FOR THE DEAD.

There are some passapges of Holy
Writ found both in the Ol and
New Testament. upen which our
modern, learped, pious expositors
o not like to touch. They aeem to
fre] delicate about it. Youu may
peruse their copious commenturies,
thelr sermons, aod their theo-
logicnl magazipes; you may run all
the year roupd from c¢hurch to
chureh, from meeting to meeting,
and yet pever be nble to derive noy
kpowledge copcerniog certain pas-
sages in See pture, scemingly plain
enough, and yet. iu the present
slate of theological develupment,
shroude | in dark mystery.

And when, finally, you lecome
tired of your fruitless senreh at rau-
dom, you form a bold resolutivo.
you counciude to do what., possibly,
¥ou pught to have done Hrst—you
tuke your hible and pgo to the Rev,
So.and-s0 the ecelebrated schular,
the pgreat orator, ‘the copscientious
ghepherd of the flock, and yuu ask
him for mercy’s sake to tell you
what this or tnat particular passage
really means, Quite so.

Did you ever try this? If wot, do,
apd if your text iaa very difficult
ope, you will Le surprised to learn
thut the man really does not kpow,
that, in fact, he is as voinformed
upot the sulject as you are.

Not thut he would be likely to say
80 himself, ITe would not be hunest
cuouglh, [ fear, to commit himself
to that extent. Nor would he, ac-
cording to the saying of Bolonon,
try to appear wise Ly observing si-
lence. Up the contrary, he would

roluibly have n great deal to say.
he would talk to you sbout faith in
Chlirist, the blessedoess of heaven,
the atopement, nod such other sub-
jecta on which you haui nut gues-
tioned him ot all.  He would inter-
sperse hin fine spreches with quo
tacions froin Augustine, perh s, or
frum Luther, or Calvin, or Knox, or
anvbody, and at last wiod up by
the remark that there were some
thipgs written, which Gewd did never
intend us to know anything about.
For theologling now.a days actually
tell us that what is necessary for
salvation {8 clear enough. Alwut
the rest we wust pot bother our-
selves. AB if God did pot meap that
we should be fustructed by nll He
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Christians; for else, how could he op
this baptism for the dead build an
argument for the doctripe of resur-
rection? The argument, to be an
argument at all, must, of eourse, be
founded ou pomethiog koown,some:
thing already graoled, apd abuut
whiech there was pa doubt. Other-
wise the appeal would be void of ull
lugieal toree. But what this prae-
tice in the primitive cburch was,
that is the mystery.

[t has heen suggested that the
word translated for ought to he
vver, uud that the meaning would
be this: Some of the Corinthiap
churech members had weep baptized
over the dead, that is, on the graves
or in the cemeterics, apd that the
A osile refers to this fact as a proof
of the resurrection. Just think of
thie! ‘The Corinthiaps are supposcd
to have carried water tanks to their
graveyards fur baptismal purposes.
and ehat such & quaint practice
would be a proof of the resurreetion
of the dead} The idea istoo silly tu
call for nuy rerious copsideration.

Then it has been suggested that
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mises nod the ¢opclukion; snd apy
reading. aoy interpretation, thast
leaves the maip question, the resur-
rection, out of sight, must pDeces-
sarily be rejected.

The words stapd there, plain
epough, hAyper ton nekron, for the
Jead. They menp ““on bebalf of,?
¢ ipatead of,” or, *‘for the advaptage
of >? the dead. "Phey mean nothiog
else.

The snmne expression is used ip
Rom. viii, 26, wbere the Bpirit s
said to make interceasion *‘for?’ us
{hyper hemon}. Johuxv, 13, “Great-
er love hathr no man than this. that-
a man lay downp his life for {(Ayrer)
his friends.>* I John iii, 16, ““Here-
by perceive we the love of God,
because he laid dewn His life for
{hyper)ur: and wenught to lay down
our lives for (hyper) our brothers.?’
Glal. iii, 18, **Christ hath redeemed
ue from the curse of the Iaw, heing
made & curse for (hyper) us.?’ lp
these and mapy other gen
“for’* meaps clearly “ipstead
of or ‘on  bebaoll  of}”

and that s its ooly possble

the words “‘for the dead? really |gepse i the pussage under cupsider-

mean “in the hope of the resurrec- | ation.

tion of the dead.”
sage of this suggestion would be to
read thus: ““Ilse what shall they
du whirh are baptized in the hope
of the resnrrection of the dead, if
the dend rige not at ali? Why are
they then baptizew in the lope of
the resurrection of the dead??? Of
course, the words **for the dead?? do
put mean aoy such thiog, apd eap-
pot by apy me.os within the wide
rapge of grommar, or logie, or
rhetoric combined, be made to
mean it. To make the word **for’?
stapd for “in the hope of,”* and the
words “the dJdead?’ to be synopy-
mous with ““the resurrection of the
dead,” is clenrly an exegesis that,
applied to »l]l other puaesages of
Scripture. would anuihilate the
word uf God. That theologinne
bave fouod themseives under the
necessity of resorting Lo this kind of
tucties proves effectunlly the misery
uf their position as blind leaders ot
the hlind.

It has nlso lween suggested thatthe
common reading of the received
text was corrupted, and that the
apostle originally had writien some-
thipg else, Wrierbach, fu his criti-
cal editivm, propuses to read ““from

has written, but that He wrote cer-!the worke of the dead,” instead of
taip unintellizible parstges merely | “for the dead,”” although his reasons

to show us our igoorance and His{ for so doi

superior wistdom.
The argument of St. Paul (I Cor.,
xv, 29) Is ope of the passages in

ng seem to be very weak
indeed, Tghe learned critie could
avideotly (ind oo repse v the words
vifor the dead?? (Ayper (on nebvon),

whieh our theologians are at » loss | and, therefore, on sccount of scme

to find any seuse, aud for which

variety in the pupctuation, or some

they can find no practical appliea-| various readings, he proposes to read

tigo.
fdoetrine of the resurrection, says:
“Else what shall they do which

The apostle, in proving the! “from the works of the dead?” (ap’

ergon nelron), nithough this emen-
dation would by Do means reoder
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The whole pas- | 4 baptism instead of or in behalf of

the dead. To make apythiog else of
it is to violate the simplest rules of
interpretation. ’

How. wonderful, now, to contem-
plate the fact that Joseph the Pro-
phet, without heritation, when the
right time came, gave to this Yns-
sage—as to all others he was called
upon to expnumd-——the precise and
only correct interpretation? He had
not to resort to any learned machin-
ery of imposeible intricacy to find
this weaning of the word. The
Spirit of God, which once dictated
the words to Paul, taught Juseph
the Prophet to ipterpret them, and
the interpretation wag at once con-
sistent aopd clear, hearing the evi-
aence of its truth oo its very surface.
If there ware no other proofs of his
divine missiop, this one would be
irrefutable.

But the work of Joseph the 1’ro-
phet did not confine Itaelf to joter-
pretation. Hls war above all o
practical work. And io giviog us
the correet understapnding of the
Word of God, io disclosing to us the
wonderful doctripe of substitutiopal
work for the dead, as practised
amooy the primitive Christinog, he
again opeoed to the believers the
Jung-closed doors of the sapctuaries
of the Most High, and taught ihem
how to perform this work. And
agnin, through His instrumentality
God has re-united the world beyond
with this, according to the declara-
tion of the A postle:

Blessed be the God and Fither of
nur Lord Jesus Christ who hatb
blessed us with all spiritual blees-

are baptized for the dead, If the |the passage mere intelligible in the |ings in heavenly places in Christ.

dead rice not at nll1? Why are they | least degree.

then baptized for the dead??
For the deaot
culty.
veritable thuro lu the flesh of the
whole brotherhood of divines.

That is the difli-  of the dJdead.
The little wornd fer is a|the

For the apostle has oo | Acrerding as He hath chosen us in

his m!od to prove the resurrection | Hiny before the foundation of the

Nothing vlse. Now,
Hving may be baptized
from the works of the dead,

that is to say, they niay be baptized

There hus been a hard struggle to | with o view to no more praciice the
expluin away this pasenge of Holy | ind works of the desd, and yet this

Writ.

The apostle evidently refers | fact

does by 1o means prove that

to seme practice, somedoctrioe, well | the dend will be resurrested. There

‘kvown amwoeu the

Corinthian ' {8 uo conpection between the pre-

world, iaving made known uptoe us
the miystery of His will, aceordiug to
Hisgood pleasure which He hath pur-
poaed iu himeelf. That ip the dis-
pensation of the fuloess of times He
might gather t.og::t.her in one all
things in Chirist. both whish aro in
heaven and whieh are ou earth.??—
{ Ephesians1,3—10.— Mllennial Star.



