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I 

• 
•rhe doctrine of trichotomy has been upheld chie.fly by the 

Greek Church,or rather by those claiming membership in that body.· 

The chiefesb of the proponents of this doctrine was Apoll1nar1s the 

Younger,or Laodicea,the opponent,yet friend,of Athanasius. In 381 

the second ecumenical council,assembled at Constantinople,declared 

him and his followers to be heretics,and his Christology to be false 

doctrine. Apollinaris 1 teaching was,in a manner of speaking,the com­

plement4ry to that of Paul of Samosata,for whereas Paul had destroyed 

the deity of Christ, Apollinaris now proeeeded to attack His true 

hUJ11anity. Apollinaris,feeling that two complete and perfect individ­

uals,human and divine,would give rise to a monstrosity,sought to re­

conc ile t he two by r esorting to Plato I s threefold d.ivision of man, 

and rna i nt sined that mnn is comuosed of the three essent,ial perts: 

s pi r it (mind),soul,and body. Since Christ's mind was c~sngeless,where­

as m9n 1s is extremely unstsble,Christ,he said,could not have possess­

ed a human spir it,but that t he Logos,which.,he maint11ined,was the 

mi nd ,or spir it,of Ood,supplied this deficiency. His argument he based 
' 1- -' , ,, I 

on J ohn 1,14 :f"es ~ ~ v ~ T 0 (not'l'";,t"K- l\EY'-T0 ).For this reason, them, 

Christ was not p;rfect man,but only '1s j.~JQwlfdS• As a corollary to 

t,his doctr ine,it follows easily that,since Christ was not.in every 

sense a perfect man,He could very logically have been sinless,and 

Apollinaris ,'las quite satisfied intellectually. 

It was therefore as a consequence of this controversy that 

the latent heretical tendencies of the trichotomous doctrine w.Mr,for 

the first time fully discovered,end dichotomy was urged by the Church 

not only as true doctrine,but also es the antidote for this snecific 

heresy. Especially has dichotomy been championed by the ~astern Church, 

whose teachers have been,as a rule,advocates of the t~o element view. 

This is true also or Luther and the older dogrnaticiaµs. While thd 

question is today oc&roely a burning issue,yet it seems still to have 

champions for each side. 



II. 

P. word of explanation here as to the treatment of the subject 

is in place. T\'lO modes of proo.efdure are possible. In the first place, 

a mere de1nonstration of the extreme insecurity of the trichotomous 

position would have sufficed to settie ' the issue. The second choice 

is to establish securely the dichotomous view,inc~dentally indicating 

trichotomy I s essential weaknesses. 'fhe latter course has been the one 

chosen,pursuant to which the burden of proof has been voluntarily 

assumed.The contention proposed for establishment therefore is: "Tri­

chotomy,according to Scripture,1s false,1n view of the fact that the 

dichotornous conception is the only correct one." The fornnllation and 

arrangement.·of the various points has been adapted trom Dr. Graebner's 

concise i:. l"eatrnsr,t of the matter in the Theologic·a1 Quarterly. 

A .1ust ifiable liberty has been talcen with the strict terminol­

ogy of the sub ,1ect as stated. For "mind",the word "soul" has been sub­

s tituted,this t e rm being used to mean,1n almost all instances,'ll.l!le , g:en­

e r a l manife s tation of the vital prip.ciple." Exceptions to this will 

be specia lly not ed. For the "soul" of the sub.1ect as stated,the word 
tr 

"spirit" h as been inserted to indicate the life-principle. This is done to 

avoid confusion,the terminology used coinciding then with that of the 

Bible,ivhich must const,itute the basis of the thesis.The sense of the 
cr.•l 

terms as stated does not, therefore,suffer • . Also~theste»ms ·to~be-used can 

still be so interpreted as to apply even to the Platonic division. 

Whether or not that can be correctly done will be demonstrated by the 

establishment of one of the points--the attempt to show that mind and 

vital principle are a unit·. If not, then Plato's contention that they 

are independent entities will be established. Should the completed 

thesis be successful,it will w-H-3.. constitute a refutation of every 

species of tr1chotomy--both the pagan and the allegedly Christian. 

The terms to be involved in the present thesis are .chiefly 

four: ¥i ~J and '!!~1; 'f"X" and 'lrreiJ.u.-~. ri ~ ! andn•11botn come from 

• 



parent verbs that have to do with air in mot:lon.Jt~·,rrom which lt~J 
is derived,means to respire,to bre~the,ana the first meaning or~~i 

is,therefore,breath. In Gen.1,20 it is used to denote the vital orin­

ciple in animals ( 11;1) 1G ~~) ,and in Gen.i.; ~4 the same expression 

is used to denote anything ~that exists or breathes. Is.42,l;Cant.l., 

7;3,1~4,in which it means the seat or the affections and emotions, 

are examples of the variety or uses to r1hich this term was put.--­

The word lJ=ll is derived from the verb of the same spelling,which 

also means to breathe,but in the sense or exhali ng rather than or 

respiring; hence,vehernently,to snort,as in anger (Judges 8,3). It 

has al so the secondary meaning or air in motion,either gently ou 

violently so,and is t h er eftre used to signify either a zephyr or 

a hurricane.---Both words t heref&re ~efer to life within the body, 

but lli P.). means p1•operly the life which one .!!,,r1hile 1]=11 designates 

t he l i f e wh ich one has. 

41v-'X,~ is t he New Testament equivalent of Jti~~. and is der1 v­

ed from lfJVXW, to blo\'I, and is used much as il'Rl is in the Old Te,f:lt­

ament (li fe,John 10,ll;living being,Acts l,42;to represent the im­

mor tal as distinguished from the mortal, Matt.10,28). 1fyEv,u.~ is 

the New Testament Greek equi•va.lent of 1J=t7,a11d means the vit·al prin­

ciple by ~h ich t he body is a1'limated. (Luke 8,55;23,45;etc.) 

The present uea of soul will always be as a translation of 

•td?.l and '('VX~ ;spirit will refer to U=l""1 and Trvc"ir.AA.d.,. 

The purpose of t his thesis is to nrove that t richotomy , 

acco r ding to Scripture ,is false; t hBt, man is composed of' t ,10, not 

t hree , e ssential par t.s, t he mJ:3·te r i '3 l and th~ i nun1.:1terial. I shell, 

however~ b ~ for ced to t he provin~ of 9n eddit1onel assertion, for 

t he triohotoinist need not be silenced b:, the esteblishment of this 

st 9 te,nent. He may fly beyond t h e orovince of this oroof, end mq.in­

t a1n t hat nan 's inco rporeality i s du al, consisti~g 0 ° t ~o entities, 

s ;,iri t and soul, end that i n vie,·, o :' this, the su:n total o r essential 

pa .!"ts i s three . 1~·1er o rore, t h e d ut y of oro\•i ng t.h e unit.,~ of the 
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inunaterial devolves upon me,and upon the establishment or non­

establishment of this point the entire argument will stand or fall. 

However,lest the trichotom1st take refuge in the assert~on that 

this view is a priori wrong because it forces Scripture into the -

position of one who contradicts himself,the obligation of producing 

a satisfactory explanation of those passages that seem to imply a 

tripart division of ess~ntials will still remain. 

For the establishment of the statement that man consists of 

on l y two parts,the material and the i m~aterial,two propositions will 

b e proven. In t he first place, it will be sho,vn that man was so creat­

ed, wi t hout t he i ntroduction of any third element;and,in the second, 

that man so remai ned and was so considered by inspired writers for 

t hous onds of years. 

With regard to the creation,Baier's wprds are,and will always 

be,in pl ace. "Denique hominem eodem die creavit Deus,corpus quidem 

e ius ex terra,ani~am vero ex nihilo producens et col'pori conjugens", 

he s ays. The passage which he uses, and which will be employed here 

i s the locus c lassicus,Gen.2,7. Into this authoritative form•la of 

i ngredients no more t han two elements van be forc~d,no matter who 

t he investigator may b e ,nol' the critical state of his mind. They must 

forever remain the same--the n,&1,~-l-' <~~from which the Creator 

shaped the frame of man by the special operation of His skilled fin­

gers,and the .n'"~!! ,,.11(1-1 which proceeded as a breath f'rom the Creator 

into the inanimate nostrils of the molded earth now fashioned into · 

a receptacle for the abiding of this b~eath. With the naming of these 

factol,the ohe side of the equation is closed. Nothing is added;not-
"" 

bing is subtract-ed. The equal marks are immediately added,and under 

the same divine Power,the result,man,springs into being,and the eq­

uation is complete,the .formula of the Chemist is finished. Aphar 

m:i.n-haadamah + nishmath chaiim == nephesh chaie.h. The motionl.ess hul:k 

that had stre~ched its lifeless length upon the parent earth,becsme 
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nowinstinct with the thrill of life,and man,the union of t wo essen­

tial parts, assumed his rightful place in the creative scheme as the 

first living soul belonging to the genus homo. 

The Old Testament writers who touch in eny way upon this sub­

ject display no hesitation whatever,as they would certainly have hed 

they been speaki ng of whet t hey considered to be a moot question. 

The r eader 1s impressed by the simple,straightfor~ard directness of 

their speech . He gains t he impression t het ' the issue was never rats­

ed , the.t it was consider ed so definitely sett l ed as to be beyond the 

the thought of quest ion and as being unwor t hy of the time and effort 

of e discussion t het must l ead back to the same time-honored con­

cl us i on . I t had been fo t• c en.t uries,one feels,e belief as f'undamentel 
':1 as our conviction tha. t t wo pl us t viro is four. Even the sophisSSicated 

Solomon,the manys ided man of diverse and multi.ferious knowledge,in 

whose mind a question mus t have arisen hed the mat ter been sonstdar­

r.d questionable, speaks w1 th accent simple and final: "Then shall the· 

dust retu~n to the earth as it was:and the spirit(U~lQl )shall ret­

urn unto God who gave it."(Eccl.12,7). Job coincides with this opin­

ion, saying t hat if God "set His heart upon man,if He gather unto i 

Hi mself his spirit and his breeth;all flesh shall ner1sh together, 

and man shall turn again unto dust."(Job 34,14.15). At death men is 

resolved into his t wo component perts;the dusty element returns to 

t he eart h that gav e it birth;the breath of life returns to its Source; 

and the unit, man, is seen no mo1"-e by those in whom the union still 

persists ." The chapter is closed;the end is as definitely and unquest-

_ionsbly the dissolution of a unit int.o a twofoldness as the beginn­

ing was the union of a duality of elements into one harmonious whole. 
6~ 

The~as a whole are not as explicit es was Solomon,but still 

there is apparent in t hem the same unquestioned cmmeption or man as 

a being compounded of the material end the immate1"ial. "My flesh and 

n1y heart faileth",cries the Psalmist ('73,26),using "heart" to repre-
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sent a side of his being which is manifestly the immaterial,as opp­

osed to his flesh-. (Heart,.the seat of the emotions,•7hich are, in turn, 

s characteristic of the iimnaterial). In Ps.84,5 the antithesis is 

that of "strength" and "heart",patently only expressions for the two 

elements in man. The twofold division is t herefore even unconscious­

ly cons idered s o fundamenta l and so universal a concept that the 

idea may be clothed with even the vaguer terminology of poetry and 

still be capabl e of b e i ng understood by the chanting hosts of Isra­

el..--There is one pas sage whi'ch is,however,quita definite abd- con­

cise, namel y Ps .104 ,29:"Thou t ak est away t heir breath,they die,and 

r eturn t o t hei r dust. " This is practica lly a resta tement of Solo­

mon' s words above (Eccl.12,7), and is given as a passage parallel to 

it . 

We have a lso f or cons ider a tion the wor ds of Hi m who was in 

the beg i nning, who was the onl y witness,and who is the Creator of •: 

the creatur e unde1" dis cussion. He, too,~believes that ,nan is two-,. 
L-

and not threefold, f or He says ( [-Hat:b .10, 28): "Fear not them which 

k i l l the body,bu t, a.re nor · able ~ to kill the soul:but rather fear 

h i m 'llho c en destroy bot h soti:l: and body in hell." We 13.re,then,not to 

f ear man ,vho c an come at onl~, one side of us to destroy it--the .: ... 

corporeal--, but rather a re we to f ear Him vrho can f atally attack not 

omly the corpor eal,but the incorpor eal a s well. The threatened 
.wlc,-..~~ 

Chl"istian,..must, as ~ ·man, t heref ore be composed of the tangible and-

t he i nt angible,or the Creator Himself' knovrs not whereof He speaks. 

The Apostle Paul,from whom c ame those passages upon which, 

i n par ticular,the t r i chotomists b a se t heir cle ims,also P,ortr91s his 

conception of man as the mat eria l-11nmateria l when he explains the 

relation of the Holy Spirit to the Church by means of the tigure of 

· e man (Eph.4,4). The Church h e compe.res to a ~n•s body,and the Spi­

rit to a. man's ,spirit. There 1s a visible,vivified,pater1tly active 

part, and there is a v1vifyi ng,1nv1sible part. ·Had he considered man 
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be an essential pert. Thi s on~ possibility is the spirit. The spirit, 

vi ewed ss t he absolute conception or the i m ateriel,denendent on noth­

i ng (sav~ the God who endowed it wivh independent existence) for its 

existence,csn be an essential part,and i s this by reason of i t s sim­

ultaneous independence and existence i n the composite whole. 

~inally , t hen, since s ~ul and spirit are mer el ~ t wo aspects of 

the same irmnat er i ali ty , the i mmateri ality o! which t.hey are merely as-
- ,"J 

9ect s of must be a unit . Negativel y ,since t he soul cannot be an essential 

part , t.het "I Spect of t hf3 immat~riel which it represents c.ennot be an 

essenti al part; t here cannot then be such s possi bility as e til'i:vision~i 

of he i ntr.'lateri f' l int,o t vo essenti al perts; end age.in t:he i m""le t Ariel 

must be a unit. If , however , the i ln'r.Pteri,..l is s unit,then that,plus 

the corporesl , produces the sum of two essenti al parts,and dichotomy 

is i r.evi tably estebli shed, while trichotomy as i nevitabl y fells. 

1.rhe obli(;etion still remai ns, hov,ever,of producing a satifacto1"y 

ex pl anation of ·t hose passa ,es which set~:11 t o S?eak or t 11re"l com:oonent 

pQrts. These passages r 11 into two classes,the first or which is t he 

parAllel i stic . 

Of this class Luke 1,46. 47 is,perhaps,the m1u,st famili ar example: 

11·, y soul dot.h ,r.a nify the Lord, and my spirit, ha.th re.1oiced i n God my 

avior. " The slightest acquaint~nce with Scripture must have made the 
V) Q. 

reader a ~are of t he fact that pal" llelism,or the n se of the repetend, is 

cha1"ecteri'Stic of !!ebrev, poetry as rh,rme and .n.eter are of our own. It 

see~s to hav e bean i mpossi ble for the Hebrew to rise to the ~eights 

of emotior:~l expression vii thout bursting i nto this t,yoe or ecstetic 

utt.er9nce. tt was si .ply an ineradicable national i mpulse. \'lhat w&n­

der,therefo1 .. e, t het i.i ery,overcome with holy 'ti'Onder at the mi 1~::icle to 

be p"3rf'or111ed through her--a mit"e.cl e which had been a ·,ai t ed by the wom­

en of four thoui:;and yesrs--,shot1ld make this typical response to tlle 

salutation of Elizabeth. It would have been unnatural hed she respond­

ed i n any oth ·"'r v:ay. She would t hen h ve been contrac icting the bat-
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ursl impulse of her raceJ 

In the same category belongs Isaiah 26, 9 : 11 .'!1 t,h my soul have 

I desi 1"ed t hee in the ni rrht; ~,ea , with my spirit, within me ';'1111 I seek 
. 

thee ee rly . 11 l•lot only c an we note by a .nere l"ea,·1 ng thlit the l ang-

uar,-e is rnanif'estly i n t ended to be poetical,but the prophet himself' 

s ays , i r. v erse one : 11 In that day shall this song be sung in the ls:ind 

of Judah." He then proceeds to give us the sonp: , \7hich is ,of course, 
Si 

Hebr~w poe try , and, a s such ,coi(iting of e succession of oarellelismi 

membrorum, bo+.h 11embe1"s stating the s e_:ne t.~t 'ind referring to t he 

same thought . 

l'fl1·.ci s cond c laRs is cor.1pose cl of t hose -::,assages which make a 

distinction b e t,1:rec n 3c,ul and c,i:rit. , but do r.ot i r.dicete e separation 

of t, :iem. 'J.'he fiJ:·st of t h e se p as sages is Hebr.4,12: "Fo1,. the vrord of 

God is _uick, end po-;-1erful ,9nd s harper t he n e ny- t,o edged s·,ord,pier­

c i nr even t o the divi ding asunde1' of' soul and spirit, a nd or the .toi - nts 

end J118.1.'"t' ow , and is a disc e1'ner or the thoughts and intents of the heart .• " 

Thi s p sseg e does i ncon trovertibly distinguish between soul and spi­

rit . There i s Bd., 1 t ed l y a distinction t o be :nede , but not a se?>eration. 
r , ' , 

;i s ?uenstedt s9ys , "Non er i m omnis Otd-t~u,rs /'C.«-t ~t,e,e11t,.A.k"S est dist-

inctio essentielis , 11 or,more succ i nctly," Nicht .1ede U'ntersche4dung .... 

1st e i r..e Scheidung". There is precisely this distinction to be made: 

on the one h~nd , the vi~i £yin~ agency, snd ,on the oth~r,the manifesta­

t ion or it . Th~re , ho,1ever,the diff 0 rentietion 'l\ust c ease,for both 

£inelly ter mi na te end mer ge in the same i mmaterial! ty. il!oreo·.;er, the 

dif£e rentiation does cease there. We have behind that statement not 

only the who l e we i ght of our argu .. ent,but also t he high authority of' 

Dr. 'l'hs.l•er. Under the word JJvte,1.µ.-o's ,in the second sub-head,he has the 

fol l O\ving to say , the quotation being entirely embodied herein: 11 2 • .! 

s eparation: :..-ie.1 .ANr.e1,~G'u ~..,t;;.s I(, iTv1.~,c.,.,"''0 S ,which many tflke act­

ively: ' up to the dividing' i.e.sof'e..r as to cleave asunder or separate; 

}but it is not e Asy to und ers t. endt ,vhe.t t he dividing of' the'soul' is. 
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Hence it is more cor •~ect,I think,and more in accordP.nce with the con­

text, t o t ~ke t he word pA ssively(just as other vernal subst.ending 
1 ' C. JAi o's TT£ I e. ct..l,.c.oo's, 

in A,\I0 9 are used , e . g . ~i•,c. ' . ),end t ranslate.!!!!!~ 

..!:.h! division,etc.,1.e. to tha t most hidden spot,the d_ividing line be­

tween soul end s p irit,where the one -;,asses into thP. other, !-leb.4,1211
• 

'i'he distiguishirig was done,quite apparently,for the sake of 

emphasis . 1.rhe writer or t h is epistle wa s so convlf>nced or t he power or 

t.he ·;1ord thqt, he needed iust such e startlin s tRtement adequately t,o 

express his orofound conviction . Nor could he have made e stronger 

sta tement . I ma8i ne t he keenness of a blade that coul d seve'r to the di­

vidin g point of ~ substance end its menifestetion,between the s~aying 

r e P. and the moti viating wi nd! The tvro i deas are s o i nseparable, the 

tdllought of s wind- swayed tree being inconceivable without the i mplied 

com-oan i on-idea. of e swaying wi nd . \':h s t a stounding sharpness must be 

r equired to sunde r c o.use and e f f ect! This view of t,he mat t.er es being 

the separation o f i nseparab les is borne faithfully out by the follow-: 

i ng words , 11 ( and to the dividing asunder)of the .1oints a nd mar r-ow." 

Though .1oints and marr ovr a re d~mmonly thought of as declf>d.edly belonging 

tofether , end e s something ,vhich can scarcely be separated, ~;P.t here 

is s s word whose edge is easily able to do tha t very thing. 

The second ex~nple or the class under discuss ion is I Thess. 

5, 23: 11 And I pray God your whole sp11~i t. s.11.d soul qnd body· be kept blAme­

less." rtere Bf.B i n e perfectly legitimate distinction is made,for there 

is• a distinction to be made--but no essential separation. If every 

distinction were to be aonsidered an essential separation into const­

ituent parts, then Luke 10, 27 ( "Love the Lord t hy God vri t.h ell thy 

aeart;·ahd with all thY. soul,and \'11th all thy strengbh,s:nd with all 

thy mind")w9uld prove s fourfold division of the human essentials! 
-d 

But Paul desire d that the Thessalonisns realize how earnestly he wished 

t heir salvation,hO''I he longed that they be kept blameless in every 

possible respect. Hence this positive,forceful.,and thorough state- j 
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ment of his feelings. 

Scripture es a wh&le also uses the two terms spirit end soul, 

one term in one passage,end the other in another,to indicate exactly 

one and the same thing. 'This is the i n terchangeable or synonymic us-

age of the terms. Both t erms are used to represent the return of con­

sciousness or life,or of spirit,as one chooses,sfter death had occurred~ 

(cf. Luke 8,55 with I Kgs.17,21.22). In the sense of being comforted 

e.s to the inner man, the t,.,o expressions a re synonymously used in Gen. 

45, 26 . 27 end Ps.23,3. Rev:6,9 i s a loose usRge of thwllbrd "souls" to 
, 

expr ess t he s ame t hought of disembodied spirits i n heav~n which de 
contai ned i n Hebr : -.: J.12123,and expr e ssed there by " s-pirits".(It is but 

honest t o confess that the writer has oresumed . to differ v1:!. th Dr. 

Gr aebn~r reuarding this adisphoron. Dr. Gr aebner has said(Theol. Puart. 

III,1~3 ) t hat both te~ms represent a c~se of loose,or interchangeable• 

us '1ge . The ,., ietr prefers t o s ay "souls"(Rev.6,9)is t !le loose usage 

·(ra t her t han "spirits" ( •Iebr,12, 23)also) f'or the expression of this 
.J,_ 

idea,since he b elieves that 'he has shown "s-::>irit" t o b~4 strictly 

accut"at e t er m). 

Age.in, the t ":o 'terms a:be interchangeably used to express e:not­

iona l stg es. In John 12,27,the ~ is troubled; in John 13,21,Je­

sus is "troubled in spirit.In J ob 27,2 the~ is vexed(or bitter); 

i n I~gs . 21,5,the spirit issad. Bor mental depression both terms o. 

are likewise employed(Ps. 51,17:broken spirit;Ps.143,12:afflicted ~oul) 

(cf.also Ps.42,6;Gen.41,8). 

In~iew of these passeges,therefore,the statement ca nnot be made 

that the Scriptural usage of two t erms indic at e s a twofoldness of the 

i :rrenateri s l in man. They repres ent the s ame unit. 
I - , Nor does ·the Pauline usa~e oflfl>'~lt<O~ and Tf'{'E.V-M-tt.Tlft'O.S 

denote t wo incorporeal essentials. In the passages in which the terms 

oc cur,Paul is referring to the topic which interested hie pen so fre­

qu-ently--1"egeneratiom. 'rhe word 'lll'Y.1/f.o's," soulish" ,he uses to denote 

11.1'.ll"PO'PnAl"At, P. mAn . Ann Trf/"1.;ll,M,t1.r,1to':,, t.n d eRil-lnRt.e rev~eneret,e men or 'PPP ft ft er 



the influence or th~•ijoly Ghost has atfec~ed him. These. are the mean­

i ngs he has for t hese t er ms.(cr. I Cor.2,14;2,15;15, 44,46). 'L'he an­

t ithesis is al,vays regenerate,unregeherate;col"rupt,1ncorrupt; sinful, 

sanctif i ed. I n fact,the whole conception of the natural corruption, 

and of s ptri t ual r egeneration,ia prevalenp in Paul's writings.(cr.also 

Rom. cc . 7 .8) 

Our ar gumen~ is now concluded .It has been demonstrated that 

man is a mat erial-immat erial cr eature;i~t:,he second place,that the 

i m:nat erial i s a. unit and can b a nothi~g else; and,lastly,that there 

i s no Scri ~•t,ura.l pass age cont r adictory to dichot·omy, ,,,hereas there are 

many s upoorti ng it. For t hese r eAsons dichotomy is the Script ural teach­

i ng . Thr ee further f ac ts he.ve, hovrever,become me.ntfast during the con~ 

tent. i on : l) tlhere i s an unmi s talceable d ~art_h or Scriptural evidence 

to support t richotomy; 2) it 1s absolutely untenable,for every attempt 

at a t h're '3f old divis ion l eads ultimately t o the enti-Scriptural,to 

t ne illogi cal,o r t o t he i mpos s ible; 3) those very passages which have 
/ been advanced as proof-texts for trichoto~y are eas ily suaceptible to 

satisfacto r y and 1holly acc ept able explanations entirely 1n harmony 

with t he Scr i pt re and with the dichotomous view. For these reasons 

any species of trichotomy is anti-Scriptural. 

SOURCES. 
"Positive Dogmat.ik"---Lange. 
"Compendium TheologiA.e Positivae"(I.II)--Bs.ier. 
"Cosmology"(Theol. Q.uart.III)---Dr.A. Graebner. 
"System der Christ.lichen Heilswahrheit"--Dr. Aleaxander. 
"1'Te1;•1 Encyclopedia of Religious Knonledge" --Sohaf'f-Herzog. 
"Hebrew-English Lexicon"--Oesenius. 
11Greek-Bngl1sh Le xicon"--Thayer. 
"Chris tliche Dogmat:l:k11 --v1 .Schmidt. . 
"Doetrinal Theology" --Dr.Dau r:I. . 
"International Ste.ndard Bible Encyclopedia11 --Dr.4'.0ftr~Pen.Ed1 

"A Dictionary or the Bible"--D:i-.J.Hastings 


