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THE INGERSOLL LECTURESHIP

Baxtract from the will of Miss Caroline Haskell Ingersoll,
who died in Keene, County of Cheshire, New
Hampshire, Jan. 26, 1893.

First. In carrying out the wishes of my late
beloved father, George Goldthwait Ingersoll, as
declared by him in his last will and testament, I

ive and bequeath to Harvard University in Cam-

ridge, Mass., where my late father was graduated,
and which he always held in love and honor, the
sum of Five thousand dollars ($5,000) as a fund for
the establishment of a Lectureship on a plan some-
what similar to that of the Dudleian lecture, that is
—one lecture to be delivered each year, on any con-
venient day between the last day of May and the
first day of December, on this subject, *the Im-
mortality of Man,” said lecture not to form a J:art
of the usual college course, nor to be delivered by
any Professor or Tutor as part of his usual routine
of instruction, though any such Professor or Tutor
may be appointed to such service. The choice of
said lecturer is not to be limited to any one religious
denomination, nor to any one profession, but may
be that of either clergyman or layman, the appoint-
ment to take place at least six months before the
delivery of said lecture. The above sum to be
safely invested and three fourths of the annual in-
terest thereof to be paid to the lecturer for his
services and the remaining fourth to be expended
in the publishment and gratuitous distribution of
the lecture, a copy of which is always to be fur-
nished by the lecturer for such purpose. The same
lecture to be named and known as “the Ingersoll
lecture on the Immortality of Man,”


















Preface to Second Edition

reader would be in accord with everything
that the text of my lecture intended to say,
were he to assert that every memory and
affection of his present life "iE“TB’*be pre-
served, and that he shall never 7# szcula
seculorum cease to be ableto—say to-him-
self: “T am the same personal Bélng who

ad those

experlences T

in old tlmes upon the eart

—









2 Human Immortality

the only light in which they seem able to
see the purpose, and the narrow way which
is the only way in which they can work in
its service.

I confess that I thought of this for a
moment when the Corporation of our Uni-
versity invited me last spring to give this
Ingersoll lecture. Immortality is one of
the great spiritual needs of man. The
churches have constituted themselves the
official guardians of the need, with the re-
sult that some of them actually pretend to
accord or to withhold it from the individ-
ual by their conventional sacraments, —
withhold it at least in the only shape in
which it can be an object of desire. And
now comes the Ingersoll lectureship. Its
high-minded founder evidently thought that
our University might serve the cause he
had at heart more liberally than the
churches do, because a university is a body
so much less trammeled by traditions and
by impossibilities in regard to choice of
persons. And yet one of the first things






4 Human Immortalily

tome. They are not official personages;
they do not speak as the scribes, but as
having direct authority. And surely, if
anywhere a prophet clad in goatskins, and
not a uniformed official, should be called to
give inspiration, assurance, and instruction,
it would seem to be here, on such a theme.
Office, at any rate, ought not to displace
spiritual calling.

And yet, in spite of these reflections,
which I could not avoid making, I am
here to-night, all uninspired and official as
I am. I am sure that prophets clad in
goatskins, or, to speak less figuratively, lay-
men inspired with emotional messages on
the subject, will often enough be invited
by our Corporation to give the Ingersoll
lecture hereafter. Meanwhile, all negative
and deadening as the remarks of a mere
professional psychologist like myself may
be in comparison with the vital lessons they
will give, I am sure, upon mature reflec-
tion, that those who have the responsibility
of administering the Ingersoll foundation








































































28 Human Immortality

E;de, then, this advantage to the transe
mission-theory, — an advantage which I am

- well aware that some of you will not rate

* very high, —and also add the advantage of

not conflicting with a life hereafter, and I
hope you will agree with me that it has
many points of superiority to the more
familiar theory_.j It is a theory which, in
the history of opinion on such matters,
has never been wholly left out of account,
though never developed at any great length.
In the great orthodox philosophic tradition,
the body is treated as an essential condition
to the soul’s life in this world of sense ; but
after death, it is said, the soul is set free,
and becomes a purely intellectual and non-
appetitive being. Kant expresses this idea
in terms that come singularly close to those
of our transmission-theory. The death of
the body, he says, may indeed be the end
of the sensational use of our mind, but only
the beginning of the intellectual use. “The
body,” he continues, “would thus be, not
the cause of our thinking, but merely a
























36 Human Immortality

our own immortality sooner than believe
that all the hosts of Hottentots and Aus-
tralians that have been, and shall ever be,
should share it with us 7n secula seculorum.
Life is a good thing on a reasonably copi-
ous scale ; but the very heavens themselves,
and the cosmic times and spaces, would
stand aghast, we think, at the notion of
preserving eternally such an ever-swelling
plethora and glut of it.

Having myself, as a recipient of modern ’
scientific culture, gone through a subjec-
tive experience like this, I feel sure that
it must also have been the experience of
many, perhaps of most, of you who listen
to my words. But I have also come to see
that it harbors a tremendous fallacy ; and,
since the noting of the fallacy has set my
own mind free again, I have felt that one
service I might render to my listeners to-
night would be to point out where it lies.

It is the most obvious fallacy in the
world, and the only wonder is that all the
world should not see through it. It is the












@ Human Immortality

of the countless throng is there whose con-
tinued life is not called for, and called for
intensely, by the consciousness that ani-
mates the being’s form. That yox neither
realize nor understand nor call for it, that
you have no use for it, is an absolutely
irrelevant circumstance. That you have
a saturation-point of interest tells us no-
thing of the interests that absolutely are.
The Universe, with every living entity
which her resources create, creates at the
same time a call for that entity, and an
appetlte for its contmuance,— “creates T, it,

st .

the entlty 1tself Itisc absurd to suppose,
51mply because our private power of sym-
pathetlc vibration with other lives gives
out 'so soon, t that n the heart of~infinite
bemg itself there can be such a ‘thing as
plethora, or glut or superszt;rEtlon It
is not as if there were a boundéd room
where the mlngs in possessmn had to

move up or make place and crowd together
to accommodate new occupants Each new
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Human Immortality 1453

by other lives, however numerous, however
unideal they may seem to us to be. Let
us at any rate not decide adversely on our
own claim, whose grounds we feel directly,
because we cannot decide favorably on the
alien claims, whose grounds we cannot feel
at all. That would be letting blindness
lay down the law to sight.

-













Notes 49

tion, and so frequently implied in things that are
written, that I confess that my surprise was great
when I came to look into books for a .passage
explicitly denying immortality on physiological
grounds, which I might quote to make my text
more concrete. I was unable to find anything
blunt and distinct enough to serve. I looked
through all the books that would naturally suggest
themselves, with no effect; and I vainly asked vari-
ous psychological colleagues. And yet I should al
most have been ready to take oath that I had read
several such passages of the most categoric sort
within the last decade. Very likely this is a false
impression, and it may be with this opinion as with
many others. The atmosphere is full of them;
many a writer’s pages logically presuppose and
involve them; yet, if you wish to refer a student
to an expréss and radical statement that he may
employ as a text to comment on, you find almost
nothing that will do. In the present case there
are plenty of passages in which, in a general way,
mind is said to be conterminous with brain-func-
tion, but hardly one in which the author thereupon
explicitly denies the possibility of immortality.
The best one I have found is perhaps this: ¢ Not
only consciousness, but every stirring of life, de-
pends on functions that go out like a flame when
nourishment is cut off. . . . The phenomena of

‘/".












Notes 55

to dissolve them, and to assimilate their juices to
our nature.

“Do you say that the organic movements by
which the brain exercises these functions are un-
known? I reply that the action by which the
nerves of the stomach determine the different oper-
ations which constitute digestion, and the manner
in which they confer so active a solvent power upon
the gastric juice, are equally hidden from our scru-
tiny. We see the food-materials fall into this vis-
cus with their own proper qualities; we see them
emerge with new qualities, and we infer that the
stomach is really the author of this alteration.
Similarly we see the impressions reaching the brain
by the intermediation of the nerves; they then are
isolated and without coherence. The viscus en-
ters into action; it acts upon them, and soon it
emits [7envoie] them metamorphosed into ideas,
to which the language of physiognomy or gesture,
or the signs of speech and writing, give an outward
expression. We conclude, then, with an equal
certitude, that the brain digests, as it were, the im-
pressions ; that it performs organically the secre-
tion of thought.” [Rapports du Physique et du
Moral, 8th edition, 1844, p. 137.]

It is to the ambiguity of the word ¢impression’
that such an account owes whatever plausibility it
may seem to have. More recent forms of the pro-







































68 Noles

sides cnabling us to understand facts which Mate-
rialism rejected as ‘supernatural.’ It explains the
lower by the higher, Matter by Spirit, instead of
vice versa, and thereby attains to an explanation
which is ultimately tenable, instead of one which
is ultimately absurd. And it is an explanation the
possibility of which no evidence in favor of Mate-
rialism can possibly affect. For if, e. g, a man
loses consciousness as soon as his brain is injured,
it is clearly as good an explanation to say the
injury to the brain destroyed the mechanism by
which the manifestation of the consciousness was
rendered possible, as to say that it destroyed the
seat of consciousness. On the other hand, there
are facts which the former theory suits far better.,
If, e. g., as sometimes happens, the man, after a
time, more or less, recovers the faculties of which
the injury to his brain had deprived him, and that
not in consequence of a renewal of the injured part,
but in consequence of the inhibited functions being
performed by the vicarious action of other parts,
the easiest explanation certainly is that, after a
time, consciousness constitutes the remaining parts
into a mechanism capable of acting as a substitute
for the lost parts. And again, if the body is a me-
chanism for inhibiting consciousness, for prevent-
ing the full powers of the Ego from being prema-
turely actualized, it will be necessary to invert also






70 Notes

lutely wide of the mark, and unfit to be counted at
all.

NoOTE 11, page 41.

W. Wundt: System der Philosophie, Leipzig,
Engelmann, 1889, p. 315.

THE END.
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