,  Whatever  theory  we  may 

form  about,  this  drinking  of  blood  (save  only  that  which  asr; 

cribes  to  it  the  power  of  creeping  anew  an  amihilaied  intel^_ 

l€ct)s  or  of  any.  other  circumstance  of  the  mere^Trotox'iyv  with 
which  the  poet,  clothed  his  ideas  to 'bring  them  .within  the 

sphere  of  physical  apprehension  and  sympathy, — it  does 

not  in  the 'least  affect  our  doctrine,  that  in  the  Homeric  pocr 
try  the  soul,  denoting  the  whole  immaterial  man,  lives  after 

the  death!  and  destruction" the  body,  in  the  full  and  evep 
exalted  possession  of  all  its  intellectual  and  spiritual  ifacul- 
tiesi'  "’  ‘  ‘‘t' "  "  'I'  :  .1..  ’  ■  I  >i‘i.  * 

And  wheh  we  take  a  higher  and  wider  view  of  the.  Hpme-- 



7^; 

iflQ^iy  ’yvi,t^i  iim.Iaq^t^Uty,if^lV^x^tii^  ipeqf^^ 
cij^lp  ,w^  ,tlw  ipat»iiaUsni‘.wh^cl^  hp^ ,  |^p^^  ipt^,;aEi^t)(^(;|. , 

tRjhiflClrtjo  ,(-P('^  .1)0)  ̂ .‘)i{fiT)  l>')ti;  il)->iil  io  %'.)‘)£IOif [>‘351100 

.,In,t4ie(  iH^pric  ppptry,,?nan;  i^,the,  p%^ng  pf,iQ9(d.t; 
ft  , pa  w^;  9fo  r  aPi  i9if i 

S^43vM-t(j  t-)i;’!  in  bni;  ,(l  oi)  .}»())  nnoi rj;vjf(j  bin?  KPioniv/ob 
Gq4,  ma^  i^,  itl^e^  pbjppti  pr^foi^p^ 

ifttpipst;  ̂ p(i,lo)i/!p,t9,bis  d^;Vine  pa^^^t  ip|‘f  dlppf  to 

{44'.  ̂iKQ{ij/f,  Qf^4  “  gcejsttty  pHipa  hiip,pp4  Wep,fqr  (mi 

0TD[,/f»?SeTflM>,^|,«>,^e4)5}  ‘^yeajinp  pvey.J^iuvwheji  hears  hipj 
cjr^si^.pppp  h^  tp^3  1^  ̂ ),pf  wjLtnp?^  peril  ,(11.,,^, t 
1§!^), ,  di^taeps  ( Od.  4^  ̂ ) , ,  or ,  .lipponfjwig;  dppthi  (11*  433  > 

cph.,  45Q),, , ,  43  tkpa,  4t,  may  ,he  >  phjected„is  P^/  piPPi 

tji^  ihlgh^  I^pl^,,apd^|nobler,8t9^np  Nyhp, specially  hipastedffl’ 
sppirr4iyiiipipx|tra«tipn.  i(B»Hhe 

Sfl  ,Up  jl^4* ,  I  (The,  goo, 4  ;map  a^ ,  well,  as^  the ,  great  naan  ip ,)‘,  d^t  f 

viue,’?  ip.  [Hoiaerf,  Euriiaeus,,the  Ipyal  and  geperpna  min^[ 
h^r4  of  .Odyssepsj  ip  decorated  ,wi*h  tb<e  epithet  of  i§f4?  (tp  thfij 
spre  perplexity,  pf ,  the  critice) , }  ae  ,well,  aa  his  lord.  ,  ),Hpmer ) 

clearly  had  ,ap  idea  .(though  a  r,ade,pne)  of  ;a»or:aii,S9nship,j 

The  chaste  and  truthful  Bellerophon  he  designates  iaa,j^e9V. 
jQvav  (B*  6. 1|91),  while  )there  is  up  god  in  the  long  re^p^Htio 

ojfj,his  genealogy.,  God  hears  thes prayer  of  the,, afflicted' 

man  everywhere”  (II.  16.  515-16);”  “all  poor  ̂ meiji,  and t 

strangers  are  under,  the  special  guardianship  of  Jove”  (Od. 

14.  57-8) ;  he  accompanies  (is  in ‘^attendance  on)  stmngers,” 
who  are  therefore  ̂   “  objects  of  reverence  ”  .  .  ̂^eivoiaiv 
a/M  aihoioLaiv  oTrrjBel — Od.  9.  270).  The  hurnblest  of  man¬ 

kind  are,  therefore,  objects  of  regard  to  God.  '“It  is  the  race 

which  he  loves.‘l  He' delights  'himself  ini  surveying  the  aC-’ 

tions  of  men  ('ll.  7l  58,  61);  delights  himself  in‘ hearing 'the^ 

hymns' which' they  sing  to 'him  (fiokirff' S'eo^  Ihd&itovTti^  e^  S^^ 
(pp^va  repirer 'a^o6(av  ̂   Ili'l.  472:  4)  J'he  “  loves  'tO'  hold'fel-l 

lowship'with  man  ’\'{<^Ckrat6u^^a^iv‘ dvBpkv^Ta$p(&arai^  Ii.’24.‘' 

334, 5) ;  every  '  action;  thobght,*  and  emotion  in  ‘men*  is  tmCed  1 
th^ftn'^ever  present" and'  active 'divine*  in fluende*.'*' Ood'W* 

I  .11  ‘ 

.1' »  oA  -VX.  JoV 
.tii; .«  .bi  - II.  24.  174. 

va 
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present' toyman  in  his‘S^<?ret  conflicts  and  perplwcities';"6ng‘' ^ 
gests  to  hitn  expedients  (B;  8. 21 8-19)^*  inspires  him  with 
coiiraige  and 'strength  (Odl  1.^321),  warns  bad  men  of  the 

consequences  of  meditated  crimes  (Od.  1.  37  sqq.),  opens 'to* 
a  ‘ptfl^HlMPOti^h*tin^een  dangers  (Od  9/142-^8),'  deter¬ 

mines  their  choice  of  pntsnits '(Od.‘  14.  227),  allotS'their  en-i' 
dowments  and  privations  (Od.  8. 63-4),  and  in  fact  presides^ 

o^er'theit  '^hole^^inteiiof  as  ’well ‘as ‘outward'  life  (Od.^i8, 

135-6).*^' The  Homeric  man  holds 'an  infinitely  higher  pb^-' 

tron^  and  a' 'nearer  relation*  to  the  divinity' than  merely  an^t* 
rtial  '■existehcesi'*  Nature,  ■While  all  its  developments  afid^' 

forms' of  *  life  are  under  the  '’control  of*  Zeus,  is  governed 
complete  *subbrd^ation  tO'  'human  interests  —  administered^ 

for  the  reward,' the  punishment,  the  various  discipline  of  maiii!.'’ 
Thfe  Whole  attention  and  affection*  of  the  Homeric  divinities 

is  ’concentrated  tipon'  man.  The  divine  and  the  “human," 

though’ each  is  kept  personal  and  distinct,’ are  presented’  ih 
Homer  -with  'an  astonishing ‘intimacy  of  union.'  “Paul  *  ebt***' 

pressed  the  'spirit  of  the  Homeric  as  well  as  of'  the  later"^ 
Greek  poetry,' when  he  said  at  Athens :  “  in  him  we  live  and 

move  ’  and  ’  exist -i- as,  in’factj  some  (m<f  jcai  i-iP€<f)  of  your 

own  poets  have  said.”  ‘  ’*  '  '  ’ 

'  Homer  illustrates  the  celerity  of  a  divine  being  by  that  of 

“’the  mind  of  man:.” ‘Here  passed  across  the  seaj  from  Ida' 

ill 

tb  Olympus^  1  ■ 
■ ' '  ’  ̂  ̂  *0*  *  55*'  *  *  *  "  ’’’''"w'  '  '* 
,,  iZs  o  OT  avai^  voos  avepos,  oar  eiri-rroAMpf  j  j 

'  Tarot'  iXrjXov^iyif  <f>p€al  TrfVKoXLfi'qcn  VoT^trg  '  ̂ 
■'  '■  ’*Evy  cTijV  ̂   h'Sof  p,evoti^<r€te  re  ?roXA,a.J  ’  , -II  I  i  >  t  I'  . .  .in  .  ■(  '  .  1  .  o  -in 

So  firue  andjnobl^  a  conception  of  the  i^ature  of  intellect, 

could  .hardly  be  expected  from  one  who,  if  Dr.,Voelcker  be 

right,. “nowhere  shows  a  knowledge  of  the  imind  as  some-i 

thing  independent,”  and  whose j  notion  of  “the,  mind”;  is 

quite  “ corporeaV*  “  Swift  as  a  wing  or  thovght ”  {wKsla * , 

coicrel  irrepov  votjim^)  is  a  comparison,  too,  which  some¬ 
how  conveys  the  impression  that  Homer  could  conceive  of 

thought  and, intellect  as  something  distinct  firom  body,iand 

*  r.  15.  SOseq.  ^  .  I, 

VoL.  XV.  No.  60.  67  ' 

*  Od.  8.  36. 



^90  •  Honi&Ht:  'Ideas' 'of  'tkt  ahd  a  'Putnite  f  ['O^t . 

that  “  reflection^  ort'the!  nature  of  mind  had  been  developed  ” 
in  his  time,  further  than  Dr.  Voelcker  is' disposed  to  allow.  It 
would  not  be  a  proof,  in  itself,!  that  Homer  had  reached  to 

the  idea’ofra  separable  and  immortal  soul,  but  it  certainly 
belongs  to  that  order  of  psychological  ideas  which  stands 

opposed/ at  all  points,  to  ma.terialism*  .Socrates  reasoned 

from  this  same! rapidity  and  ubiquity, of  human  thought,  to 

'the  omnipresence  and  universal  providence  of  jGod^  (which 
is  merely  an  inversion  of  the  Homeric  order),,  and  long  after 

it  was  regarded  asja  tproof  of  the  celestial  origin  of  the  hu¬ 

man  soul  (‘^  unde,”  says ;  Quintilian, /“  origo  humani  animi 
celestisicreditur’’).^.!  'f  m-  i  '  [y  ■ 
..Was  man,  then,  the  offspring  of  God,  near^  dear^  and  like 

to, God  Ad'  ivaXl/yKto<iy  cl^a- 
vuToiai),  possessing  an  intellect  of  divine  vigor  and  activity, 

by  which  he  was  distingiflshed  from  beasts  and  resembled 

God — to  suffertan  extinction  of  this  veryf  intellect|in  death, 

while  his,  “animal  soul”,  was  to  survive  Was  that  poos 
which, he  had  in‘ common  with  divine  and  immortal  natures 

e  0  l,  a!^dvaroi,  alei'yeveTai)^  to , die,”  ,  “  perish,’’  “  cease  to 
exist,”  while  that  which  he  had  in  common  with  brutes  was 

to  “continue  to  live  and  last?”  ,i  Apart  from  the  overwhelm¬ 
ing  positive  I  proof  to  the  contrary,  ;w,e  may  pronounce  suqh  a 

combination  of  ideas,  in  such  a, mind  as  Homer’s,  impossible. 
jrhc;  proper  and  entire  personality  of  men  is  represented  as 

going  into  Hades, ,  the  ..would  of  souls.  A  great  ,  deal  has 

been  made  of  the -relative  use  of  apd  ^in^  II.  L 

3,4.,,  “  It.  is  said,  of  .Achilles,”  says  Dr^  j  Voelcker,  that  “he 
sent  the  of  [the  heroes  to  . Hades,  but ,  gave  as  .a 

prey  to  the  dogs  and  birds,”  where.  jDr.  V.  interprets  the^  av- 

Tos  to  signify  “  the  whole  man  ;  ”  and  Niigelsbach  regards 

the  passage „as  .proof ,“  that  the. true  and. proper  xpan  is  tl^ 
body”  (dass  der  eigentliche  Mensch  der  Leibsey).  But  let 

the  Homeric  antithesis  stand  in  full:  -  ■ 

IIoXAa?  8’  I  (f>  I  fjL  ov  <:  *Ai8i  Trpoiaij/ev 

f  hi:  .li  i  m,  .rnnd  'i  mI  mJ*  i- 

-  Tnnta  celcrltas  animoruin,”  is  Cicero’s  first  proof  of  immortality  (Cato  21). 
Mar  it  not  have'becn  associated  in  the  same  manner  in  the  mind  of  Homer? 
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,j  ,...j  0?W(r^T«W.  .,.M-^i..( 

^he'  “  mighty  sotils’’  of  the  ’heroesi’then'(I>r.  V.’ has  not 

thOiight’ it  'necessary  to  retain 'the  Homeric  epithet) 'were 
sent  to 'Hades.  'Was  the  '0^(5?  which  'was  left  “the  tvhole 

rhhn,”  ot  even  “  the  true  and  proper  mart,”  or  was  it  the  visi- 

hle'self^  the 'once' living  ̂ eyu-a?,' but  now  dead  <rS)ixa^  the  man 

as' apprehended  by  those  who  had  known  and  survived'him? 

We  are'  quite  content  to  take  issue  on  this'  very  passage  on 
tvhich  the  materialistic  interpreters ‘of  Homer  are  ringing 
perpetual  changes.  Was,  then,  the  valiant  {or  mighty)  sottl 

{i<f)^i/jLo<}  ‘^Jrvxv)  which  had  gone  to  Hades,  or' the  putrefying 
carcass  devoured  by  dogs  and  birds,  the  proper 'seat  of  per¬ 

sonality  ?  '  The  latter,  say  Messrs:  Voelcker  and  NHgels- 
bach.  “'The  whole' man,  the  atro*?,”  says  Dr.  V: “  sie  sei- 

ber,  d.  h.  ihr'rechtes,  wahres  Ich,”  says  the  latter;  We  shall 

riot  'dispute  their  theory 'of  personality.'  But  that  it  is- not 
Homer’s,  is  quite  'apparent  when  we  attend  (as  we  have 

done)  these  ̂ Irv^ai'into  their  disembodied  State,  and  find 
therri  retaining  possession  of  every  attribute  of  the  man,  save 

those  which  were  strictly  bodily.  It  is  quite  plain,  too,  from 

the  multitude  of  passages  (left  quite  unnoticed  by  them)  in 

which  he  speaks  of  the  entire  man,  the  true  and  proper  ego, 

as  entering  or  existing  within  the  invisible  world.  “  I  think 
that  he  (fiiv  equivalent  to  airrov  as  a  simple  designation  of 

person)  will  go  down  •v^dthin  the  abode  of  Hades.”  J  “  The 
two  sons  of  Anterior,  having  accomplished  their  destiny,  went 

into  the  abode  of  Ha:des.”‘“  Agamemnon,  after  he  had  be¬ 
come  an  inhabitant  of  Hades,  relating  the  circumstances 

of  his  death,  says:  “when  I  was  taking  my  departure  to 

Hades,”  etc.  {/xoi  .  .  Iovto  Trep  et?  'AiBao).^  Odysseus  ̂   ad¬ 
dresses  the  of  his  mother  as  her  true  and  proper  person  : 

I  ̂   UT  » 

MrjT€  p  6/417... 

Tis  vv  <T€  Kqp  i8dpa(r(re  ravrjXeyeos  Savaroio  ; 

She  on  the  other  hand,  and  in  fact  all  the  dead  who  accost 

‘  11.  14.  456,' 7.  ‘  »I1.  11.262,  3.’  -  *  0(1.11.424;  <  Od.  11.  164  seq. 
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Odysseus,  do  so'  in  the  language  which  implies  the  eonscious- 
ness  that  the  veritable  eg-o  survived  in  the  ^  "I  ̂ 

There'  is,  however,'  one  passage  which,  in  itself,  fixes^  be¬ 
yond  dispute  the'  Homeric ’idea ' of ’  personalityi"  When 
Achilles ‘stood' ’by  the  funeral-pile  of  Patrodus  and  “ad-i 

dressed'  his  dear  'Mend  ”  ’  {<fH\ov  ' 8’  ’  6v6fif}pev  'kraZfov)^ '  be 
obght,  on 'the'  theory  of'Voelcker  and'Nagelsbach,’to  have 
addressed  the  body  whidi  lay  on  the  not  yet*  kindled  fune¬ 

ral-pile ‘before*  him,  as  the  aOr^,  the  very  person,  of  his 

friehd.  But*  no,  he'  addresses  that  friend  as  now  an  inhabi- 
ta:nt  of  the  invisible  world  :  "  '  ii  n  >  '  /  ^  .it  m1: 

- 1  1 1  "  ,  /  r;-  /  i|  1  I  .  ■  1 1  .  :  I .  i  f  I  (  ,  •  1 1‘  li  I }  // 

,  Xa^pe /iotj  O)  IIaT/90K  A€,|  Ktti  c  i  ’A 1 8 a o  8  o/u. o i cr i 

It  is  quite  plain,”  says  Plutarch,  “that  Hother  regarded 

the  sokil  and  nothing  else  as  the  man  ”  {6rt,  top  dif^pmirov  ovSkv 

aX\o  rj  
'  ”*' 

’  ‘The  Hesiodi’c  psychdlogy  is  here  in  full  agreement  with 
tlie' Homeric." ’’In  Hesio'd  as  well  as  in  Homer,  the  origin  of 
man  is' divine :  '  •  -  i  ;  H 

t  >r  il  ij|i  .1  ■  >  y  '  y  "MT 

-•1  ‘Os  bfioSiv.  iyeydatTii  &€ol  ̂ yrjToC  t  oA/Spoiiroi 

He  is  immortal  too.  The  succ^sive  yeveai  are  replresented 

as^  living,  after  death,  in  a  conscious  and  active  state,  and 
one  suited^  to,  and  in  some  sense  the  moral  consequence  of, 
their  life  on  earth.  As  little  in  Hesiod  as  in  Homer  dd  ̂  

find  any  hint  of  the  possible'  extinction  of  the  rational  and 
spiritual  part  of  humanity.  If  Homer  is  hard  to  firing  into 

harmony  with  this  new  theory,  Hesiod*will  be  found' just  as 

impracticable.  If  “reflection  had  not  then”  (that  is',  in  Ho¬ 
mer’s  time)  “advanced  so  far  as  to  conceive  the ^soul  exist¬ 
ing  independently  after  death,”  how  are  we  to  account  for 
the  full  and  clearly  defined  form  in  which  the  doctripe  stands 

forth  in  Hesiod,  a  poet  who  lived  very  shortly  (if  at  all)'  after 
him,  and  was  incomparably  inferior  to  him  in  genius  and  in 

profound  and  various  knowledge  of  the  soiil  and  its  opera¬ 
tions  ? 

*  II.  23. 179. 
*  De  Vit.,  etc.  Horn.  p.  1158.  *  Work's  and  Days,  105 — 178. 



-8  fT»fee^  ;latefHpsyeW0gy^  \^ir  tho  j  ,  iv^Uy? 

the  view  we.^h^y^  t^lfe^i  b  ̂lETp^ij,  Ji0whei;ei:ift.t)ie,,pr^ek  1^%-j 

g4Hige»  ̂ ?its^tie/]<ie^ft<l^d . (axight  we  .not  sfiy,  ̂ nconc^ivfitlfle) 
^a$^/whieJ»ithesoiwriteis  ,ei)tachi  ,tp,thiO  Upmeii^:;  ,\j^  o^,^V 

Ryom  Ihr^it  toik»t>tin^e  aieQtf(^tb»it<iat  once<dn}thPt^yj?p^J^ft 

afld.(hi^ieat  via(K5PpM0n%,ydeaotiago*^>eTAr!eo^/t,! 

whiflh  obeginal  4»di :  (With  >  thP  /  byeath,.  ifit  aUl  lanigi^  < 
tuiw^  t»an  I  included  ̂   1  and,  epeeially  ia  /Hiano,  the 

which  I  animates  him,  ;whi«h  death  itseltii  does,  npt.ef^tii^ij 

gniehif  iSov-fey,  4u  i  iacti  theae  .writeia  go  withnPp* 
them,  as  with  us,  the  Homeric 

which  lasts  and  lives  forever.  But  then,  they  say,  “  it  is  not 

the  s6ul^‘ii6t  the'  splrif,  no’t  the  itiVhfaVfkciiities.’^^  Whereas 

pipjt  only  in.  .Hopier ,  (a3- .wefj^ve  -seen),, but  tije  ̂rliest^f C- 

the  Sayings  of  the  Seven  Sages  (spme,  six,oent|^riesiB.  c.),^ 

ipput,^  tH^-^onntprpartojfCoinple.nient  ofjthCiO-^^Ojjandjdis- 
^ptly^^tenoteSjthe  jintellectual  ands  spiritual  [part^  of  man, ^i^ 
opposition  to  his  animal  nature.  The  ev  exetv^ro ^gw/^ajcai, 

rr)v  "^vxnv  of  Cleobulus,  presents  it  in  this  sense  as  plaihXy 

as  the^“  we^ffir  Sana  in>C()y55»or<?'saho‘”  of  duvenal,  «©vett’ centu¬ 
ries  after.  In  Pythagoras,  ylrvyri  is  the  mind,\  the  susceptibil- 

n{  °  i  'S ’  ..  -JT 
itiii  ih-Q  immortal  .reason.  Socrates  used  it  to  denote  tne 

^hole  intellectual  a^  s^itu'al  nature' of*  fiian. '  ^  Wheh  th^ 

filone^is  ̂intelligence I* goed ̂ d,rtlj’(^ 

men  immediately  carry  forth,  and  .put  oiyt  of  the  way  the 
U'Mj  ■;-5 It! •((/  Of  '1  •*•)•'' f'.TT /I  r-*irr(irii)  t<  rii,r 
body  of,  the  -dearest  person.!  ̂   A  , very  remarkable  passa^, 

expressing,  as  it -does,  the  belief  that  tpe  soyl  was  the  seat  oj 
!i!  .{.P'i-yp  ̂   ij'ir^  :  )i(  Lci  Y '  •  :o  lU 

personality,  that  it  was  the  bearer,  (to  borrow  a  Cxerrtian 

wprd)  of  ali  the  iiitellectuaL faculties,  and  i^^t’^^went  fofih if,r  “'iio-i/jf  o,  'Civ,  "Y ,r  ̂ .,,11  V)  j'  iiW‘ fii' buor'ti.ii,!,  :.4ii and  survived  at  the, death  of  the  body.  .  Reasoning  with  tile 
■  li’);.;: -V, 'll  fn'i.*-.  i -‘i  •fii'tb,/ "tiyi.j.  o-Tr; 

from  the  admirable  contrivance  and  ^ 
in  I'lii:  f-iiinvji  iiLuiJi'  (O'  i<)i-i-»’iii  Y.tnjti  n.n'X)!!,!  'U:v  I'lii,  .ijiiil 
man  bodVi  he  adds  :  ® nor  was,  God  satisfied  with  caring  lor 
-i;iy(|o  (ifi*' l)iii;  Tuo-i  nil  r  T(»  o)^no]v/oaii  fej/oncv  i-nc  i-nrroYnn 

— J-  Aur.  Diet.  47. ®  Ibid.  6a^ 
i  aiioit 

*.  Ibid.  68._ 

,8T^  Xwi,  Miefw  j;,,?.  5a,,7/ 1  I  *  h  ,  tt"-^  'fd  * 

67* 

.CTJ  .?S: .!!  ‘ 



794  ;[Cfc*^ 

thri  >body ,  ibtrt  >  (what  greaitet  •olf'  aH)  i  ha'  biieathed '  Into  'matt 
a  ̂ eat  and  powerfal 

HOT* most* you  suppoaa  i$ 

able  to  think  (^/ooinr^^d/)  of  objectS''hBre^and -of 'thoao'iii 
£gypt<slikd!8ic^V  that  the 'ititeillgettoe  of  Ood  mO'^eoO 

'^pwifffiv)  id  not  able  to' dare  at'onea'forlaH'thittgB:’^'"  Inthid 
k^tioonyersatioii  'withihid  Mendd  '{as  reported  in* the ‘Ph®db 

of  f  Plato)^  he’  diBcourdes'bf  the  <  Bclnl  ’as  aH 

the  hrtellecttial' and 'Spiritual  faeultieaof  man,  aaseirts  ith'sep^ 
krate/^exidtenee  (after  I  death,  not  only  >in  full  ’ oonseloudnedd, 

but  with  faeuliies  of  -  incteaded  acttvity  and  superior  admiii- 

tages'fcntthe  purduit'of  truth.'’  He'^daye  the ’immortality 'Of 

the  dbul  was  an  ‘*'oldJdcik5tritte  '(itte^tftb^^\dyoi9)i''attd'that  the 
founders  of'  their  mysteries'  had- lon^IagO' shadowed  it  forth 

iW&kai  eih/ii^e&^ai)!^  He  rioW^hetO  hints' at' 'sUOh  ah'  expat'^ 

aiott  or'development  of  the'  idea 'expressed  by '•^uj^^"as  ’tfih 
modeth  school^  of  German' 'critieism  'asserts,"  but  on  the  eon* 
contrary  ̂ appeals  to  afUiqmty^iw  'support  of  his  'oWrt' theory^  idtf 

rihe  spiritual,  separable,(’and  immortal  nature  of"the’'  dOiif, 
Ti^^nst  the  ̂ epticism  of '  Mt  own  oui'of  the'^t^ueb- 

^6n j  then,  that  '‘^jfvxp  in  the '  Homei4o  poems '  should '  liai^ 
meant  a  meTe  shade^ei  breathy  k  phamtOffi^  'B.  beif^leisHhdieid- 

anddn'the  mouth  of  Socrafos,  “  the  seat'of  all  intel- 

ligence,^^  **  a  great  and  powerful' soa/;”  the’ Oorttihent  Of  the 

1009}^' without  which  the  i/oO?  cannot  exist,' which  yet'heheM 

to '  be  ’ indelible  and  eternal  and  'that  this'  total  ihangd  (fin 
ft  ean,’itt  no  sensed  be'caUed'a  detelopmenl)  in  the  meaning 
Of  the  word  should  not  have' attracted  the  Uotide  Of  s6  adute 

an  obserVer'of  the  force' of  wordsi^so'  profound'W  thiUke^’^h 
the  nature  of  the  mind,  and  withal  one  so  familiar  with  eve¬ 

ry  aspect  of  the  Homeric  poetry  as  SoOratesJ’j  o  • 
The  treatise  “  On  the  life  and  writings  of  <  Hoinep,^^  in¬ 

cluded  among^th'e  ̂ Worics"  of’ Plutarch,' nfftrms^tiiat^  this 
}  ̂ (i'TiK.T  •4;f  r  vs  .  4, 'TiT  t  /(.f'of-*/  ̂   JWi»  ^ 

JXllfj  i  ll  'I'l  ]■  -X/UV  .a  l.Ii'n  »-  uiT  ;43^  3A\  luH  ItO'' 

g^l  *  (Thus  we  translate,  without  pretending  to  understand  Frofcsaor  l?agelsl>(ich’s 

jS^pression  ‘|,W,esenlose  Haupter”  p.  341.!,,,,.  ^r.w  txf  .rn.ilv/ 

10  Soihe,’t«riB8  it  io  the  Timaeus.  Hjjuo  im-xH  '.'Viii!  ov/  doiif  w  to  '-.ii 

®  Ubi  Sup.  p.  1157.  coll,  de  Anima,  p.  722.  .Lt)J  'il»i;ij/io.)  oioiu 
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moat.  JD9b)ej0f>;dootriki^^  that  the  soul lis  iimnoartal^  iferafdob- 

trma  of  .§[ra0t^^th}ojty  ^  la»d  wbfit)i&  strangor 

that  iHain^r  taught  it  to  Pythagoras  nrld  Ptaih- 

(giq>o^rrQwr(i,wp^ov[dpt<lmt^eu;  t0f^09Ay  )  'A\\i\\\  ot  'ildu 
Go3Tho-y M^e  J  have  takeni  icrf  the  i  psychology  Jof}  )Homer^  & 

fttUyi  austawed'  by  the  opiniottiof  :th»e.  eaily/.Ohristian  iw?rite^ 

iafomlyi  necessary  to  cite  4  mtf  remaTkable.  passage  in 

djEstiApetoigy  of(  Jpstiii  iMartyjil  i  In^-  peasonitag  lagain^l  the 
cruelty  exeroisedi  I  against  1  the  Ohristiansifthbi'SDiemnliy  m 
mindsitheenapeioir  and  his  aojas  o(f  that  dejUh  which  aiwaited 

kings, in  common  iwHh  all  other  nmn»i  ando^ itfeat  oonseions 

istate 'after , death)! and*  tho^  future  retributhM^S).jWl¥iChrWefc 

the  ancient  and  universal  objects  of  »huinan  belief^/  ]^ll,”obe 
says,  death )Were  a,  passage limto, an juwojuscions  >statc»?^)h 

t9rtnnata;  chA?umstance  iwonidf  it  .ii>e  foTj^aU^  nnjnpt.  m 

^t  Siincff  ctpispioissnesSfrsmaMs  Acae,!anc;e>eg:^4i<«d^ 

and  etearnal  punishment  isdn  reserve,. trifle  nojt^Wiith  theoonr 

ivicdon  *and^ '  helief  of  1  the8e>trntha*^\> ,  He  appeal^,  to  the:  ve^y^ 
^enperstitious  .of ,  the  ancients,  the,  divinations  ,by>thC(dea4 
the,  jumyersal ,  authority  of  thc,oraclea,  ,the  epiniona  of .  Emr 

pedocles,;Pythagoras,,Plat<vand  Socrafes',;  and  ia,,rConclUr 
aipni^^  the  .ditch  described  by  Homer,  and,  the \descent  of  \Qdy9r 

sie»Sitp  (iiTt4nterview  wUh\the  souls  of.thexdeparted^liyva  order 

tftf  prorYC  the  immemorial  and  universal  belief, that  e^t^ 

(ipodK  souls  of  .  men ,  ere,  in,  a  perceptine  (or,  oonscions) 

,\\Of  the  impression  naturally r  made  by  thcieleveuth 

,b)0|pk  of,  the  Odyssey,  to  which  lallusion  is  here  npi94e,ion  ta 
,pfrin4  accustomed  to  use. >the  Greek  language  .and,  famil^r 

y^r^th  thci  ,ufhple ,  system  of  \  antiquily  .{as .  Justin ,  was,  in  no 

— *  *iv»  ■!  liihf '•  r  *    .  ...  ....■■  ..•♦< .  lilt  ...j  j 

*  C.  18.  Otto’s  editiofH  Vol.'l. p(;4e.i  Jonae. >1847^!' >I  J  'tdl  V>  vt 

.{if  Et,w.iyaiiryrj&{ai'  l)(in  ‘t’tll  'iflt  ‘(>iri.'.Tt  ‘uj'l' 

]Bi,f  fif'Wfi,  iial,^i<ft9ts  aii0il»4fA(frriu.  j)'ihi,Io 

*  'O  xap’  'Ofjcfiptfi  p6dpos  Kcd  f)  kA^oSos  OSvfffffas  eis  rify  to6t»v  iiriffKtjj/ty, 

^  “Oti  koA  /uctA  ̂ dyaroy  iy  cua^irfi  elffly  cd  ̂ vxed.  Let  it  be  remembered  that 
■  JtistiTt '  throaghoat '  tills  passa^d '  fe'-'boldfy  r^aibnrng '  jfVbm  ’the  eoTKessioM  of  the 

Pagans  whom  he  was  addressing,  and  it  WiU  be  fefeeti  that  the  Sce'i^tical  hypoiKe- 
sis  of  which  we  have  been  treating  could  hardly* lie  more  precisely  stAted  or 

more  directly  contradicted.  .0^:7  .q  ,j;„iii,A  >J>  .Ilo  )  .Tr.li  .q  .([uc  i-i'J  ‘ 



(.€h)^ 
common  degree) ,, ,  no  i  stronger  prpof  could.  i 
yyouid  Basil, iin  hia, excellent  Address ^l^ryouI^rIUe^^  on, tl)fJ 

#tu4y  of  1  tJpke  anaient  i(?reeks,V(  |  huve<  pronounced^  lilie.  whole 

Homeric  r  poetry /avCxmmeudsdwnT  of ,i.virtue,,’f  Ji!!if/  hOihl^kd 
understood •  the 'greait  >ppe|>, to, have  inculpated itl^  doctrine 
Qf:H  mere’  fininmU  ,sa^lf  deprived^  of  spwitu(U.-^Qiti^iJ^tfiSf.a^d 

XQii’SW’OUSilkess'- itself ̂\(if€T  ̂ eO'th>i\  \'vj/  o>ifj()‘)>.i\)  J^rroiur/  f>fiK 

-nEviein  tbe  caric^restof/tLiuoiauarp  her©  notiWithout'-si^ 
nificance. ; i for  their ;  object  ,was i , to., roprodocct ith®  character? 

and.  ideas  iofi<Ho*rier..m.,ordervto  hold(the|a  .upiito.wdicutci 

They  undoubtedly  show  how  the  Homeric  c, descriptions,  iof 

thofiworidj /beyond.)  death'  wm  i  |)opuhirly .,underatoodf  H  In 
j^se  ipicturee,  itisjneedksstto  sayt.thci  dead  are  represented 

ais  \  possessingi-perfect ,  cqn6Ciousnesa,(  irememhr#ncC(  ipf  <  theif 

Ufe>on,earth,2  the  capacity  of , acquiring  inew.  knowledge*? ‘rrnd 

V5tf,imbntsd.and,juoral,exps6naiott  iuievcry^way.iu'jvi  x^ni/rd 

j  cfjWe  cannot  lallow  .that  the  Gcrnnair  critiea  under^tand-HrY 
rnerlbetter  .than  the  iancient\Greeke (themselves,)  ?  At  , least  It 

(WiU  require  much  ibetter,  reasons  than  ar^-jyetrprfOducudiThy 

the  authors  of  this  new 'theory,  to  i  prove  [that  bothnthcfipopv^ 

ho  impres^ou  of>  |  his  ideas ,  nnd.  thebopinions  lol  *  the  >  JiU0?t 
.^utie  and  thoughtfulimindsrof  .his.i>wnrrscc*‘from^)Pythagor 

jfas  down.to  Buttatkuusj  were  ‘^iihi^rreot”)iand.aifalaeqgil)rn 
-if) The  Homeric  iSouktthen* irepresjentingjithc/^whoilei  [interipr 

and //imrnaterralii  naan*,  surviresif  death,  j  and  4arlipnuortfd. 

-Whether, it iis.  poetically  saidito  pass  through  a. fatal  Vound^i^ 

•on  tojgoi out  through  (to  lipsyriU)  the, -last  breath,®- whatever 
'catafttrephcf.bileakSrithe  mysterious gbondr  which}  holds  it  to 

-the  I  <  body*  |itei  pUrelyi  mental  i  and  i  spidtUali  faculties,  are  |  only 

idisengaged  hud  Sat  latj  htoertyi  by  thc(Chauge.  ,f.'ItirYoaitB  the 

tlirtib&,’^’  and  swift-wingedi”.  i(f7rTafM^ddupirTaji<^  j.PitakUs 

J441 — 
l»  »rl 'tqn  Mil}  yb 

♦t‘  -*/  ■ 

repeat^ 

'  of  Basil,  Tom.  II.  pp.  243  eeq.  fBened.  Ed.  reprinted  by  G^vune,. Paris  ,  1839). :  V  'nMVi:iV'  '‘t  ‘,'.1^  v7*:ii;{;}>iT)/it 
*  Myrjfir}  vapa  roy  filov.  Achil.  and  j^ntil. ,  ̂ 

®  Alex,  and  Han.  Where  Hannibal  says  Td^iiad  learned Crfedc^knce  lie^entered 

^‘MMeay>  ‘‘•(inul  j;  i->  j  ‘,ilr  >a  djinr  -(li'!' 

lonbon)  f!  Jon  c\  Jl  .rn'niiqolT/olu'ig, 



1858.]  Hoikefit^Iikds  of  iht^  htUi, 

its  flight  ('7r€w^rai)'^refte4;t5ngi'the  meanwhile,  iemember- 

ing,  expecting,  'comparing,* ’^eving,  experiencing,  in  -short', 

that '  various,  and  wondrous  play  of  thought,^  emotion/ and 
volition  which  bespoke  its  divine  activity  while  irt  the  body^ 

•^to  the  general*  abode  of  'the  departed.  '  TheVe,  after  long 

ages,'''it 'rehearses  its  earthly  history, '  and  enters  into  large 
and  various  discourse  with-a^  living  man' Who  had  been  di¬ 
vinely 'guided  to  and  instructed  for  the '  interview,  every  ̂ ut¬ 
terance  of  that  discourse  manifesting  (as  in  fact  every  hui 

man  utterance  does)Uhe  attributes 'of  personal 'and  con¬ 
scious  existence.  '  '*■•  iiro.ifiu  7‘mI  r 

By  what  process  Nagelfebach,  Voelcker,'  and*  Mttller^havC 

been*  able^  to  persuade  themselves  that'  this' thinkings 
reasoning,'  remembering, "rejoicingj  and  sorrowing  soul  is 

^destitute  of 'mental  faculties,”' bewustlos,”  “wesenlosj’? 

having  “kein-Geist,  keiii'Gefiihl,  kein  'Denke,  kein  WiilCj^ 

passes  all ''comprehension, 'unless  it  be  explained  by/fhat 
habit  * '  of '  ̂   substiiuting"  hypothesis'  for '  induction^  which  *  so 

largely  characterizes  the’  historical  criticism  of  German 
scholars  under  the  influence  of  the  “  newest  fashion  ”  (as  Sir 

James  M’Intosh  called  it)  of  German  philosophy.  The  the¬ 
ory  of  historical  development  is  considered  established  and 

indisputable.  Homer  must' bow  to 'it.  Homer,  who  be¬ 
sides  all  he  has' Said  irnadentally  of  the  divine  birth  and  di¬ 

vine  faculties  and  post-mortal  state  of  man,  has  left  a  whole 
book  of  the  discourses  and  actions  of  disembodied  souls  ̂  

-discourses  -which  instructed,  warned,  and  guided  the  future 

conduct  of  “the  most  sagacious  of  men.”' '•  Homer  must  be 
made  to  unsay  all  his  premature  and  disorderly  psychologi¬ 
cal  utterances,  to  go  back  to  his  proper  place  in  the  line  of 

developni«it,^and  humble  himself  to -the  confession  that 

when  the  body  dies,  “  the  spirit  of  man  is  dead  also.”  But 
]  after  all  the  critical  torture  to  which  tbe  old  bard  has  been 

put  by  these  German  inquisitors,  he  recants  in  every  line, 

and,  like  Galileo,  indignantly  and  pertinaciously  reiterates  : 

“it  notwithstanding.”  ^  ^  ,,  ,j  ̂   t 
The  truth  is,  the  expectation  of  a  future  life  is  not  at  all  a 

result  of  I  development.  It  is  not  a  product  of  ratiocination. 



Hdrketie  hf  w '  MttUfe  [[  Oc^rt 

It  '  a  traditiori,  a-  ̂ entfnieritl  of  the » hearty  a  priraa^y  ttsinth  of 

conscionsn'essj  or  all  thfe  thtee'cortibined.  'Itas  as'oM  as'  his- 

tory,  as  universal  as  htmiahify.'*' 'It  Is  ohe  df 'those  ̂ pknra 

i(:A(T<paXfj  of  whieh' Sophocles’ haS'ttobly  said :  'fl  1  ’ '  Av\  \o 
./•(•»/  'Jl:  V  ‘  IrH/rnnui  >.i; //  7;  i!:i'(i)iiHiii  in  -i-.u 

•*  ’  '  '  0i  yap' &€i  m  p^i!  i  i  to 

,'A(:  ju  *  I  ,  [  tduro^ 'kbvStsW’tH^i^U^ orov  7i(l  lo  /  nit 

-lO'  ;  ,  l  .  i! /I'l  .7-1  J  Ihj-)  .Vfi  OOiloll  ’  ll  ,{;'>;■))■  Mi  t(.(i>i 

If  has  rather  lost  than ‘gained  in  strength' ’  and  dikinctrieSS 

when  the  logical  faculty  has  been  brought' to  iti^  assistaribe^ 
One  cannot  read'  over  Socrates^  derhonstratioh  Of  “the  ira- 

niortality^of  the  soul,  in  the  Ph^do  of  Pla!to,' Without  being 
struck  with  the  feebleness  and  ihconclusiveness  of  the  atgri- 

mehts.‘’  But  when  the  sound  minded  old  man  thrb\Vs  hini- 

here,  and  that  I  shall  still  have’ a  kind  and' provident  God  to 
care  for  me,  his  words  nnd  an  echo  in  every  human  bosom. 

Man  feels  his  own  immortality.'^  He  cannot  prove 'it,  but  he 

need  not.  He  knows* it  without 'proof,  before  proof.  It  is 
too  far  back,  too  deep' down  to  be  capable  of  proof.  It  is 
more  certain  than  anything  thalt  can  be  brought  to  demon¬ 

strate  it,  stronger  than  anything  that  can  be  brought  to  sup¬ 
port  it.  When  the  logical  faculty  goes  to  work  upon  it,  we 

find  it  as  hard' to  cohsfructr  a  satisfactory  process  for  the 
ergo  ero  as  Descartes'did  for  the  ergo  sum.  ̂   It  would  seem, 

then,  that  consciousness  includes  ̂ ,  future  life  amorig'its  per¬ 
ceptions.  Just  as  a  man  knows  that  he  t5,  he  knows  that  he 

will  continue  to  fie.  ’  Mis  intelligence  looks  before  and  after., 
just  as  it  contemplates  the  now.  It  was  not,  perhaps,  with¬ 

out  a  special  meaning  that  our  ̂eat  poet  called  it,'  in  con¬ 

nection  with  this  peculiarity  of  its  ̂  operation,  godlike  rea- 
For  in  this  quality  the  soul  bears  the  image  of  its  di- son. 

vine  Parent, ‘who  “  inhabiteth  eternity.”  Wherever  the 
natural  sentiments  of  humanity  have  not  been  perverted  or 

t 
1  Ant.  454  scq. 

I-:  il/_ 
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bevt^ildered  byi  philosophical  scepticism,  death  is  not  thought 
of  ( or  ;  spoken  oft  as  an  (interruption  oft  conscious  existence, 

much  less  a  ceasing(to  be,  but  merely, a  awap^  a  change 
of  place.  The : ancients  reasoned  .from  this,  that  the  .con¬ 

sciousness  of  immortality  was  indicated  by  the  very  nature 

of  language.!  have  no  more  doubt  of, a  future  life  t  han 
they  have  of  the  present.  <>  This, belief.does  not  depend  upon, 
is  not  necessarily  strengthened  by,  culture,  civilization,  edu¬ 
cation.  .It  is  as  distinct  and  confident  in  the  North  Ameri- 

can,  savage  as  in  the  German  doctor  of  philosophy ;  in  fact, 

much  more  so.  ̂   It  was  more , firm  and  general  in  the  age  of 
Homer  than  in  that, of  Socrates.  ,  Not  one  of  .the  characters 

of  Homer  ever  insinuates^  a  doubt  of  a  future  existence. ,  But 
from  Socrates  we  learn  that  the  majority  of  men  in  his  time 

disbelieved  the  immortality,  of  the  soul,  and  thoughit  ,  it 

would  be  dissipated  and  annihilated  at  deathi^  ̂   This  is  the 
natural  effect  of  culture  without  faith.  Men  had  lost  their 

hold  on  .the  primitiye  sentiment  and  could  not  grasp  it  as  a 

logical  sequence.  Between  the,  two,  they  feU  .into  doubt. 

Scepticism  is  the  intermediate,  state  between  nature  and 

faith.  The  voice  of  nature.spoke  at  first,  and  men  believed. 

Then  they  insisted  on  a  logical  proof  of  that  which  was  be¬ 
yond  the  reach  of  ratiocination,  and  failing  to  find  it,  they 

doubted  and  disbelieved.  ,  As  man  “  by  .wisdom  ,  knew  not 

God,”  so  “by  wisdom”  he  knew  not  himself."  A& false  and 
over-bold  reasoning  lost  the  true  idea  of  the  Divine,  so  it 

los^  the  true  idea  of  the  human.  .The  same  age  and  the 

same  process^  gave  birth  to  atheists  and  doubters  of  the 

soul’s  immortality  —  to  an  Aristodemus  and  a  Simmias. 
True  ideas  of  God  and  man  always, go  together,  and  can¬ 
not  be  held  apart  No  man  who  believes  the  divine  origin 

of  the  Human  I  soul  ever  doubted  its  immortality ;  and  no 

man  who  rejects  the  first  can  hold  to  the  last.  Paul  has 

traced  the  course  of  this  mental  aberration  in  a  few  mas¬ 

terly  words,  which  are  as  applicable  to  the  spiritual  nature 

and  future  life  of  man  as  to  the  “  eternal  power’ and  deity  of 

'  riut.  de  Anima,  near  the  beginning.^ 
2  Plat.  Phacd. 
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God.”  “  That  which  can  be' known  of  God  is  manifest  in 

men,  for  God  hath  'rfeveaMd  it  to  themi.'  ̂ ®ut  in  their  reason¬ 

ings  they  went  astray,'  arid  their  'foolish-  heart  was  darkened. 
tCaMing  'themselvesi  yns^  '  they  >  were  >  tamed  into  foolsl’*!^ 
Humanity  doubtless  underwent  -a  vast , development  fsom 
the  age  of  Hotter  downwards.  But  spiritual  ideas,  either 
of  God  or  maib  of  it  ,  Homer  with  all  his 

myths  and  sensualities,  has  no  word  to -denote  an  image  or 

material  representation  of  God,^  In  the  age  of  Pericles,  ̂  

afterwards  in  that  o|’  Paul,  Athens  and  all  Greece  was  fult  of 
idols  (/caTetSwXo?).  In*  the  Homeric  poetry,  no  one  breathes 
a*  doubt  that  the  soul  would  live  after  death.  In  the  age  pf 
Socrates,  scepticism  was  the  fashion,  and  was  avowed  Ijy 

some  of  his  intimate  friends.  In  fact,  Homer’s  conception 
of  a  future  life  was,  in  one  essential  point,  much  simpler 

and  nobler  than  even  that^of  Socrates.  '  The  theory  of  the 
latter  included  the  metempsychosis  with  all  its  revolting  ab¬ 

surdities.*  The  notion  of  a  transmigration  of  souls  never 

appears  to  have  crossed  the  mind  of  Homer.  His  idea  61^  a 
future  life  admitted  no  confusion  of  natures  or  of  personaji- 
ties.  His  Achilles,  though  stalking  gloomily  through  the 

shades  of  Hades,  is  Achilles  still,  a  properly  human  and*  in¬ 
dividual  soul,  “  with  thoughts  that  wander  through  eterni¬ 

ty,” —  and  thus  far  an  infinitely  truer  and  more  sublime  cop- 
ception  than  the  same  soul  animating  the  body  of  a  lion  or  a 

vulture.  Nor  did  the  belief  improve,  either  in  certainty  or 

form,  as  ages  rolled  away  and  civilization  advanced.  Ip  the 

tmgic  poets  we  have,  indeed,  a  constant  recognition  of  the 

immortality  of  the  (which  with  them,  as  with  Co¬ 
rner,  is  the  whole  incorporeal  man) ;  but  it  is  an  immortality 

altogether  of  the  Homeric  order.  Antigone  says:^  “for  *a 
much  longer  duration  must  I  please  the  dwellers  below  than 

those  on  earth  —  for  there  I  shall  abide  forever ;”  * 

'  1  Rom.  1:  19 — 22. 

>  ̂   Veith  (Ant.  Horn.  p.  23)  con.siders  II.  6.  270  a  probable  allasmn  to  ima^e* 

worship.  But  the  prohability  is  weak,  the  more  so  as  it  stands  alone  in  the  Ho¬ 
meric  poetry. 

8  Phaed.  Cap.  XXXI.  seq  •  *  474  seq. 
1  o/  <  ioV 
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fii  .t>'.‘.)jfipnf  fa  nkdm,XP^o%\  ii.;v  ii  j,  .j'j'  ■* 
afii^HUM  Toii  Koroi  t  >  .,,.,,11 

.b'm  Ji.a,  V*  v.t 

She.expeejte  a  meeting  .and  an  approving.' r«cog^tYt07ti£rdDii 
rher  fafther^ipiothei,  and  brother. .  ">1  iio  h  /i m  ii’ll 

1  Hi  I  I  *  ffifpf'  ̂   ^ 

Hill  j  ;.  jili//  T  Vdfpl,  7fp«»0‘</>tX'^  ’'  >>  l> 

lo  ui;  ^  chi  Ko^iyinirav  xApa}  '  ̂   '  '  * 

’‘i  ly  ’-'■  "J  •  ii‘  •  '  ''  1  ' But  her  notions,  oi  that  world  were, mst  as.  vague,  drearv, 
\o  yi  -I;  .,'  i  mil  f-  ‘  '  .  •  » 
and  utterly  joyless  as  were  those  of  the  Homeric  personages. 
HmTii  i(<  (-'r  Ti  .41.  *’  ,  -I  ,  •  *’  '  i 
■  So  were  those  which  Eunpides  puts  into  the  mouth  of  Me- 

dea  in  behalf  of  her  children,  and  of  his  other  characters,  mi- 
/I  -I./  )|1  .f|‘»||T-'l  ̂   ),  It;. 

de^  the  like  circumstances.  And  four  or  five  centuries  later, 
.  >1!  n)  ,  .  ■!)  ’ 

Hortiers  ideas  of  the  soul  and  its  future  state, are  reproduced, 

without  expansion  or  imprpyement,  by  Virgil^  who  Jived, jUi 

the  ver^  hloom  of  the  Graeco-Roman  cJvjiU^ation.  His ,  nf - 

^crology|  (as  to  the  spiritual  conceptions  it  embodies)  is  j^o- 
tbing  more  than  a  feeble  and  servile  imitation  of  that  of  Ho- 

mer.  .  Evpn  the  enlightened  and  thoughtful  Cicero,  after  ̂   I 
the  fine  things  he  has  put  into  the  mouths  pf  Cato  and 

others  on  the  subject,  confesses  his  own  uttejr  uncertainty 

by  saying,  X  hope  there  is  a  place  where  I  ̂ d  all  good 

men  will  meet  after  death,  but  I  dare  not  affirm  it.”  Nor 
does  he  draw  a  single  argument  or  exhortation. in  behalf  of 

virtue,  from  the  contemplation  of  a  future  life,  in  his  adnfi- 

*ral^**  Offices.  , And  the  sentiment  seems  to  have  continued .  equally 
).  .  ,1  If  •  '  )  ,il-  <1  !  .  I  ̂  
vague  and  uncertain  (to,  have  become,  even  more  so,  in  fap^) 

^after  the  coming  of  Christ,  in  those  who  rejected  or  .were  ig¬ 

norant  pf,  the  Gospel.^  Still  the  pagan  mourner  “  sorrowed 
without  hope,”  still  engraved  on  the  tombstone  of  the  by- 
loved  deady“  eternum  .vale !,”  ,  The  .virtuous  Perseus  has  not, 
as  far  as  we  remember,  a  hint  of  immortality.  Hadrian  ex¬ 

claims  to  his  departing  soul :  “  qu®  nunc  abibis  in  loca  ?  ” 
i^And  after  some  eighteen  oeiituries  more  of'  civili^satioP  and 

development,  there  is  no  firm  belief  in  the  immortality  of  the 

j-  I  i.T4»  » 
VoL.  XV.  No.  60. J  Ir-i.ii  I  * 

897  seq. 
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sQul,)bnt  tbpit  which  is^iw^  jwcfiluct  of  Chriaiicnifaith.^^Hume 

pjayed  cards  and  jokcdiC-bout  Charon  andlthe  .Siyx^  almost 
to  the  last  ,inomentf  of  jii|e.  i  d  Dr.  Frahklin  is  isaid  itOi  have 

claimed:  “Oh,  that  dreadful  uncertainty!”  Andt|Kanti 
when  asked  hy  a  friend,:  shortly!  before  his  deaths  i  what  (Were 

hisi  expectations. of  a  future i  life,' after  a ithoughtfult  silence^ 
replied:  I  have  ]no  idea  ofia\futureilifelP>‘n\/‘,  inii  hue 

So  much  for  the  (progress  of  reflection,”  as  <Dr.  .yoel^er 
expresses  it,im  its  relation /to  the  ibelief  lin  a  distinct,  sepai 

rable,  and  immortal  soul.  )iW«  doinot  owe  itito  “reflection.’! 
We  owe  it  to  the  fingeriofiGodjWhichlwrote  it  on  the, heart; 

toithe  voice  of  Godi  which- spoke  lit  in  the  ears-oft  men  {an 

utterance,  however  <  perverted,  bewildered,’ !  and  i  <  weakened^ 
never  to  be  forgotten  by  after  generations);  to  the  natureibf 

the  soul  itself*  as  it  was :  breathed'  into  .the*  nostrils  iofi  mah^ 
conscious  of  its  source  and  so  conscious  of  its  immortality. 
Whether  in  Homer  it  was  an  old  tradition,  a  reach  of  his 

own  powerful  and  deeply  working  intellect,  a  notion  gath¬ 
ered  up  in  his  eastern' travels,  or  ai  special  suggestion  from 
the  Source  of  all  (truth  i  to /one  who  was  to  exert  so  powerful 
am  influence  in  moulding  ten  centuries  of  the  human  race  ; 

certain!  it  is,  that  the  i  living 'Agamemnon  and  •Achilles  were 

not  more  clearly  or  fully  endowed  i  with' intellect,  heart, lan^ 

Will,  than  were Itheir  souls  in  Hades.' f  n '•<)(})  >11  /  ) 
-11  That 'the  state  of  ( these  departed  souls  was  destitute  of 

every  cheerful!  concomitant,  is  quite  true,  i  A  dreary labode^ 

h'joyless  existence,  is  i that  of  the i  Homeric  irButithey 

are' immortal. '  And  the'idearof*  immortality,  in lits/mdest 
fbrin,  islone  of  infinite  dignity  land  importance.  It  lifla  man 
above  the<  world  of'  matter- and  mere,  animlal  natures  around 

him,  and  opens  a^  boundless  future  to  his  thoughtsiandiaspb 
rations.’  There  can  i  be -no 'Virtue,  >  no  worship,!  no 'faith  nor 

hope,  nor  capacity  for  them  without! it.* i  (Without  it,maniis 

aimere  animal,  nobler  and  more 'susceptible  onlyito-be  agi^- 
tated  by  mightier*  pa^iohs 'and  vulnerable  to 'keener  sor* 

rows* and  fears. "‘But  when  he  expects  a  future  life  he  will  * 
think  of  it  ; ‘  he  will*  connect  With  it  some  idea*  of  Tetaributioh. 

The  very  opening  of ‘this  i  boundless  vista  before!  him  leave.* 
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hiiti'l^ss  !dt  the  6f<tdW'iifn^lBes'artd'i1nfa.tierf£irc4*ot<ftifi 

dtanees^^  EVeryi  thought  ef ‘it,’  ever^^- glance  kit©  a  l^atckH 

encr  to  his  ficulties^i  a  'Check  oh  his  ’^assionsy  aw  'indentrvC  to 

hiS'hbpesiA  ”  !  7inij:in  >yiuj  iiJtt)i:‘nh  ij:ilr  .tl( ) -■*  :  t)'uiiif;io 

‘3THonief/ lathed-  the  completive!  idea  of  1  a‘  ̂tar©  ̂ ife^  the 

resurrection  idf  •  the i body.'  r,  Theroi  can  be  i  no  -  distinct j  / firm j 

and  cheerful  expectation  of' a' future  life  without  that.i'‘'Tho 

soUly  which'  has;  so'  longxbcen  the  ‘thospes:  comesque!  cerpo- 

ris,”  cannot  look  forward  tto*  an*  existence  in  which  it  is  to  jbe 

eternally  separated  from  that  v^ichi  hasl  beernttei  sharerlof 

itS'life,  theiorgan  of  alii  its  operations  frorti  the'beginning  6f 

its  existence,  without >  a  ̂ desolating  sente  of  loneliness  i  and 

imperfection,  11  The  anticipatibniof  thus  surviving  (like  the 

friend  of  old,  “  nec  earns  eeque  ne6' superstes  vnteg'er’^),  conld 

yield  but  little  oomfort  iii  10okJng^beyowd‘death;»^ti  ino-:  jiIt 

>ti  't(‘  riroio-no-)  biiij  o-nno^i  to  ̂ -rtoio^fioo 
^Aii  \o  (j  ttt.tiV.  ̂ *or;|/i4ot  (T.bii)  f 

iio:;on  tf  . ;  •!' ;!iii  ̂ 4;:i /'•!.> //  vit;-*-*!'  l>m:  liHiov/uq  jr//o 

with  iU  higher,  truth •  than  those*  words. -  were  at  firstuulsed, 

tvbuld- express  -the (emotions  with  which  (the!  soul  must  ex* 

pect  such  an  eternal  widowhood,  such,  an  eternal  separation 

from  a  part  of  itself.'  The -dismal  gloomioftthe  Homeric 
picture  of  futurity  is*  the  inevitable  consequence  of  this  defit 

ciency.  He  appears  to  have  felt  lit  himself* -I'l  Hesiod  and 
Pindar  have  attempted  to  depict  a  happy  state  of  merelspir- 

its.o(  Homer’s  mind  was  ofithat  order  which  demanded  con¬ 

sistency  iand  completeness  in  its  owniideas.il  He  could  not 

conceive,  at  least  he.  has  not  atteixipted  to  describes, 

without  body.  ̂ ;To  only  twk>  of  mortal  men:  has  he  (allotted  a 

happy  Ikeibeyonddhath ;  land  those  iheihas  ttanapoitedyOine 

tb{  Olympus, -the  other  to  'Elysiuna,li»i^Aal  His  ̂ i^a( 
whoi  are  doomed  to  a  disembodied  .existence,.  leaVe  the  body 

with  lamentatioa/and  take  iapytheiir‘  abode  i in  p, region,  tht 

epithets  of  .  which,  rjepoevif  dfieCKKXpv^^  irvvyepi^^  imply  thei  abr 

sence  of  every  element  of  cheer^l  existence.  /f^Foreshadowt 

itigs  of  the  future  ievelation»  may  perhaps’  be  di«Jcovered/ in 

the  ipious  care,  which -was  paid  itoithe  , body- andj  eveuiithe 

ashes  of  the  beloved  dead:  a*  consciousness  of  (the  necessity 
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,j^^fthq,-bQdy.  ta  appears  iii/lJie  shadowy  corpcweiiiy 
jiwith.  jwhich  the  ppet  invests  his,i|r4^/i.  a  qoncseptipnioft  the 
ppssibiliiyiof  a  perpetual  Ufe  of  the | body) iS( disclosed  in  the 

.  tjcswisfer  oi  Mepelaus,  ,by. ,  ai , special, , divine  .decrepi  t.wifihout 

|[le.atb,  tp^EI.ysiJltn,;^.afl4  it  ip  ifnposaible  to  read,,  withput 
,:^stonishment,  the  ,  passage  in  t  which  Achilles  t  expresses  his 

.^motions,  when  her  sees,  |  bpfprei  •  himi  the ,  living  i  form  of 
i^f^on,  onepf  the  sons  pf,Priain»whpixi  he  had, long  befoee 

jsent .  into  (Captivity ,  beyond  the  sea, ,  and  i  nowi ,  probably  -  snp- 

posed ,tp , bcj dead ,!, f I ,  i,,),-  c  to  t-iccj 

yd  ji'.toljo'ov  "Ul'i,ior'x  ̂ 1  IIM-'  .1  1,1  ̂'M|f  1:111 
/  42  TTOTTOl,  W  fJLfya  iTOtVlM  TOO  Ofb^rqAllOKnV  optouou  •  , 
bite  /ti' 4'  'i!,vn<*v-rr  'i”'  i  .M^t  !<  iv'i'V'  '  <"■  •'* 

xi  jJMAa  or]  ipojei;  /AevoAi^o/oe^,  overrref)  emfpvov,  . 
>'111'  !*;♦’  ,  I,  (•'■i-'V  '  'i 'i  triMtl  il,  V  /.  |:-||)|  •;li*  >inlt 
.  AxjTii  av  a  (T  T  rj  cr  ovT  a  I  vrro  Qo<pov  lyepooros  * 

il  --- nn^lt-.ol 

!-,i(|^oI ) 

But  the  thought  of  an  actusd  resurrection  never  probably  oc¬ 
curred  to  the  mind  of  Homer ;  nor  is  it  to  be  found,  we  be¬ 

lieve,  among  the  innumerable  guesses  of  Greek  ingenuity 

and  inquisitiveness.3  No  secret  was  kept  more  profoundly 

“  hid  from  ages  and  generations.”  Faint  and  occasional 
gleams  of  it  broke  upon  the  minds  of  pious  Hebrews  from 

the  beginning.  But  they>  Were  fbhly  gleams.  They  did  not 
shed  that  steady  and  strong  illumination  which  was  needed 

to  see  through  tlie'  breakers  and  mists'^ along  the  coast  of 
death,  the  peaceful  and  happy  shore  of  ar  better  life,  t  Sheol 
was  scarcely  less  terrible  tor  the  Hebrew  than  Hades  to  the 

‘Greek.  ‘That  best  and'  brightest' bfrevelatibn^ “which ^an¬ 

nounces,  not  an  itamortal  'sbul  (that  is  everywhere'  tak'Pn  for 
granted' in 'the  New  Testameiit),  but  an  immortal  maw,'waw 

reserved' foi* 'the' 'Son  of  God  in  person,  the  divine'* Brother 
and  Redeelner ’of^man.'"'lt' shone  full-orbed  on  'the  worl^ 
when  he  uttered 'those 'words  : I  am  the  resurrectloh  and 

the  life*.'  Thy  brother 'shall  rise  a^in.  "He' that  believeth 

in  me,  though  he' 'Were  dead'  yet  'shall  he  live.  I  will  raise 
l  it  r  'to! 

<10(1.4.561—9.  '  '•>'  -"If  in  V  'liiM  a-ijllall  5Ss6q. 
1  There  was,  however,  a  strong  and  general' conviction  ifivxV'rov*v£ju(lrlr 
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’/iliTW  tip  af/ tW'lafet  ‘tifciy.^^  ̂   This'  ’ptbpli^i^y  ̂ ks'’ 'tth'ncjd^ iAfo 
jftfcti  by'his  fitst-fiilits’bf 'tbe*  ̂ geiiiAl 

^har^fest  of'  restored  *aftd  i^i-vivifii!id'^h\iiMh'ilty.  ‘‘’FuUef^igM, 

^withi  bthef ’(jitcUtttstknfcte^s'  airtd^’  c6ric<5Wtttaiit^(‘ 

^WatdS'  added.  Biehold I  MI  ‘  yVWr’  a^  ’riiystetjr^  (k  se6lrkt). 
a  ■moin^fltj'^itt'the^tWihkHtig'df-^atf the  laktrfttiihp, 

•tjife  dead'’shall'be‘raised;”*^^Tht’Ott^h'£lll"th!e  feartier  agbk,^the 
^belief  of  the  SouPte  imiabrtality  *had  stiti^Ved,  defectiye  knd 

-Qiie-a[ded  'though ‘it  Was,’ att^  iridestructibie‘fseiitiiiiett‘t,‘‘'a 
part  of  consciousness,  a  perpetual  and  universal  “^aditiofl  ̂  
awaiting  the  happy  hour  .when  it  should  be  completed  by 

that  of  aii^  ineorruptible,  powerfui,  and  'gldnpus ,  body,  and 
thus  the  idea  of  immortal  -humanity  receive  its  full  and  per- 

^V.>1'1.>'  i)  ’  '  :  •  .  U  •■  'Tj  ^ J  ‘  .  i 

feet  form  —  “  life  and  immortality  biiought^  to  light  by  the 

Gospel.” 

-oo  7  (loTif  tv;  ifi  iioitoonue.  vi  S-;rrt7<5  HR  lo  f[|-2;7<uli  orft  Jnfl 

-J1(l  )  ‘  i  >,  ti  <1  T;ll  i):)lu[l  'i  bllil;.  ■■dr  (.'}  l  oirio 

yt  in\  -  .jj;  v7  )  '*  *  ■ — ^  riiiii  /v/sil 

ii)  -■>  R  '  \  X  <\w;  >{/[  ;  huR 

bui;  :  >  t  i‘  ijiv'-l  ! 7  Ilf I){iR  "‘'Ti;  bii{‘- 

nv  '  ■  .  '  il!  lf>  .  n:i  '  -vTiir  b-  .  i  'i!^ 

3»..i  *.ii  ai’I'  R  TI  C  L  E/'iV.lnll  ! ‘uir 
■;  i  d>u!;/  noifi,  Riiilli  biii-  [>  »!  ‘  b-jllr 

.  CAPRICES  AND  LAWS  Of  LITERATURE. 
lO  :  ■  I  liilv)  i:  '.i>'.liif  MUi  iri.R'i'K  1.  V!'  i..i  i')<  Of 

hj  f’''  BY  BEY-IYEONARD  tflTHllfOTOKi jD.  !>., ^KKWBOltYPORTj  MASS.  ijV/lh 

'){{)■  .;  V  .  'it  //';  '  n  ■  i  lUii'!''  >.  i  ■  1.  IV/J' 

•  ̂ The  tendency  of .  philosophical  investigation  isito  extei^4 
the  dominion  of  the  laws  of  nature  and  to  diminish  the  rcr 

gion  of  chance,  until^  it. dwindles  .to  an  unextended  point. 

behold  a  chip, doating  dowp  a  stream,:  or  a  feather 

npating^op  the  air,  ~  nothing  atifirst  view, can  be  more'ap- 
pa^ently  capricious  than  their  motions ;  yet  it  is,  not  more 

|[?ertain  that  they  are  passive  things  than  it  is  .that  they  are 

subj,ected  to  an  [  invariable  law,  regulating  ( all  their  move¬ 
ments  and  never  for  a  moment  relaxed  or  repealed.  _ 

pWhen  Dr.  Paley,  in  the  opening  of  his  work  on  ’  Natural 
Tlieology,  was  looking  round' for  an  antagonist  power  tb  his 

Wateh,  he  pitched  njibit  a  "sforie?,  lyiiig’dh  a’  heath,  as  atf  ’frf- 
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