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OR, N A N  I N  D E A T H ;  

&TOD THE UOI'E F O R  A F U T U R E  L I P E r  

Watohrnsq what of Lbe Nlpht F' 
"The morning ~ r n e t h ~ ~ - k s  a: 11,U 

C H A P T E R  I .  

TEE chief Watchman of the flock, in anoient times, had 
his " W d  Tower: from which he could survey tbe most 
dietant field where his flock ranged. Concern for them 
wouid cause him to give many anxious looka in the dire0 
tion they had gone ; and night might sometimen overtake 
them in the field. Still he keeps a vigilant look+ut for 
them. lie watched the going down of the enn, md looked 
for the morning, when that glorioue orb would reappear. 
Under-shepherds might often inquire-" Watchman, wbat 
of the night 7" At length he responds--" The morning 
cometh." 

So, looking out upon the ~ctting sun of thie life, t h  
watchful mind may be led to inquire, " Will the orb of day 
ever return 7" or, *' If B man die, shall he live again 1" 
Job 14 : 14. '( Will he be revived into life 9'' Eight hae 
closed in upon him, and all is dark and cheerleas in death, 
arllsea thcra are good and sufficient rcarrona for faith in a 
future life ; and the anxioue W d e ~  cries out-" I wait 
for thc LORD, my soul doth wait, and iu His word do T hope. 
hip soul waiteth for the Lord more than they Uat .\vat& * 



for the morning : l my, more than thcy that wald fir irb 
m o ~ n i ~ . "  Psa. 130 : 5, 6. 

From t/e Wdd Torw we observe the night closing in 
on out friends and felIow-travelers ; and our anliorls 
hearts long to see clearly through the darkness thrown 
over them by the closing tomb. Fancy cannot, and will 
not aatisfy thoughtful minds in thia matter. 

FFrbat is it to be in the stoh of death 1 is nu inqui y to 

which no man can well be indifferent. Job gave utterance 
to language common to all men, when he asked concerning 
man in death, " Where is he P Job I4  : 10. Unaided by 
Revelation m awful uncertainty must reat upon tho human 
mind on thia question. Had we to occupy she poeition of 
the wisest heathen, when we commit our friends to the 
tomb, we should still inquire in vain, " Where is he 7" 
Men hava indeed drenmed their departed loved ones into 
some paradise : but it has been one of imagination only ; 
nnd one which they would much rather have kept them 
from entering, if they could poesibly have retained thcm 
here. 

So far from sny man being able to penetrate the gloom 
~f death, to find comfort or life for any in that slate, the 
Lorn haa saked the solemn and aignzcant qocstion- 
" Have the gates of death been opened to thee 1 or haat 
thou seen tho doors of the shadow of death P" Job 38 : 11. 
If, then, living men have not, and cannot enter into that 

, state, to explore those dark regions, what folly to talk of 
knosolodge there. - 

The knowledge of that state, ie to tho condition of #oeo 
who descend into it, mnat be a matter of direct reveIatisn 
from God, if possessed at dl. Human reaaon, and phi- 
losophical speculations nnr just as unavailing hem, .s they 
are in relation to matl'a origin. Unaided by revolatioq 
who could ever have found from whence man derived his 
being ? Men, Christk men, tak loud and long about 
man'a digway ! Pray, where do they learn such rr . h e o n  1 

Ie it from revelation, or the vain speculation8 of philose 
phy? or tbat  " wisdom by which the world knew not 
God 1" I Cor. 1 : 21. They hk of the separak exietenco 
nf a buman soul-ita immateriality, its irnmorbliq, and 
aonscious exiRtencc in death, ae if these mattern werc facts 
not to bc questioned or denied. A denial of them points 
is denounced as infddilg ; no matter how clo~ely we may 
adhere to acriptuw authority in our denials. It seems a8 

if Plntonio epeculations, with them, outweighed tho plain- 
est scripture testimony. We do not a m s e  them of know- 
ingly thus preferring iluuman to divine testimony. Early 
religions training has created a prejudice in favor of the 
Platonic theory, which thereby has become interwoven in 
all their religious experiences, so th8t fear of iinal apwta- 
cy preventa thek allowing themselrea to doubt the tmth 
of any of hese topics in relation to "the soul." 

By this worse they shut themaelvea up to a stereomed 
thearg, withoat ever seriously considering that it may, 
ultimately, prove dismtmus to themselves, or their pter i -  
tp. This theory, it ie evident to our mind, aa men ndvancs 
in means of information, must lead ta rsal infidelity, or to 
the equal1 y fatal scheme of apiritrapping--or, to apak 
more tmthfolly, mimu W w h i c h  ia now aweephg over 
the earth. 

That the doetrine held by m o ~ t  professed Christianm, 
concerning man's dnality--or double-being4ne part d 
which is immortal, and srvrirea in a coosciona state in 
death, is mt the doctrine of scripture, we trmt will be 
made app~rent by s w f o l  examination of tbm texta re 
l i d  on for it. support, and the oppouing testimony of ' 
Scriptrue. The queation n c  are to discnaa, ir not, " Whd 
i a  tbe soul ?' or IL What is the constitution of the soul P 
These qaestions are purely phiiwopbical, and for anmwem 
to them phlloaophy may bo coned ted, by ~ u c h  as ar9 a m -  
ions to know what God has not seen fit to revcal. The 
Bible -nowhere propounds nos snawem such queratione 
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Erery aseertion, by man, about a human sonl-aa n sepElr 
rate cxistcncc-and evcry s t a t e ~ e n t  of the ' ~ d u r e ,  urlrabilt 
s&, a?d mode of ais tente  of such a BOUI, i~ neither more nor 
less than a human qptnbn. Just what that ia worth, all 
such specuIatioas are worth, and no more. The ~ i b i e  pr* 
~ o u n d s  no such topics, arid gives no countenance to them. 
Thc question before us, thcn, is not " What is the scpamta 
state of the sod after dcath 1" but "?\'hat is the statc of 
man in death 2'' and " What  the hope for him in the future 7" 
Tbc soul or spirit of mnn-as those terma axe theologicaljy 
employed-as a disembodied pcrsonality, is an idea un- 
known t o  inspiration. ARCRB~SUOP ~VIIATEI.Y, in his " h 
&tima of a I:uhre Stale," says-" To the Christian, indeed, 
all this doubt rrouId bc instantly removed, if he found that 
ihc immortuliry of th snel, as a disembodd +d, were re- 
vealed in thc \FTord of God." * * * 

' $  l n  fact, however, 
NO sUCE D O m R I s E  I9 REVEALED TO cs ; the Christian's hope, as 
founded on tho promises contained in the aospel, ia bha 
verurrEclion of the body." 

DR. LAW, BISIIOP OF CARLISLE, spcaka a9 folbwa :- 
" It will be necessary to attend to the true meaning of 

the word DEATH, a s  i t  13 strictly and properly applied in 
scripture ; and this may be best sccn, by looking back to 
thc lernarkable paqsage where it is first used, in that d e  
nunciation which brought Adam and his posterity under 
i t  ; and nhesc wc must suppose i t  uscd i n  all the plain- 
ncsv and propriety of speecll i rnngina blc. And, accordingly, 
we find the uripinal  here, as  full and ernphatical as words 
can make it. They are translated-Thon shalt m d y  
but might with more strictncas have been rendercd-Thou 
shalt utterly die; which one would think sufficiently ex- 
plained in the sentence passed on our first parents, where 
they arc rcmiradcd of their original, and of thnt statc to 
wl~ich this change shouId reduce them. ' I n  the &went of 
thy face shalt thou cat brend, till  thou return unto the 
ground, fur  out uf it  wnet tlwu taken ; duet thou art, and 
m t o  dust shalt thou recurn.' Now what do we imagine 
they could poseibly understand by this denunciation but a 
rceumpti~n of tbat natural Iife or conscious being, which 

OR, Ykn 1.Y DLiTB. 9 1  

their Creator had been lately pleased to bestow ppoa 
them ? the fbrfeiti% which rnust necessarily inchdo, a 

/ t u t d  loss of a11 tlrosc benefih illat then did, or cvcr could 
ploceud from him ? This surely, aqd nbthing lese, must 
bc i r ~ l ~ l i e d  in  that most solemn ecntcncc ; nor can wc %ell 
collce~ve the unhappy subjects of it to have been at that 
time so vcry illgenlous as to explain i t  away by diatin- 
g~~ i~ ;b l [ lg  upon the several compouent par& of the~r consti- 
tut ion,  and concluding, that  by dcath 1 1 0  more w m  inknd- 
cd than only a geparation of these parts, while tLe princi- 
ple of them was still living in some different manner, or 
that it woe a continuation uf their consciousness and real 
existence, hough in Borne ather place. No, IAL zoar the 
pl~ilosophy of uffer q e s  ; mncerning s b i c h ,  all I shall my 
a t  I w P s ( L I l t  is, that some of its most eminent pnttons can. 
not help ohserving, that tllcy do not find i t  in the scrip- 

1 tnres.' [TILLOTSO?~, vol. ii. Scr. 100.1 These, in their 
obvious meaning, represent the whde man, individual, 
person, or being, as included in  the sentence addressed to 

i him ; nor do they see111 to  take notice of any other circum- 
I stance in the case, besido thnt, so ottrn rnentitmed, of h i s  

returning to the 'dust or g ~ o u u d  from whence he \rag 
t ~ k e n  ;' and might not the first pair na ~ ~ r e l l  expect, that 
the same a breath of life, which the Lord G d  had breathed 
into their mstriia, whereby nlnn became a living soul,' 
should still survive the execution of that sentence, ar that 
the dutit hitself should praise God; as tbst any kind d 
knowledge of, or communication with him, d~ould  continue 
i t 1  that eteta of darkness and destruction to which they 
were tlletl doomed ?"-Prom Sermon on Heb. 2 : 14, 15, 
'I Forasmuch then," &c. ; Cartisic Edition, 1784. 

The ~criptures everywhere regard man as an undivided 
prsonslity-as one being, to whom are addressed com- 
mands, prornieee, threatcnings, warnings and encourage L 

mcnta. Whatever may enter into man'a nature, as an 
organized being, alters not his onencas : and nothing 
which may go to make up hie manhood is to be considered, 
firparately, as  constituting his personality. An organized 
being, endowed with life, con~titutes him a liring being. 
Uin disorgankation, with dcprivn tion of life, leaves him 
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where hc was bcfora living ; his personality ceesea, EX* 
cept i n  tho purpose of God to re-organize him, and n stnrn 
life. But such a " purpose " can only be known by reve- . 

lation : nature has ncver shown such a result ; sutl Iliere 
is no voice in it to encourage such a hop. 

Job has put the mattes in its true light. " 3Iun gir-eth 
up the ghost, and where is he 7" Not where is his s.~d ? 
but wIiere is .ie--tAt man ? To this inquiry, i t  is replicd- 
"As thc waters fail from tl~e ma, and the flood decaycth 
snd drieth up : so man lieth down and ~ i ~ e t h  not ; till the 
heavens be no more they shall not awake, nor Le raked 
or?t of their sleep." Job 14 : 10-12. Surely this language 
is expressive of the entire dissoIution of man, ao that  ho 
is no Iongcr a living being. Thia view is confirmed br 
the queation which followa, viz. :-"If a man die shall he 
Iive again ?" T o  mhich Job reaponds-" All the dnya or 
my appointed time will I wait till my change come. Thou 
s h d t  call and I will answer thee," &c. The Septuagint 
reads tl~us-" Thongh a man die he may be revived, after 
finishing the days of t h i ~  his life. I would wait patiently 
till I come again info mirime. Then shalt thou call and f 
mill answer thee ; thou wilt have a desire to the work or 
thy hands." 

We will now naticc 

TERUS REFERRING TO TUE U)CAl f iY  OF m E  D m .  

" HAVE the gatcs of death been opened unto thee T or 
b e t  thou seen the' doors of the ehadow of death P" Such 
is Jehovah's challenge to the patriarch Job, snd which 
occure among that wondednl seriee of questions by which 
the Almighty impreseed His tried sewant with the extreme 
narrowneea and insignificance of hmnsn knowledge. The 
interrogation ie equivalent to, "whak knowe~t  thou of 
death, or the dead ?" And well  had it  been for mankiud. 
and for the integrity and practical efficiency of Cbristiam 
ity, had they been content with the km\vkuZg? of their 

, g ~ c n n c e  in this solemnly profound direction. W e  cannot 
explore the place of the deadl-we know not even if there 
be a place, except in the imaginations of men, who because 
they know that all mankind share a common experience in 
this matter, speak of them as havinggone to one place. 
It is tlre necessity of human thought which is compelled 
tu localize the departed, that has originated a place, and 
a name for the place, of the dead. Tho Ilebrews called it 
ShF, the GrcJrs Ha&, and the Saxons H d ;  worde most 
aptly chosen, since wl~ile they s u b e ~ e  tl~e necessitJ of 
human thought, they express at the same time the modesty 
of the human mind, mhich in its election of terms, would, 
in this instance, appear to approve of the wisdom of not 
being wise above what is mitten. Tlre Greek word 
ZIadesl is of very common occurrence in the Greek classics, 
but i t s  ctassical signification is no criterion of itn meaning 
in the sacred writings. We are referred back to the H e  
brcw Shed for the strict sense in which it is employed by - 
the inspired writers. The Greek: tcrm did not come to 
the Hcbrews from any clnssical source, or with any clae- 
sicrl meaning, but through the Septuagint as a translation 
of their own word ; and whether correctly trandating it 
or not, is n mattcr of critical opinion. The word Hades is, 
therefore, in nowise binding upon ua in any clnasiclrl meaw 
ing which may bo nesignad to it. Hence the real question 
ia, what is the meaning which Sheol bears in the Old 
Testament, and h d e s  in the New ? A careful examin* 
tion of the pessagee in which these words occur will pr* 
bably lead to the conclasion, that they afford no real sane 
tion to the notion of an intermediate place of the kind 
indicated, hut are used by the inspired writere to denote 
fhe gran, the resting place of the bodies, both of the right 
cous and the wicked."-ICdla. Let it be borne ip mind - 
tllnt nothing rc'lntive to tha Btate of the dead can be aecerc 
tnined by these words simplr, &I?& separately coneidered. 
In sll the thwe Innguagea, they have a comrpon eignificetioe 
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they had no char idea or perception by which they might 
explain where or in what manner it existed ; and they 
wero not possessed of that subtilty of language which 
enables men to speak with plausibility on subjects abstruse 
and remote from the apprehension of the senses, and to 
cover their ignorance with learned disputation. The corn 
dition, the form, tbe habitation of departed spirits were, 
therefore, concealed from the Hebrews, equally with the 
rest of mankind. Sor did revelation afford them the 
smallest assistance on this enbject!' 

IVe mould beg the  reader'^ special attention to thia para- 
graph from the pen of the learned Biehop. He acknowl- 
edges t ha t  the mitinge of the prophete contain " no expli- 
cit mention of immortal spirits,"-that they never alluded 
to disembodied spiritual existence,-and that " revelationn 
did not " 'afford them the smallest agsistance on thia aub 
ject?' IR his inference then a reasonable one, that the 
propheta who make no ':mention of immortal epirits," 
thfm believed in immortal spirits ? and that, although 
they make no allusion to disembodied spiritual existence, 
this ia to bc explained by their inability to exprese e u i b  
bly their ideas ? And that, notmithetanding " revcl~tion'~ 
afforded not " thc smallest aesistance on thie subject,"- 
the soul's disembodied existence, as the human personality, 
and the intermediate state, sa popularly llnderetuod and 
'leld, were yet doctrines of revelation ? By wbat unknown 
process could the B i s h q  arrive at such conclueions P The 
sacred writers have said nothing about these doctrinee, 
therefore, says Bishop Lowth, they believed them 1 We 
humbly suggest that this negative premirre would be mom 
logically collnectcd with a ncgative inference ; that since 
the sacred writers have said nothing about these doctrines, 
tbe probaLiIity is that they knna nolhwg about them. 
Their word Skol, drew a veil over the depalted state, and 
involved it in concealment and darknese. If ever they 
have accadan to refer to  the departed, their thoughts are 

-their etymological meaning being, the umm, R i d c h ,  or 
~7~~ place, or statc. These terms, then, so far from 
conrcying to us nr~y infosnlation concerning the place or 
state of the dead, only express our own ignorance of these 
matters, and ought  on th i8  account t o  operate as a per ! 
pctua1 check opon the indiscretion of the rash speculator 
Whatever sense the word She01 has in the Old Testament, 
Hadea, as its Greck equivalent, will have in the Ncw. 
The Hebrew prophets, in their allusions to the place and 

I state of the dead, conveyed their idem In the imagery 
which was suggested by their mode of sepulture. It is 
not to the Hebrew mritcw, but t o  the Greck philosophy, 
that we tracc the birth of those opiuions concerning tho 
state and place of the dead, which at the present tirnrr 
prevail as the orthodox creed of modern Chriatinnitg. 
Such opinions must  necessarily be defective, and destitute 
of any claim on our religious belief, since they partake of 

i the imperfection and rrnccrtainty which characterize all I 

human investigalion. They are philosophical traditions 
-not scriptural informntions-and as such, ought to be 
jealously excluded from the sacred domain of inspired 
authority. I t  is evident that the Hebrow prophets were . 
strangers to thcse philosophical opinions,-their poetical 
descriptions of death and the dead show whence their 
imagery was derived, and suggeat that they could form 
no otller conceptio~le of the condition of the departed, than 
what the analogies of their mode of interment presented 
to  their view, Biahop Llwth, in his "Lectures on He- 
brew Poetry,'". 18, says, " That which struck their senses 
they delineated in their dcecriptions ; we there find no 
exact account, no explicit mention of immortal spirits.".- 
-1 acry  significant testimony ! This testimony is the more 
important, sincc the Bishop considered that the immortal- 
ity of the sod,  as a disembodied existence, was a doctrine 
known to, and acknom~ledged by the prophets; aud be 
accounts for their uniform silence on thin subject, " bccaztse 

\ 
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not directed aprrardr, as if they beIievcd that the pcrgop 
alit.y, as a disembodied snul, had' aecended to God,-thcy 
think of the body and the tomb, and associate the departed 
with that which is buried. Thus, " they shall go  down to 
the bare of the pit, when onr rest together is in the dnat." 
Job I ?  : 16. " Ifit not the pit shut her mouth upon me.' 
l'sa. 09 : 15. " My Iife drnweth nigh unto tbs grave. 1 
am counted with them that go down into the  pit. Frce 
among the dead, like the slain that lie in the p a r e ,  whom 
thou rcmcnlberest no morc ; and they are cut  off from thy 
hand. Thou hast laid me in the lowest pit, in darknew, 
in the deep." Pan. 88 : %6. 'Therefore, She01 hath en- 
larged ticrl;olf, and opened her mouth without measure, 
and thcir g E o ~ ,  and their multitude, and thcir pomp, and 
he that rejoiceth shall descend into it" fea. 5 : 14. 
" When I shall bring thee down with them that descend 
into tlic pit, with the people of old time, and mha11 set thee 
in the low parts of the earth, in places desolate of old, with 
them that go down to thc pit, that thou be not inhabited.* 
Ezk. 26 : 20. I t  seems eufficiently plain that the prophetr 
associate the personality of the departed wIth tlae b u d  
body;  and eince the words which they 1 1 t h  are not nlwaya 
their own, but thcy are frequently the message-bearers of 
Jcbovfi, as in the citation last given,-it eeems alao plain 
that God Himself points to the grim, as the temporary 
nbode of the human personality : '"net thcu art, and to 
dust shalt thou retnrnmn Gen. 3 :- 19. 

The only means wo have of estimating the real opinion8 
of the sncred writers on thia wbjcct, ia the language in 
which they convey their thoughts. Their opinions maet 
ncceasurily be of a very indefini!e and general charackr, 
since the subject is involved in "s ouch obscurity, So 
much, however, is bcpond dispute, that thcir language, 
i ~~e t cad  of indicating their belief in the aoul'a disonlbodied 
and conscious txistcnce, saggesta their utter ignorance of 
such ideas. They spoke aa i F  they believed that the out- 

ward image 6f death, and its circumstnnces, were not tbe 
Octitiona, but  the real semblance of the stat. of tlw de 
pnrted. Their descriptions of Shcol or Hades are utterly 
irreconcilable with the supposition that they believed tllc 
state of deatb to be n condition of consrciousness and 
activity. All, irreapectivo of character, are dismissed to 
Sheol :-" All go unto ano place ; all are of tho dnat, and 
all turn to dust again." Eccl. 3 : 20. " All things come 
alike to all ; there is one event to the righteous and to tho 
wicked." Eccl. 9 : 2. Shcol is a placc of inaction and 
silence. " Let them be silent in Sheol.'' Psa. 31 : 17. 
"There is no work, nor device, nor Lmkdge, nor wisdom 
in Sheol whither thou goest." Eccl. 9 : 10. 

Sheol ia never described except in the imagery of terror ; 
and is always regarded as a great evil. It is never spoken 

.'- 

of aa the portal of heaven,-the g& of immediate bliss to : 

the riphkooa. On the contrary, it is described a8 an awful 
unfatbornah!,le nbym, extending deep into tho heart of the 
earth, to indicate the mmpletaness of its dominion. 
# '  Deeper than Sheol, what canst thou know In Jab 11 : 8. 
It stand8 in contrast with heaven ; and therefore, the 
inhabitants of the one mnst be distinct and separate from 
the other. " If I ascend up into heaven, thou art there ; 
if I make my bed in Sheol, behold thou art there." Psn. 
139 : 8. 'a Though they dig into Shed, thence shall my 
hand taka them 1 though they climb np to heaven, thence 
mill I bring them down." hmoa 9 : 2. 

Now, whatever may be the opinions of aninspired Jew 
i ~ h  writers, whether ancient or modern, Lcy  ceo be 'of oo 
authority in determining the opinions of the Hebrew pro- 
phets, whose thoughts, inapired by tho Hob Spirit, are 
conrepd in language sufficiently explicit to indicate their 
faith and doctrinal inetmction on thia eubjcet It ie to 
introduce a novel and dangerous canon of biblical intm 
pretation, to affirm, in referenca to the present qumtioq 
that the rilma of tile sacred writers epeake o o m n t  .W 



presume i t  mill be apparent that the terms denoting tha 
locality of the dead, suggests nothing in favor, but rather 
involve the denial of the doctrines of the disembodied 
60~1, and an intermediate &ate of eonsciouaue~~s for mu, 
between the night of his death and the morning of resur- 
rection ; and, therefore, thc logical conclusion is, so far as 
these terms are concerned, that the origin of such opiniona 
is purely traditional. 

C H A P T E R  11.  

UAX IN DEATH.-FOSlTIVE SCRIPTURE TESTIHONT. 

WE have seen that the terms Shed and Hndea used in -- j- 
relation to the state of the dead, give no evidence, eveE I 
amounting to a probability, that dead men are in a colr 
scious disembodied existence. On the contrary, we aball 
End the Scripture description of the state of the dead ex- 
cludes all idea of their consciousne~s. 
The account of man's creation compar?&,with the state 

rucnts of rnnnls dissolution in deathcforbids the idea. 
Thus-" The LORD God formed man of 'the dust of the 
ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life, . 
and man hccome a living ~odT/ Gen, 2 : '1. "Ilie . 
btea tll  gnct l~  forth," [that which God breathed into him .] 
"kt rehlrncth to h i s  cnrth p [h, z,~, formed of th& 
of tile ground : " the body," if you will have it so ;J " in 
that very day his thoughts perish." Whatever may be 
said of thc soul or mind, ae a diatinct entity, the text 
clearly announces the fact, that i t  ceases to think in the 
rcry day of man's dcatb, and therefore all conscionsnesa 
ceases. 
To avoid this conclusion, the advocates of tllc common 

theory have resorted t o  one or other of the following in 
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terpsetationa . -First, that it ia Ib( My that WWEI from 
thonght, or no longer evolves thoughts when dead. 
S d ,  that the krm, thoughts, eignifica pq~W, p h ~ ,  
kc. 

On the firat view, we remark, That s u p p i n g  m m  td 
be dual, ns they maintain, the body never did think-lt 
waB incapable of any such work, becauee it was; matter, 
and " matter cannot think," they tell na. To say then, 
that it is " the body that ceases to think," in death, ia a 
denial of thcir own premise4 : for that which cannot think, 
cannot msc ta think. Hence, if there ie a cessation of 
thoughts in death, it must be what they call the soul that 
ceases to think. 

'I'llc first position, therefore, is utterly unteneblc ; and 
the sccond mag be found equally ao, on examination : for 
it is not true, as s general rule, that a man's plane or 
p i p s ~ s  perish when ha diee ; or, if they perish, or come 
to naught at all, it i a  not true that this always happena 
' I  in thal t e y  day" of hie death. 

For an illustration. Washingtan, and others, purposed 
to make the colonies of America a body of independent 
and prospcraus States. Now, their plana, or pnrpoeee 
did not perish in the very day they died ; even should 
thej  hereafter do so. It redly seems t o  ue aa if the 
Spirit of God caused tho words--" in that ocry day"-to 
bc inscrtcd in the tcxt to bind down the sense ta the a e  
tion of th mind of the dead man ; rendering it irnposaitle 
to make any other application of the expreseion than that 
of the entire and total extinction of man's csmcioue ex- 
istcncc, when he i~ dead. 

p a t  " holy men of old," who spake as they were moved 
by the lIoEy Spirit," did affirm the incapacity of the dead 
to perform any goad or evi l  while iu a date of death, it 
Beeme t o  us, is a9 evident as any other truth of inspiration. 
In this riew only can we account for the fact of their 
language being so expressive of d ~ p  Iment&tion in 
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prospect of death, taken in connection with their nttm 
ances in relation to that state. 

1. David, Paa. 6tb, cries a n d "  0 Lord, rebnke me not 
in thine angern * * * " have mercy upan me, 0 
Lord, for T am weak : O Lord, hl m, for my bone8 aro 
sore vexed. hIy son1 ia sore .rexedn * * * " return, 
0 Lord, deIives my ~onl : oh save me for thy merciee' 
eake : FOR in dEalh there is NO REMEHBUKCE of Thee : in 
shLd who shall giac Thee thanks ?" 

This language expreesee the Paalmist'a regret a t  the 
prospect of death : an earnest appeal t o  God to save him 
from i t ;  and a special plea against dying, ~ i z  : His 
memory of God would come t o  EL total end ; and hence, 
praise to God in tba t  state wae utterly impossible : none 
can give thnnka ta the Lord in s W .  Shed  i8 the original 
word, in thig text, translated grave in our version. It is 
the word of the Old lqestarnent used to denote the  state L 

I 
of the entire man when dead. In that state the Psalmist, 
qeaking by the Spirit, te l l s  nEl what men cannot do ; 
and it is en t i re l~  adverse ta the idea of a Iiving conscious 
existence. 

Thin same idea is expressed fully and distinctly, Psalm 
I15 : 17, " TAe dedd prak nat Ihc Lmd, neither any that go 
down te  silence." Surely here is no ground for doubt ae 
to  the fact that dcoth is 8 state of nnconscionsness ; a 
~tatc where no exercise of mind can be called into action. - 

Add to thie, the clear affirmation of Pea. 146, already 
considered-" in that very day hie thoaghte perishn--and 
we ham a "threefold cardn that cannot be broken, aa to 
the mind of the Spirit regardihg tha s h t o  of the dead, 
revealed to the Psalmist, 

If anything more is needed ir. confirmatinn of this matter, 
I 

relating to David's particnlar case, we hnve it in 
Spirit's tcatimony, by the month of Peter, on the day of 
Pcntccost, Acts 2 : 3 G "  Datid is not ascended into the 
hcavcne." Pctcr had previrnsly said, " The pstriorcb 

<- 
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David is both dead and buried," &c. Fot  DavidS8 bodg 
merely ; David himaelf. It wae the ~crsonality of that 
patriarch of which Peter apake, and that was dead and 
buried ; hence could not have ascended into heaven, and 
could not therefore be the cause of the wonderful outpour- 
ing  of the Spirit realized on that occasion ; but Jeans, the 
Son of David, though he was slain, " God ~aised up," nnd 
he " being exa~hd" from death, by his resurrection, to the 

. " right hand" of God, "shed forthn the promised Spirit- 
the demonstration that Christ waa aJilx from the dead. 
This inspired discottrae, of Peter, i8 a clear New Tesb  

merit confirmation of David's own testimony, thst a state 
of death i~1 not a condition for any work, cven af g d .  
The resurrection state, only, was tbat which could restare 
tc the knowledge and service of God. 

2. Pasebg from David to Sdomon, hie eon, me shall 
find a perfect harmony. In Eccleaiastee, ninth chapter, 
we have ae clear a statement as could welt be made, that 
in death there is no capacity for the performance of any 
good or evil. Solomon fimt statea the condition of mind 
of evil men while alive, verse 3-" The heart of the eona 
of men ia fuIE of e~i1,  and madnew is in their hearts while 
rhqrtim, and afkr that they go to the dead." He than goea 
on to say :-",??or to him tbat is joined to all the living 
there i8 hope : for dliving dog is better than a dead lion. 
For the living know that they shall die ; 6ut the dmd ham 
*ot anything, neither have they any more a reward ; for 
the memory of them is forgotten." 
In the controveray on the state of the,dead, much haa 

been said on this text : yet we doubt if the full force of it 
haa been sen. The perfect igmrana of the dead ie clearly 
thc grand idea it i s  dcgigned to commnnicata. Mark well 
the 1anpag.c. " To him that ia joined to all the lid- 
there ie hope," however nninpmved and ignorant he may 
be. If ho ie aliac, he may improve ; but if he is dead, there 
is no improvement ; and he is of no rrw whilo dead : hence, 



" a liritg rla, ..s better than a dLas l b . "  The most unim 
proved and ignorant man dice, is of more value than the 
most intelligent, *is@, and powerful man when &ad. That 
dead man might, while living, have been a8 auperior to 1 
the untrducatod nnd ignorant survivor aa the lion among 
lrcast~ is superior to the dog ; t u t  when dead, he is inti- 
nitcly infericrP t o  him ; " FOR lhe living" [however ignorant 
and Lacking in intelligence in otber matterm] " KNOW" [have 
knowledge enough to know] "that they shall die :" [a 
truth which any man, though but one remove above au 
idiot, possesses intelligence enough to k m  ;] " but the 
dead" [are inferior to such pereons, aa much os a dead 
lion is iuferior to a living dog, h u s c  the dead] " Xrm not 
M T ~ S O  :" total ignorance is tbe state of all the dead. No 
language can mare absolutely and unequivocally afirm 
the cntire zm-tsncss of the dead, however powerful 
their intellect might have been while living. 

It  is said, however, if our view of the state of the dead, I 
aa indicated from this text, is true, " it  provea the dcad 
will never have any more a reward :" and hence it is con- 
cluded, our view must be incorrect ; and we are asked, 
why we overlook or pass by the expression-" neither have 
tneg any more a reward ?" 

We neither overlook nor pasa it by. To our mind, it it 
a farther confirmation of the truth that dead men are un- 
conscious. The objector refers to the clause andar con-. 
sideretion as if it read " neither shall they ever have any 
more a reward." But such is not the fact. It does not 
epeak of the unlimited fdure, bat of the pr& state of the 
dead-" Xeiher ham they"-in their state of death- 
" any more a reward." The reader wiII not fail ta see the 
wise man's climax, in argument. It i sga follows : A li\-- 
i n g  man, however humble his condition, is better than n 
dead one ; fm the dead knaw not anything : there is no 
reward in that state ; for the memory of them is forgotten ; 
that is, they cease in have memory ; hence, h a w  uothing 

arid can receive no reward while in death. n e  memorg - 

~poken of, is surely not the memory of - the living in *la- 
tion to the dead ; for that rcmaine among mme of the 
friends or admirers from generation to generation, same 
times for thousands of years ; but the mifrd of the dead 
having ceaaed-their thooghta perished-their memory 
periahea also. Such was, unqaeationobly, tho sense in 
which the aon of David here speaks ; which ia further evi- 
dent from what 'follows-" Also their love, and their 
hatred, and their cnvy is naa  pcriahed.* Theso dispoai- 
tions arc all exercises of the mind : hence when all such 
exercises cease, the mind itaelf must have loat all power 
to  act ; it must bo utterly unconscious. 

A further canfirmation of this view is found in the tenth 
vcrec : " There is no work, nor device, NOR SHOWLGWE, nor 
wisdom, in s h l  whither thou gocot." Here is definiteness, 
one would think, sufficient to satiefg all, who believe Sol+ 
mon ?pakc by the Spirit, that a state of dcatb is a state of 
entire incapacity for good or evil, either of body or mind : 
hence, is an uncnnscious one. In thim matter, Solomon 
and h i s  inspired father, David, are in perfect agreement. 

3. Hezekiah, as s third witness, confirming the views of 
David and Solomon, will next be examined. He waa " sick 
unto death." The Prophet Amos came to him with thin 
message-" Thun snith the Lorn, Set thine house in order, 
lor thou shalt die, and not live." On hearing this, Be* 
liiah was deeply affected and afllicted. Be prayed and 
wept sore ; and, in answer to that prayer, he had f%!en 
years added to his life. After hia recovery, in pnbing 
God, he assigna one important reaeon for hie reluctsncc 
to  die : " Far," saith he, " ~hcol  cannot praise Thee, death 
cannot celebrate Thee," &c. Here the containrr is put for 
the containul. Sheol and death stand for those who are 
in  them. It is but another mode of saying, " Men when 
dead cannot praise Thee or celebrate Thy @esam 
Why? Becau~e there is " no knowledge in sheol," as 



So:omon had plainly declarcd, and Hezekiat confume that 
view of the subject. I 

On what otbcr view can we account for Elezekiah'a ex- t 
treme reIuctancc to die ? The common view, which re- 
presents men as " going to heavenw nt death ; or, at any 
rate, to a state nf conscious existence far better than tho 
present, doe8 not explain this case. The state of the pions 
dead is better than the present, nll the advocates of the 
common theory maintain. But, when Hemkiah wae told 
he should go into it, be " turned his face toward the wall, 
and prayedn that he might not be sent there ; and distre~~ 
at the thought caused him to wcep sore. This could not 
have been from any apprehension that ha would " go to 
hell ;" for he could appeal to God, and say-"1 have 
walkcd before Thee with a perfect heart, and have done 
that wbich was good in Thy sight." Why, thcn, such a 
reluetnncc to go into that "better land 7" l a  not that 
state onc where sin, aorrow and death coma no more P 1 
where tcrnptation and trial cannot reach tho happy goul? 
IjThy, thcn, does Uczekiah pray so earnestly to remain 
longcr away ? Why wept he sore in view of his nearness ! 
to such a happy cnd ? And what did be gain by bia weep 1 
ing and praying so earnestly ? Do you say, he gained an 
addition of fifteen years to his life P Truly f But did he 
not take those years from the snm of his heavenly felicity 7 
Did he not lose fif€een years of heavenly e-ajopment, and . 

turn thoae years back to be epent in the sorrows, triala, and 
dangcrs of this Iife ? Did he arrive at the very gate of 
heaven, and then weep and pray to be permitted to coma 
back te thie world of sorrow andbein ? 
In fact, however, on the complon theory, nothing wss I 

added to the life of Eezekinh 1 %an you add to the yearn 
of an " andying and immortal eon1 ?" It was only BII 

cnAaagcI in which tha royal supplicant and weeper gave 
up fifteen yeam of hi8 heavenly felicity for that period 
here, in this world of trid 1 W$%t m ctcbnngr ! If' a man i 
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should cxchnnge a pnrse of gold for one d trash ; or if he 
should exchnngc, willingly, and with earnest desire, health 
and beauty for sickness and deformi?~, who would not be 
astonished at his folly? But all cbmparbon fail8 ; for 
Hezckiah ia, by the common theory, represented a8 &w 
ing fifteen yearn of hesven, with all its eafety, riches, soci- 
ety, and joys, for that period in the earthly dtmgesrr, trials, 
aorroms and sufferings, to which hnrnan life ia here liable I 
Surely no rational satisfnction can be given why a mne 
man should make such an exchange, unless it could be 
made tn appear thnt God, whom he served, desired bim to 
make such a sacrifice. But  the will of God, as a first 
choice, seems to have been thnt Hczekiah should " die, and 
cot live." 

If Hezekiah understood-a8 hie words, after his recovery 
chnrly affirm-that in death he could not praise God, nor 
celebrat. Him, then there is a ratianrl ground upon which 
to mcount for hia desire not to die. In this view, we can 
see why he mourned and wept Bore at the prospect before 
him. It waa juet such a feeling ae must naturally arise 
in the mind of a lover of God and Hie service. He could 
not but prefer to remain here, where he could see some 
thing of the works of God, and "behold the inhabitants of 
the world," even though attended with many eorrows and 
snSferiap, to lying down in the dust of the earth, to remain 
in tho silcnce of death, till a distant day of resurrection. 
In view of death, au such a state, Hezekiah bad an object 
worthy of deerire ; and he gaincd a real h n  ; Hteen years 
wcre actually addad to tl~c sum of his conscious existence. 
S o  wonder he praised God BO sincerely and henrtily aftor 
being brought back from the gatea of " tho pit of comip  
tion." Be understood the value ant1 deeirebleneea of life : 
nnd ho knew when dead be could " not prai~e the Lord? 
In the mouth of three witnesses-and such witnesses, 

too, BB three eminent kinge of I~rael-me consider the fact 
eotabli~hed, aa far se the Old Teshment t~stimonv i~ con- 
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cerred-that in death, man is without knowledge; and 
without any capaci ty or power for good or evil. S o  ~llfcr- 
cncc cau nullify or destroy such pIai11 and positive te~timony 
as tbat nve have produced, The inspiration of these mcn 
must be impeached, or tlicir testimony remains in full forco, 
I t  is thus summed up :- 

" In death there ie no remembrance of God'-" In sheoIn 
none can " give Thee thanks"-" The dead praise nut the 
LORD'-'' In tbat very day'kf death, " their thoughts per- 
ish'-" The dead know not anything"-" There is no 
knowledge in s11eol"-Those in " slicol cannot praiso 
Tbec ;" and those who are in "dea th  cannot celebrate 
Tl~ec." See Pan. 6 : 5 ; 115 : 17, nnd 14G : 4. Eccl. 9 : 5,  
10. Iea. 38 : 1-1 D i~lcIusive. 

The orlly test wc need to notice, in the OId Testament 
which is supposed to be adverse to our view, is Eccl. 11 
7, " The spirit shall retun to God who gave it." Without 
entering into any arguments now, on the nature of the 
spirit, here spoken of, it is sac ient  to say, whatever is 
its nature, its con~lcious or unconscious condition must bc 
established by testimony, or else we know nothing of its 
cnndition. But the writer of Eccl. haa, himself, ~ott led  the 
state of those in aheol-or in the ~ h t e  of the dead ; and 
he has decided it t o  bt: one wmaotrr KNOILEWE, thus forever 
depriving our opposers of any right t o  uaa this text iu 
proof of a conscious state in death. 

IN approaching the Kew Tcslarnent on this subject we 
must bring alclrig 1;-ith us the fact that inapircd men, 
speaking by tllc Spirit under tllc previous dtpensntion, 
have distinctly announced death to be a sta te  where there 
is ' '~o~kno~vlcdgc," and where men "praise not the Lord!' 
Hcnw, no infese~tces from the language of the inspired men 
of the Christian dispensation cnn be permitted to rcvcrm 
the positive declarations of the Old Testament wrikra. If 
no positice tcstimony appo rs, affirming the living, con- 
scio.;s state of dead men, in ! the New Tcshrnent, we have 
a right to tile conclusion that no snch doctrine is taught 
therc. But we shall find on examination, very likely, that 
tha inspired Jews of the Christian dispensation do not 
contradict the inspired Jews of the prcvious one. Both 
harmonize in the fact of s future life to the pcoplc of God 
by a resurrection, or a reliving from the dead. 

A f'ew facts of New Testament hiatory may first be ox- 
amincd, which go to confirm the idea that life after death 
is only bp a resurrcction from the dead. 

I. T ~ E  REPIPAL OF DEAD PERSON8 BY OCR LORD ASD HIS 

A P O ~ S .  
011 this subject, it may be remarked, that in no case 

was there any language used indicating that the essential 
being of the dcad was in m y  other place than what a p  
pearcd obvioua to tho actors, and to beholders of these 
revivals. In othcr words, There waa w calling of "souls" 
from heaven. or from aborc, to e t e r  tho b d e a  of tho 

2 
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dead : thcre la no such language employed na indicnted 
that a st~rviving entity-called, souGrnus t  return to re 
ini~abi t the body, before it could live again. When Jesus 
rai8c.d to life the dat~ghter of Jain~s ,  s ruler of the aynrr- 
g o g ~ e ,  Mark 5 : 32-43, he "entered in  where the dnmscl 
was lying" and toc~k tier " by the hand, and said unto her, 
Damsel, I say unto thee ariee." 

The p e r ~ o n a i d ~ t h e  damsel herself-wae there. 1t wae 

to her who was " lyinf before them, that waa lhc damsel, 
to whom Jcsus spake, and not to an cntity, or being in- 
visible, in some other state or place. 

So likewise Lukc 7 : 11-15, aa Jesus was guing into 
the city of,Sain he met a funeral train : the only son of a 
widow was dead, and being carried forth to him burial 
Jeaus carno near and touchcd the bier, and they who barc 
the dead man madc a I~alt. What now occurred 3 Sim- 
ply, Jesus nddresaing the dead man, said, " Young man, 
I say unto t h e ,  Arise." What fallows 7 " And he that 
was dead sat up and bcgnn to speak." All the circum- 
stances, and the langa%ge, forbid the idea that a diaem 
bodied soul, which had gone t o  heaven at death, wae 
called back to rdnt t r  the body. I t  was the d e d  man, 
borne npnn the bier, to whom Jesue apske, and whom he 
called " Yoling man," and bade him " nriee," and who im _ 
mcdistely " sat up rind bcgsn to speak." 

How far the wliole transaction is removed from the idea 
of a l ivi l~g soul beiny recalled from some ~tietant world on 
this occasion. Tbere ia not one circumstance or sign- 
onc look, prayer, or command, that give8 any indication 
of the nbscnce of any part,of thia man. He ia there, 
really, pereonally ; and at Jesas' voice awakee from the 
death* that had come over him ; hia mahhood resnlnea 
ita living existence, which it Lad not till Jeaaa spake ia 
his ears. 

The case of h r u a ,  John Ilth, may next ba noticed. 
" Lazarne ia  dead," mid Jeaule. This death he calls + 

I &fore our Lord came to the grave, he wka, " Where have 
I ye laid him?" Thus recognizing the fact that the permad 
I &J uf Lazarus was there, When he came to the grave, he 

uttera not a word calculated to lead any one to suppose 
1,aearue wrrs anywhere elae than there. No calling upon 
an invisible entity to return and reinhabi t " the body 1" 
But looking into tho grave, "He  cried with a bad wire, 
LAZARUS, COME MRTH." Did Jema call him from where he 
was not? But he did calI him from the grave ; then 
Lazaras waa there. To say, "his  body waa there, but hia 
sol11 had gone to heaven," is to assume the whole qnes  
tion, not only witbont any evidence, bnt sgsinet the clear- 
eet evidence of-ths falsity of suoh a position. k u r u s  
waa dead : b a r n  was laid in the grave ; and from the 
grave Jems bade l a z a m  come forth, and he did come. 
The whole traneaction i~ adverse to the idea of the dnal- 

'*-'t. 

ity of man-ne entity of whom does not d i d o e m  not go 
into the pave, but in conacims living existence departa 
to mme fsr-off sphere, in common lawage, "above the 
atare.# 

The cam of the femsle disciple, named T w ,  or D m  
tag, who was dead, and reatored to life by Peter, Acts 9 : 
8 U 1 ,  is another example where the evidence ie sgainnt 
the idea of the prsonality being fonnd anywhere except 
in " the body" ahme. After Peter had prbyed, " Turning 
t~ thn body, he maid, Tabitha, %rim ; and & opened her 
eyee, and when crhe aaw Peter she aat ep," kc. Peter 

I calla " the M y , "  Tabitha Showing that the personality 
was there, and not somewhere else. " He presented her 
a@ to the saints and widowa present. Sh-Tabitha 
herself-had been dead-now ahe is alive. No binC-no 
intimati~n that n eepnrah, living entity bad been recalled 
from heaven, or from any other e tab  or place. Her pcr- 
wnality was dead, but now is reetored to life. Such an 
idea as a doable entity ie not fonnd in the ecenv. 

1 
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2. THE DEATH JSD RE-I IYIYG OF JESCS. 
The dcrrth and revival of our Lord Jesus Christ himself 

mill bc found, on cxnmination, equally adverse to thc idea 
.I 

of the strrvivnl af his soul in conecious existence when 
dead. It mill bc 110 part of our inquiry now what his sou. 
was. Tiint soul was made an " offering for sin," Isa. 53 : 
10 ; it was " pourcd out unto deatli,'! verse IS. In agree- 
ment mitt1 this, tllc Saviour said to  his disciples-" My 

1 soul ia c~cce~l ing  sorr~wful,  mnr n7bt0 d d h , "  hlntt. 26 : 38. 
IEis ~ o u l  deecc~ldcd into s h d ,  Pan. 16 : 10 ; and we have 
already ~ h a m n  that " in fiheoI there is no knom1~dge.'- 
Paul decIsres " Christ. died." He uses no such language 
aa modcrn theology employs, such as-'"eparatian of 
sort1 and body,'.' to denote the denth of Christ, He speaks 
not of his soul ns dcpatting to hcaven when hc died, but 
-" C ~ R I S T  nrEn :" the personality died. That hia dcath 
was n reality, and not  s mere scparation of a living son1 
from the body, mus t  bc evident, from the fact that the 
denth is spoken of the soul, and our Lord's own testimony, 
threc days after his death occurred-" E am not yet as- 
cended to m y  Father," John 20 : 17.  Here is the personal- 
ity that m:is dead, cmbmcing his entire manhood, and 
whom God had raised up from the dcad, according to  tha 
prophecy-" Thou milt not Icave mp soul in sheo1"-in 
the strite of death. Fur$herrnorc, Jcsns said to Jnhn ,  
wllen hc aheared to him on the Isle of Patrnos-" I am 
he that l i ~ c t h  : and mas dcnd ; nnd behold, I am alive for- 
ever mnrc, amcn ; and hare the keys of hades and of 

L death," ICcv. 1 : I S  
There mas no manifestation of the Christ, either spiritu- 

ally or othcrmiar~, while hc was dead : and without a rc 
living frotn thc dcnd, he  l~imsclf is pcrishcd, and with him 
all thc race of ,4d:\m. 1Tcnc:r-, upon his revival into life-- . 
or rcuurrcction from the {lc.~d--,Fcpcr,dcd all the hcpe for 
R dyinfi r aw ,  fur n life t o  r.ornc1. 'Ihis view givea a t r e  
rneulous importmncc t o  t l i r b  rcs~lrrrction of the dcad ; jusl 
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I such an importance a s  the Scripturea attnch to it ; and 

\ 
buch as the advocates of the common tbeory--of tho living 

I survival of the soul-never did, and uever can eee or feeL, 
" CHRIST DIEI)'-" God raised aur from ihe deadm--" Know- 
ing that CHRIST being raised from the dead, dieth no morc ; 
tfcoth bath no more dominion over Hxx" 

Such testimo~p ahowa, in an unmiata'lable manner, t.haE 
thc personality of Christ actually died ; was uneonscjoup. 
in ~heol ,  in hcdcs. Bie life-giving power to his. followew 
all depended on the fact of his rcvival from the dead : so 
that, "if Christ be not raised, your faith is vain : ye uro 
yct in your sins : then they a160 which are fallen asleep 
in  Christ are PERISHED." 1 Cortli. 15 : 17, 18. There ia 110 
future life for any man, if Christ is not reatored from death 
Such is the clear testimony of the New Testament: all 
turns on the fact, whether Ctll.ist is alive : but he is not 
alive uritcsv God raised him up frolu the dead ; henca 
thcrt? was no living survivnnce of hi8 soul in dcath. 

3. OUR LORD AND THE SADDUCEES. 
The discourse of our Lord with the Sadducees is further 

proof that dead men are uncoascious, and that a future 
life depends on tho resurrection, or re-living from the 
dead. 

JVc would ask very especiaI attention to that part of 
the Evangelical history which records the interview of 
o w  Lord with the Sadducees. Luke xx. This sect wae 
evidently one of very great consideration among the Jews, 
since, notwithstanding the very serious errors which they 

I 

professed, they mcre aufficigntly numerous and influential 
to share tlie dignities of oficc with their rival countrg-mer., 
the Pharisees. With both these sects Clrrist wae at  
issue ; and, therefore, his opposition to the one ib: not to 
be regarded as identifying him with the other. The Sad- 
ducec~ were very prominently opposed by the teaching of 
Cllriet, the grand theme of whose ministry wmi r c ~ u r r ~ ? ~ .  
tian fi+om the dead, a doctrine which this sect eapechllp 
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repudiated. The success of our Iasd'e mission as  a teach- 
er wn3, tticrcfi~rc, 80 much lose of i~~flucnce to them ; and 
in this rcspcct, gain t o  tha t  of thc Phnriaccs. Undcr these 

I 
circumstancca tllcy advcntured t o  pulllicly confront him. 
and imagined thnt tbcy ~hou ld  succeesfully perplex h ~ m ,  
by instancing, what tl~cly supposed, an inaupcrablt! diffi- 
culty in the way of the doctrine in question. 

I t  is not utldeserving our notice that no allusion is 
made by the Sadducees to  a state intcrrnedintc between 
death rind the rcsurrection, to which their objection would 
also have bwn applicnble ; but they proceed from tho 
time of the death of thc woman of semn husband8 to that 
of the rcsurredfvn. It  would eeem thnt, i f  our Lord had 
t augh t  the doctrine of thc cnnscious disembodied soul ex- 
isting in a state intcrmcdirrte between death and the ra- 
nurrection, thcsc philosophico-religious controvcrtists  would 
~ccarccly have traveled over t h i ~  long interval to a future 
event ; it would have been more to their pr~rpose to hava 
inquirrd, " SYhat relation does this woman sustain to tiet 

seven liusbands now 7" There would have bcen no greater 
absnrdity in  this question than that which the? proposed, 
since, if it bc ~Krrned that the soul is the burnan person- 
drity, capnLlc of a. separate cxistcnce, then mlationships 
of somc kind might  be presumed to obtain in the inter- 
mediate state, as likely as in the resurrection. It  would 
have answcred their end eqnnlly wcll, to hare asked the 
gencrnl qucstion, " IVhat relation does sho now eustain to 
theso husbands ?" ns the more specific onc, " Whose &fa 

will she bc in the rsanrreution 7" Thie form of the qneo. 
tion, indeed, would have been the more uaefnl, because it 
mould haw cmbrnced the two obnoxioaa articles of the 
Pharisaic creed, and like a twaedged sword hnve cut both 
way8 at  oncc. The Sadducees not only denied the resur- 
rection, but the Pharisaic phirosophy of the exietence of 
geparate souls. Their silence with eapect to this subject 
of dieembodied existence, in an intermediate state, makes 

it highly probable that whatever thc Phariaeea msy have 
taught, Chrbt's ministry comprehended no euch doctrine. 
Their inquiry is only in reference to tho resurrection- 
they mk-" Therefore, in the mrrec: imt  whose wife of them 
ia she 7" 

And Christ's reply, although it does not formally contra- 
dict the popular doctrine of the caoscioua intermediato \ ' 
state, yet certainly seems to imply that there ie no such 1 
state. " The children of thia world," he say& " marry and 
are given in marriage : but they which sbell be accounted 
worthy to obtain that world, and the resnrrection from the 
dead, neither many nor are given in marriage : neither 
can they die any more : for they are equal unto the 
angcla ; and are the children of God, being the children OF 

I( 
the re.esurrection." &re sre but two states spoken of- 
" the children of t& world," and " they which ahaU tm ac- 
counted worthy to obtain that world." Not the rernote~t 
dlusitm ie made to any other state in which man exisb. 
On the contcary, it is a6rmed of them "which shall be 
acconated worthy to obtain that world, neither can thoy 
die my more." It might be plauaibfy replied that our 
Lord used this word "die" in allmion ta the event of 
deatb, the mere experience of dying ; but it seema more 
nsrturd and more in harmony with the context to snpposo 
that he meant by it the state of death, the whole period 
between dying to " thie world,'? and ariaing in "that 
world" of which he bad previonsly been speaking. And 
the Terg phraees by which the redeemed are designated, 
seem ta exclude any intermediate state of cowcious ex- 
ietence between death and the resurrection. They are 
called in reference to their two atgfRg, " the children of 
this world," and " the children of the reeurrection." 

But farther, having exhibited to them the futility ot 
their enpped  nnanewerable argument against the d m  
trine in queetion, and placed ita possibility befm them 
by tbe annonncement that the new condition of tho futura . 



life will  d i s ~ t ~ n s ~ !  ivith many of the relations and circnrr 
s t a 1 . c ~ ~  of the present, Ire procceds to n~pcal  to theit 
sacrcd books, and tllcir a~kr~otvIcdgcd authority, Mosea, 
in vindication of the doctrino of resurrcction from thc 
dead, " S o w  that the dead arc raised, cvcn 3loscs show- 
cd at tho bush,' when he called the Lord, tbc  God of 
Abraham, and tll'e God of Isaac, and t11e Clod of Jacob. 
For he is not a G o d  of tltc dead but of  the living, far all 
live uuto hirn."TThis nllusiari to thc writings of Mosea, 
;et it be carefully observed, is for this especioI purpoee-- 
to prove to thc Sadduceee the d a i ? d y  of the resurrection. 
Its purpuse is thus formally announced by C l l r i s t "  Sow 
that the dead arev [wiU be] "raised." Ubviously the 
future, according'to 3 common idiom of Isngnagc, is here 
put in the present tense. 1Ve inquire, l ~ o w  docs this a p  
pea1 to the words of Moses prove the disputed doctrine ? 
AIoscs cat!cd the Lord, t h e  God of Abral.hntn, and the God 
of Isaac, and the God af Jacob. But Abraham, and Isaac, 
and Jacob, are $cod ! Ie God the God of the dead 1 Said 
Christ, " Hc is not a God of the  dead, but of the living ; 
for all live unto him." Ilocs this last statement, " all live 
unto Irirll," mean, that Abraham, Itrsac, and Jacob were 
actuaIly ativ$ a3  discmbodicd spirits ? If so, how does it 
prore the point in  debate 1 Christ ie arguing with tho 
abject of proving thc certainty of the rcaurrcction-" Kom 
that the dcad nrd rni~cd," is the position which he under- 
takes to prove. Such an interpretation of his words, 
makes our I,ard7s argument pointless ; i t  tllen contains no 
proof " tha t  thc dcad are raised." Hut tlic argument is 
logical, znd the proof triumphant. As  if our Lord had 
said-True, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob arc &ad, b u t  their 
death is only temposnr?y, tl~cy mill l i t e  u p i n  ; t h i s  brief cew 
sation of their existence is nothing to  Him "who cel!a 
tbosc things which be not a s  though thcy w u r c . ' q l l  Iivo 
unto Gd, whom Elc dceigns slinll lirr, t1iough they live 
noC nola. bbraharn, Isaac, pad Jacob, although dcad, yet 
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live in God's affections and purposes ; and at tho appoinb 
ed time they shall live in Hix actual presence. God wonld 
not be caned " the God of Abraham, and of Isaac, and ok 
J ncob," were they dcad for &tr, as you Sadducees believe - 
" for hc i s  not a God of the dead, but of the living." desna 
Christ, as " the Rcsurrcction and the Life" promised--and 
the Patriarchs are interested in that promise-" lVhos@ 
cvcr livcth and believeth in ma &all not die fur ever ;" be 
shall die for a time, but  not for ever ; he shall rise again. 
Bccausc, therefore, the Patrisrche, Ahmiram, Ismc, and 
Jacob, will live again a t  the resurrection of the just, God, 
the " God of the living," is appropriately called, by Noes, 
thcir Cod. The proof of resnrrection from the dead i~ 
complete and irresistible. The point to be proved, " Now 
that ti'u ddad arc ratsad," ie triumphantly reached. " Then 
certain of the Scribes anawering said, Master, thou hsst 
well snid." 

1 Tliie grand argument, howcver, invol~es  much more 
than is at first apparent. It nffirms, by implication, that 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob are dead: that they are +to: 

now 'in posseesion of conscicns life. Our Lord'a argument 
demands this suppoeition ; it is an essential step u p u  
which he rises to hie consummate proof of the resnrrecti~n 
of the dead. Where, then, is the Great Teacher's recop 
nirion of tlie doctrine of the disembotlied apirit, and t11e 

, intermediate stato of cohsciousness of the dead? Tltjs 
one instruction, the  moro va lu~ble  on account of ih argu- 
mentative form, and proceeding from him who has " thr 
keys of hados and nf death,'"$ fiuficient alone to scare 
away thc hamnn traditions against which w e  cantend. 
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C H A P T E R  TV. 

As the  fact^ of revival From the dead, under the minis, 
try of Christ and his apostles, are adverse to the idea of 

l 
a survival in conecioua existence, during the perid of 
death, of a disembodied entity-and as tho teaching of 
Christ, in his controversy with the Sadducees, ie equally 
oppnscd to such doctrine, so are ell the p r m k  of s 
futurc life, given by Christ and his apostles. l%ey do 
not use thc language RO prevalent in the current theology 
-such as, " going to heaven at death "-" Christ cornea 

I 
at death '-" death is the  gate to endlees joy "-" he has 
joined the happy spirits in the preaence of God "-" he im 
now walking the street8 of the Kew Jerntlalem "-" he 
has gone home to heaven "-" be knows more than all t$e 
world''-" the i m ~ o r t a l  soul took ita flight to realms of 
glory," &c. Nn wish language did Christ or his apo~tlea 
ever utter. 

rar R E B C R R E ~ O W ,  OR TRJLHSLITTOH THE ONLY EUPB 01 

FUTORE LIFE. 

Our Lord" teaching is summed up in the dxtb cbaptcr 
of Jahn, in plain language, on thia aubject. He holda rrp 

no hope to  hi^ followers of an immetliate entrance into 
the b l i s  of G futnre life nt deqth ; bnt hs d w  promise 
them in the most empE~atIc and unequivocal Iangaege, 
that if any man believe on the Sqn, " 1 will raise him up 
d the lar) day." 30 full waR bia testimony on thie point, 

that ho four tirne~ uses these identical worda in that one 
chapter, at the same timc, declaring, that ihoaa who 
believa not on him, "have nu fife in them. Ee proclaims 
himself ae " the resurrection and the life :* thus pointhg 
his followere to a reliving from the dead as tboir only 
hope of a future life. He never once speaks of their 
" sanle" as conaciona while they are dead, or aa in posc 
session of heavenly blies while death holde dominion aver 
them. We do not say but that She sdvocates of the com- 
mon theory may hffa such doctrine from soma exprce- 
siona ; but wo do aay, that our ZorR never taught such 
doctrine in the plain and unmistakable language which 
its advocatea employ to express their idem of the mat- 
ter. 

Not one ~olitrrry text can be found where Jesn~l pro- 
mised hie followers that they sbould g.s to heaven atr 
death, or to any other place of ctinscious delight. Even 
the cage of tho dying thief will be found, on examinw 
tion, to aBocd no such promise. A prambe ie eaeential to 
build hope upon. Without it, the msnmption of poesese- 
ing nnrnerited bIessinge is the height of preanmpEiou, 
and a most nawarrantablo encroachment on the gift8 rrf 
God. 

Bet J e m  doee give his friends great and preciom p m  
misea : mch as, '"ou shalt be recompensed at the m r -  
~cdiorc of the just?' Luke 14 : 14. " I will raise him up 
at the laet daysn John 6 : 39, 40,44, 54. " When zho Son 
of Man ahall sit upon tha throne of hie glory " * * * 
"every one that hath formken houses," &c., "for my 
name's sake, tsha11 receive an hundred fold, and shall 
inherit everlasting life? Math, 19 : 28, 99. When aha11 
Christ "sit upon the throne of hia glory P Sx Math. 
95 : 31, "When the Son of Man shall come in hi8 glnrg, 
and all the holy angele with him, TEEN ehall he sit upon 
the throne of his glory." Then it je, he c r o n e  him fol- 
lowew with life eternal, ahd not at death. Mark maith, 
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' Iu the world to m l e  eternal life :" and Jesus said to  tho 
Sadducees, Luke 20, "Thcy which st,311 be accounted 1 n-orthg tn obtain that world, [hi], mu thc rcsurrcctlon 
fi-clm the dead," bc. It is bg a resurrection from the dead 1 
tE~at mcn attain thc world to come, and not by dying. A 
future life depends on thc unluosing of the grasp uf death 
-the unlocking its doors. By tlie resurrection of Jcsua 
hc obtained '' the  krys of hades and dcath ;" and " a t  tho 
last day" s i l l  use tlloso k c y ~  to open " the prison," and 
bring out those who arc i~lelnbcrs of his mrsticnl body, 
the Church. T~IESC grcnt and glorious promises forbid 
the idea of a state of conscious bliss in  death ; that  state 
is one of imprisonment--of darkness-f the dissolution 
of being. 'l'hc rcsurrcctiotl brings thc release-the light 
of life-the rcijrgallization of beag ; made spiritua!, 
immortal, deatllless : death shall have no more domillion 
ovcr tl~crn. 

That t11c ricw v:c take of our Lord's tenching is the 
true orkc, KC fhiuk, ib fuI1y cvnfirmed by the ministry of 
the apostl~s. Pirst'l'Llcrc is an  nbscnce of such phr* 
ecology ns tltc common theology cmploya, such as mo have 
t-t~fc~-rcd to in  uur first paragraph of this chaptcr. Second 
-'l'lic~. rrerywl~crc, and on all occasions, makc thc  resur- 
rectim ut' the dead to bc the hope of futurc l i f~ .  Thus : 
1':~ul saith, " Of the hope and resurrection of tFle dead 1 
nrn called in question ;" Acts 23 : 6. 1Pe surely was not 
callc-d i n  qucs t~on  about a liopc of " going to  hsarcn at  
death.'' lfc must 11at.e becn calletl i n  qucstion for t h n t  
wllic-h hc prcnclicd ; and he  tells us what i t  mas. " xom 1 
1 stand and am judged for the WOF THE P R O ~ S E  made oi 
God unto our fathers :" * * * "for which hope'a sake, I 
a m  nccuscrl of the  Jews. JVhy should i t  be thrrught 3 
thing iricrcdiblc with you that God should RA-.SE THE 

DEAD ?" Acts 26 : 6-8. 30 hint or intimation of griing t w  
hcarcn at death : but hc looks to the rererssl of desth by 
& rt?vival in to  life : such mas  t5c promirre to the fn'hrr~,  

Iho fuE1lmcnt of whicll promise, Jeans was tLa fare me^ 
and first fruit. 

The apostle, true to his preaching, makes equally pro 
minent, iu his epistles, the hope of the future life to be by 
the re-living from thc dead, so that, "if Christ bo not 
riscn, faith ie vain ; yc are yet in your  ins : then they 
aIso that are fallen asleep in Christ ARE PERISHED? 1 Cortli. 
15 : 11, 18- In this chapter, throughout, the npostlo 
clearly tcacllcs, that if there be no resurrection of the 
dead, t1lerl there is no future life. JVhoever candidly and 
impartially cxamincs it, particularly thc 11th and 18th 
vcrsca, i n  connection with tbc 32d, it seems to us, cannot 
fail to  scc that Paul looked to thc resurrection as his only 
hope of o future life. Saith he-" If sftcr the manner of 
men I have fougllt with beasts at Ephcsus, what advan- 
tageth it me, if' the dead rise not 7 Let us eat and drink, 
for to-morrow we die." 

Tl~ia language shows clcnrly, that if there is no rcsur- 
rection, dcath is fiual, leaving man without any hope of 
future life : and he inquires, with awful emphasis, what 
use tlicre ~ v a s  in his haying exposed his life for the cause 
af Chtist, by hazarding it in a fight with beasts, i f  there 
is no rcsurrection ? Surely, this question loses much, if 
not all i ts  fi~rcc, if I'aul nt the same time held, that so 
soon as the ~ v i l d  beasts Jlad killed him, he wouId immedi- 
atcly have gone to s laud of lire and glory in conscious 
enjoyment. On tlic contrary, he does ~tate his csse as 
hopeless fur the future, if there be no reaurrcction ; and 
adviscs, if such be the cnsc, to make the bcst of this life, 
by cnting and drinking for pleasure, " for bmorrow we 
die "-cease from life, and are no more forever. Such 
langungc, wc jadgc, cannot possibly be harmonized with 
the theological teaching of an immediate admission to 
heaven at death. These views of Paul will be further 
confirmed when WC come to  examine those expreseions in 
his epistles which nse relied on to sappart the papular 
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/ theory ; not one of which, however, can be produced that 
corresponds, in plain words, with the theotogical aesnmp ' tiona of an immortal soul that survives in consciousnese 
when the man is dead. Paul waa no teacher of a ~ d - s o r -  
vivance in 11fe and canecioneness when mortality termin- *. ates i n  corruption ; but he pointed to the " lasf trumpn as 
the time when "victaryn over death ia attained, and '"hia 
mortal shall put on immortality." See L Cnrth. 15 : 58-54, 
arid 1 Thces. 4 : 15-11. Till that period, the apostle 
teaches, "the dead in Chr i~ t"  a& " asleep ?' and that then 
it  is they shall awake ; or, " the dead in Christ shall risen 
ilrm : and hc gives no note of comfort to survfvura, that - 
the dead ones are in any other ~ t a t e  or place than that of 
death, till Christ's return " from beaven, with the trump 
of God." 

In harmony with Pad, Peter pointe to the resurrection 
anrl the revelation of Chri~t as the hope for the dead in 
Christ. "BIessed be the God and Father of our Lord 
Jesua Christ, which, according ta His abundant mercy, 
hath begotten as ngain to 8 lively hope by tk 7tttcrrOdh 

of derus ~ h i i a t  from the dead, to an inheritance inconup 
tible ;" * * * " salvation [Syriac, lve] " ready ta be 
revealed in the last time." * * * " That the trial of 
10ur faith, being much more precious than gold that per- 
isheth, though it be tried with fire, might be fonnd anta 
praise and honor and glory d the appcarimg of Jcsnn 
Christ." * * * " Wherefore gird up the loine uf your 
mind, be sober, and hope unto the end for the grace that 
~w to be brought unto you at the revelation of Jesus 
Chriet." 1 Pet. 1 : 3-13. What Peter mean8 by the 
appearing and revelation of Jesos Christ is not to be  mi^ 
raken, ae hc has apoken clearly on thia paint, Acts 3 : 19 
-when he said, "When the timea of refreshing shall 
come from the presence of the Lord ; and ile shall s ~ h - n  

Jcs~ur Christ, which wan before preached unto you : 

whom the heevens must RECEIVE USTIL the times of restitrt. 
tion," k c .  

1. It  is the return of ~ e a u s  from beaven that Peter calls 
attention to, and not of a soul disembodied, going to 
heaven at death. Such an utterance Peter never ma Ie. 
KO : so far from i t  is he, that he paints believers to the 
'" new heavens and new earth: when the present ie '"is- 
solved," as the " promisen of God to which we are to 
" look,n nnd not to death, or any other state or place. 
Slrange that thia apostle ehonld so entircly overlmk, and 
take no notice oE a dimmbodied date of blise, for an 
immortal em?, had he believed snch a doctrins. He 
passes direct13 from thie present atate, or life, to the 
peliod of " tbe day of the hrd," and the 'Wtitntion " of 
that day ; leading us to " HIS promise," which is not of a 

I p l w  in heaven at death, but to the '5ncumptible inheri- 

i tauce in %be " new heavens and new earth." Bow unlike 
I be modern theology. 
W e  rnigbt greatly enlarge on the New Tolitamat testi- 

mony, relative to the resurrection, and the importance 
rtttwhed to that doctrim ; and the fact that Christ and 
bie spostlea never epeak d an "immortal sod," or an 
"undying eoul," or of any son1 or spirit of men that eur- 
vivee in a condons state in death. A ~trange omi8eionl 
h-nly, if the popdlar notion on the subject ia true. In 
t11w  day^ of theblogical specnIation and " orthodoxy "- 
as it ia claimed-the language employed in the palpit 
and elss.whre, on the Bnbject of the state of dead men, im 

I full of Jnet such eqreesione as are never fonnd in the 
Bible ; sod' map justly be styled, " the dwtrinea and cum 

1 man- n m;-*-, and n3t impimtiok 
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m?I IN DEATB. I 
IVE t rust  it has been made plain, that the teaching of 

Christ and his apostles does not harmonize with the md- 
ern theology relating to man's state in death. They 
taught the resurrection, or a translation, pa the hope for o 
future life. Thcy never speak of an "immortal'' or " un- 
dying soul ;" nor G! " going to heaven at death." Ro t  
one such utterance did they ever make, in the unmistaka- 
ble language employed by the advocates of thnt theoq.  I 
.' This world," and " ihat world, even the resurrection from 
the  dcad," is tllc testimony of Jesue. Two worlds, or l ip  
tng states for man, is a11 our Lord speaks of for the en- 
couragement of h i s  follawera ; and it  is all that  his apoe- 
tles ever proclaimed to encourage hopc, and comfort the 
livicg " cunccrningm the dead, or those '"which arc m b . "  
This total absctlcc, hy Christ and his apostles,. of such 
lang~~agc  as is iu constant use in modern theology, is, to 
our I I I ~ I L ~ ,  demonstration that such theology, on the state 
of the rlcad, is  3 corruption of primitive Christianity ; an 
~lr~wnrrtintalhc adding to  the impired testimony. These 
addi tiona, Iiuwcvcr, ricvcr would have occurred had not 
thealo~iarhs grafted thc fable of an immortal s a d  on Chrim 
tianit?, withuut tile least authority from inspiration. It 
'is this tjundation corruption of the truth of God thaS has 
Icd io a11 the othcrs, Had i t  not bcen for this assump 
tion of an immortal so,il, na one woulli ever have thowllt 
of death a3 anything but death-cessation of life ; and, of 
course, of all consciousncs~. But with the nssiitned im- 

I 
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rnol tality of an iuwnrd entity, that cannot die, anything 
I~nr~cver indefinite, tha t  seems to intimate s state of con 
ficiousness in death, is laid hold of to support that theory ; 
nnd the ploiva a d  podire testimony of the contrary fact ia 
~nadc  to  give may to mere inferences. 

I\-c shall not stop llcre to disprove man's inberoat im- 
~nortality ; that has been done in la STORRS' SLX SERMONS," 
and in his " Itcview of Prof. Postjs on that qneetion ; to 
which the rcadcr is requested to refer ; we only say now 
-There is not one text in all thc Bible that  saitb, mall is 
immortal,.or tha t  he hath an immortal soul. That fact is 
~c t t l cd ,  and as undeniable as any truth in the universe. 
IT~nrc, me come tO thc examination of thc t cx ts  relied on 
For proof of a COT~SC~OUS ~ u r v i ~ a l  ill death, with the nssu- 
rnncc tllnt n-hat'c~cr tlrose texts mcan, thcy do not mean 
thnt dead tncn arc alive, as are in living consciousness. A 
futiirdifc only rcsal ts from rcsnrrectian, or tranelation ''that 
he should not see deat11.j' Tlms, " by faith Enoch waa 
translated that  he st~onld not sce death :" Hcb. 11 : 5. But 
how or what rlid Enoch gain if hc would have becn juet 
as surely carried dircctly " to heaven al! dealb?" Wherein 
is it so great and peculiar b favor to bc translated, and 
I' not see death ," if, aftcr all, lic would havc been alive. 
and in the prescncc of God, just as rca1ly though he had 
died 1 

1 y i 1 ~  did Faul "dcsirc to depart, and to be with Christ" 
by a trnns/ots/,s, if Ile could just as well have been with him 

i i  ? 1 1 i  : 23. Wa are aware, we hive touched 
3 tcndcr spot. in  the theology of our opponents by this 
rcftlrcncc! to Paul '~  h i r e .  Thcy construe Paulla tangungo 
into 3 desirc t o  die, that his sad might bc wit11 Christ 
l3at such a construction is without a s h d o w  of proof ; for 
Grst, Paul saith not a ~ ~ r i l  about "his  ~ o ~ i l , "  1101. an) 
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other man's soul or spirit in tbe entire epistle. Secortd, 
he speak8 of  death in the next chapter as a calamity, a~td 
sap, " Epaphroditus waa sick nigh nnto death ; but God 
had mcy on him," and restored him to health. IIad Paul 
believed Epaphroditus, had he died, would have been 
" mith Christ, which is far bettor" than being here, how 
could he say, "God had my on Aimn in keeping him from 
dying when be waa "nigh unto death ?" Did Paul think 
it wouId be " far bette'rN for hirn~elf to dic than to  live, 
and just the rcverue fw Epaphroditus? Strange logic 
that I Pnul's " desire to dcpnrt " was manifestly a de~iro 
for a translation, after thc example of Enach, so as  " not to 
eee death." I t  was a " desire'' perfectly innocent in itself, 
but which he knew would not be likely to be granted him, 
aa the whole conltect.ion shows ; for in the third chapter 
ne points the Phil$pinns to his death and resurrectinn ; 
aaying, " Being made conformable unto his (Christ's) 
death ; if by any means I might a t t i n  nnto the rcsurree 
tion of the dead :" versea 10, 11.  Thua it is manifest that 
he did expect to die ; and hence, though he derired a trane 
Intion, he did not q u d  one ; nor did he expect to be with 
Christ till " the reaurrection of the dead ;" for he saith in 
the same chapter-" Our conversation is in beaven ; mow 
w k  also we look for the Saviour, the Lord Jesns Chriat : 
who shall dtange our vile body, that it may be fashioned 
like unto his  glnrioua body." Il'o hint of expecting Christ 
to " come s t  death," when the " viIe body" goes to corrup 
tion. 

Thus we see, that though Paul &red a tmnslation- 
which would be " far bettern than either " to live in the 
flesh" or " to dienZyet he did undershpd that hc would 
die ; and he labored nnd suffered, " if by any means" 110 

" might nttnin unto the resurrection of the dead," which 
Ile taug l~ t  would be when Christ  sha:l come from heaven.; 
for, saith he to the Tl~essalonicns, " The Lord himself shall 
descend frum licaccn with a sLout, with thr voice of tho 

I nrcbnnget, nnd with the trump of Gad: and the Ad i a  
Chrisf s n a ~ ~  ~ l s a , ~  &c. 

1 Such language is not to be misunderstood, mistaken, 
nor pcrverttrd to accommodate the theology d na irnrnor- 
tal soul, that ie never named in all the Bible ; and con- 
ccrning which, the apostle never utter8 a word. The com- 
mon construction put n p n  the apoette's language, of " de- 
wire to depart and be with Chriat," ia a simple pervemion 
of it, and ia contmdioted by the entire epistle, as well as 
by all hie teaching concarning the resurrection, which we 
have previously conaidered. 

Thue we have disposed of the fitat text of oar oppnents, 
from which they infer the conacionsness of the dead, and 
find it avails them nothing, but when takan with the con. 
text, and entire argument of Paul, is etrongly confirma- 
tory that the only h o p  of a future life i8 by re~nrrection 
or translation. 

If it still be urged that Paul said, " to die is gain :" we 
reply, to die might be gain to ona who had "Eve times 

, received forty stripes save one," who,had been " beaten 
mith rods, sbned,  thrice suffered shipwreck, in jomeyinge 
nften, in perils of water, in perile of robbers, in periIs by 
his own countrymen, in peril& by the heathen, in perih in 

t the city, in perils in the wilderneae, in perile in tbe aea, 
in perils among falea brethren ; in wearinees and painful- 
neas, in  watching8 obn, in hunger and thirst, in faatinp 

I 

ofkri, in cold and nakednew," besides namborless other 
trials ; "to die" might be "gainn to anch an one, even 

I th,:.c,-3 m undisturbed "sleep," in unconscionsneee till the 
remnection. A mi~iater  in these days, with " $5,000 eal. 
a q , ?  a comfortable home, and called of men Rubbi. or 
" Doctor of Divinity," might not see how it would be gain 
 to die, unless he was going at once to hesven ; and it may 

I 
Y be doubted if he would think cven that gain enough to make 
I 
I 

him in e "strait" to d i m s  any phypician might testify 

I a h o  attends him when ill-bat Paul% " sa2argv wae a very 
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different matter ; arld hc might ttlink i t  gain to die, and 
rest ti!! the rrsrirrcctian ; though h e  might "desire," by 3 
translation, " to depart and be with Christ, which" wouid 
be far better" tllnn either " to live" or " ddic." Such might 
llarc becn his view of the matter. 

To take thc common view of Psul'a discourse, hcrc, is 
to make him say, in one breath, that ho Amw not what to 
" choose"-tc: livc or to die-and in the next, to declaro 
he was in a great strait tm die : i. em be did very much 
choose rather to dio than live I Can any rational man 
suppose PauI would talk ih such a contradictory strain ? 
5etmcen life 311J desth, as a mearls of " gaiu" to Christ 
and hid  cnusc, I'nul said, I' "I-hat I shall cl-roosc I know 
not :" but t h c r ~  ITZS another thing lie did greatly desire, 
and choose, if it mere cur~sistcnt fur  his Master t o  grant  it, 
viz : by a translation " to dcprrrt and bc with Christ," so 
that IIL' \vo111d ncitllcr livc 11cl.r, in this mortal " Bcs11," nor 
" die.'' This Paul did choose ; at the same timc, he ric 
clascs t h a t  11e was aware that he should " abide and con- 
tinue" as lie  as, i n  tllia prcscnt statc, fur thc benefit of 
the church. 

l'hc view we Ilnvc taken i~ further confirmed by Paul's 
language to the Corinthians, where hc says-" Wc which 
live arc ;11waj-Y delivcrcd unto dcath for Jesus' sakc, that 
THE LIFE of Jesus might bc made manifest in our voR-raL 
FLESA-knowing that He which RAISED CP tho Lard Jesus 
shall RAISE c p  us ALSO by Jesus," kc. 2 Corth. 4 : 11, 14. 
It is the cl~ange of mortality to immortality that Paul 
cvcrywherc speaks bf, nnd l o o h  for ; to taka place cithcr 
by rcsurrcction or trancjlotion, and not a soul, disembodictl, 
in bliss anywhere. 

The next tcxt which is resorted to to sustain a discm- 
bcdied canscionsness, is Paul's language, 2 Cora. 5 : 1-8. 
" T11ercfore wc arc always confident, knowing that whilst 
we are at harnc in the body, we are absent from tbo Zod. 
We are confident, I say, and willing rather to be absent 

( from the body and present with thc Lard." It is leadily 
allowed that this passage seems ta teach the doctrine of 
the soul's separate state, and immedi* felicity in that 
statc. Bat this appurtnJ instruction is. to be attributed to 
the fact that such doctrines are so generally taugl~t and 
accredited. Holding the traditional belicf that the soul 

'of n-tan is his personality, and ia capable of existing, inde 
prndently of the body, i t  is natural to put such a construe 
tion upon this text as that which commonly obtaine. But 
we cannot think that thd  believers in Corinth, who had 
read and wnderatood the Apostleye first epietle, could have 
so interpreted his meaning. Such nn interpretation mould 
11are bccn in direct contradiction to the very clear and 
cogent ruasoning contained in the 15th chapter of their 
first cpistlc. T,et tl~e tcxt under consideration be taken, 
not as is genesally the practice, a p r t  fm, but in connee 
tion with, its cotltcxt. The chapter contains, in its fimt 
lialf, a profession of tho believer's faith in hi8 survivance 
of his mortality. The imagery-for the language is obvi- 
o~rsly figurative-ie that of an "eartlily home of thie tab- 
crnack," which is condemned to be "diseolved," and 
which ma8 the Apostle'e appropriate image to dcscribe , 

the mortality of tho creatnce mm. Man, the one compound 1 
being, is compared to an "earthly honse" or "tabernacle," , 
which will be "dissolved." Nothing is hero said, nor im- 
plied, about an irnnwdal, and essentially pc~~ l lmn t  part of 
man ; which, in its own nature, ia independent of thie 
general and complete dissolution ; which is most snap 

I 

I countable, aa on the popular snpposition thier immortal 
part is the haman pemonality. The believer is here taught, 
that h himelf ,  in hi8 one totality-not a part of himeelf- 
must be "diasolvd." But he h o w 6  that if, like an 
" carthly house," he mnet crnrnbIe in diasolution, he will . 
be rcatored again in the beauty and durability of a " build- 
ing of God, a house not made with hand8," and which ia 
mot imprcescd with mortality ; hat one that is "eternal in  



the heavens." Here the two statecl of the believefa erist  
ence arc described by an "earthly house" or " tabernacle,* 
wbich must dissolve, and " a building of God, s liollJG &r- 
d in the heavens?' Paul ie undoubtedly speaking of the 
two bodies to which he alludes in the 15th chapter of his 
first epistle-" there is a M-Lurd M y ,  and there is a spird- 
d body ,-" and hence he says, in the' second verse, " for in 
thia we groan, earnestly desiring to bc clothed npon with 
our honee, which ia from heaven. For we that aro in this 
tabernaclcR-[dwelling as mortal creatureal-" do p a n ,  
being burdened, not fur that we would be nnc1olhed"- 
[we desire not to die]-" but clothed uponn-[with onr 
eternal house from hearen]-" that mrtaldy may be swal- 
lowed up of lift" " Therefore, we are always confident ;" 
for we know tbat if, on the one hand, aa mortal beings wo 
muet dissolve in death-n the other hand, ai beings upon 
whom God has conferred for Christ% sake, and through 
him, the gift of immortality, we shall, when we are raised 
from the dead and rewive our opiritual natures, live again 
as immortal beings @' eternal in the heavens." " W o  are 
always confidentn of this, and know " that whilst we are 
at home in the bodyn-whilst, tbat h, wc are existing as 
earthly bbernaclee, mortal and perishable, " we are absent 
from the Lord," with whom we cannot be until we have 
put off our mortality, and aasume our irnmartnlity ; wbich 
will be when we am m i d  from tbe dead in our " spiritual 
body"-our "building of GodW+ur " housen which is 
" eternal in the heavens." " Wa are confident," I say, of 
so glorioun a recreation in Chriat Jesus awaiting us ; and 
are, therefore, " willing rather to be absent from the body,w 
that is, from out " natural body"--our present mortal and 
corruptible nature, which separate8 ue from tho Lord- 
and to be posaeased of our " spiritual body :' our new, i b  
corruptible nature, in order " that we may be p r w n t  witb 
the Lord," which cannot be nntil tile resurrection, when 
'mortality ehall be amallowed up of life." 

i 
The Apostle desired to " bs " present with the Lord, not 

as s dieembodied mu1, for he 883-8, "not for h a t  we would 
Lc d L 8 o d  and hence, in harmony with this deeire, he 
says, " in ths r e  groan barnestly, desiring to be clothed 
upon with our houae which io from heaven ;" and, there- 
fore, since thia " dothing npon," or re-creation of the 
human nature, cannot take place until the resurrection, 
" when this corruptible shall have put on incorruption, 

I and this mortal shall have put on irnmortalityn-&a 
desire to '% absent from the bod! and to be present 
with the Lord " cannot be gratified, and he evidently did 
not cxpcct it, from hia rerteoning, until the dead in Christ 
allall rise. 

So iar, then, from inculcating the doctrine, that at death 
the soul of the believer is present with the hrd ,  thia text 
forms part of an important p a a g e  in the Apmtleqa 
w r i t i ~ a ,  in which he erhibih an utter d i a ~ g a r d  of snoh 
s doctrine, and declares that his own earnee$ longing wae 
for the day of resurrection ; when, b i n g  " absent from 
the body "-having p-d for ever with hi8 mortality, Be 
should posse- hia new, immorbl natore, in which be 
should behold and bc forever " prcsent with the LordR 

We lcavc, then, the teacher of the popular doctrine, to 
explain this remarkable fact, that here, ae in tbe two 
places which we have previously considered, the Apostle 
Paul Bays nothing of the bliaaful interval between death 
and reeurrection-expresses no desire- in reference to this 
interval ; but ae if impatient of it, be groana and earn 
c d y  desires to be " clothed upcn " with his la how0 not 
made with handa, eternal in the heavens." The conclusion 
is unavoidable, that the Apostle Paul knew of no such 
state of intermediate blesscdnese for tho soul ; the cop 
summation of his wishes is thus exyreseed-"if by any 
means I might attain unto the resurlrrectim of the dead.# 
Philip. 3 : 11. 

Some, in tbeir determination not to yield this, tha 



13 THE WATCH TOTER : 

citndel of their favorite dogma, endeavor to  make some 
thing plausible of it, by'what is Yermed rl"ding a m e b  
phor to death. The figurative expressions, " clothed 
upon," and " at home in," and " absent from the body," i t  
is alleged, " must signify somttAing d d i n d  from the clofAing 
and the body. That which ia ' clothed upon,' and which 
ia ' at home iil or absent from ttlc body,? iis the immortal 
soul." X'om this looks very specious ; but admit it,  fur 
the sake of argument, and it is obrjons what a strange 
and unmeaning confusion of language the mholc of this 
part, of the chaptcr cshibils. Paul sets out mith express 
h g  the strong confidence which he, and believers gencr 
ally had in their triumph over mortality whcn they should 
receive thdr  " building of God,"-their " spiritual body,# 
which hc !lad showrr, in his firat epiatle, mil1 be bcstowcd 
at the resurrection. Groaning under the burden of a 
present mortality, hc earneatly desiree that thc time may 
Boon arrive whcn, possessed of his "  pir ritual body," 
'< mortality shall be smdlowed up of life." Enti1 this 
clcthing upon-that is, until the resurrcct ioni t  ia oh- 
vious that mortaIity reigns-it is not " swalIowed up of 
life." 13ut hnw does t h i a  instruction of Paul's agree with 
the popnlar belief that the immortal soul at death escapee 
frorn its prisun-house of clay, and that at this mamcnt- 

"Them in a l a d  of pnra dsllght, 
Where mlau lmmoml nlgu'l 

The Apostle is evidently at varianco with the modem 
theology on thie point, when he teaches, h a t  not until we 
are ' I  created in Christ Jesusv-inveated with our 
" spiritual body "-" clotbed upon " by our " bniIding of 
God v-thc grand result ia. accomplished, mortality ia 
swallowed up of life. 

Beaidea, on the suppaition %bat the being *' absent from 
tha body ,I and ** present with the Lord:? refcra to the 
immortal soul leaving its wrporenl abode and mainding 

I to Cd, hotv, wc ask, docs this statcmcnt fallow as an 
inf~rence from what lllc Apostlc had been previously dis- 
cours in~  upon? TJ'Iiy docs he preface it by a term ~rl~ich 
shows that It stands conncctcd mi th thc foregoing obser- 
vat ion~ as a conscquencc, nnd asy-" Tlrcrcfi~e, me aro 
always cocliJcntIn kc. ? Tlic substance of Paul's state- 
ment is, that 11c carncst1)- dcsircd thc arrival of rcsurwc- 
tion, t t ~ a L  Iic mizht  bc posscsscd of his spiritual and irnmor- 
ta1 nature. IYhut Iogical conncction is tIicrc bctmeen 
this enlpllatic clcsi~c, and tllc stakrnent that, ~ I l c n  he 
dicd, his dissmlodicd sou1 nsccnded to the presence of 
God 1 According tn tlw cs;ositior~ givcn nbove, the con- 
cc~t ion is ollvfous and ilatural ; but sucll an exposition 
of thc passogc, thc only possible one, as  it appears to ns. 
gives a mast decided contradiction to the doctrine which 
is so fondly and fu'rtivcly reared upon it. 

Bat f u r t k r ,  if w are to llndcrstaud that npparcnt 
something which is to ba clothed upon to he thc spiritual 
nature, or soul, then the Apostlc pIainly svowa that he 
had .no desire for this intermediate state ; for 110 says, 
" '1Lt fur that we wouId ba zln&fAul." Even with t h i ~  
gloss, his Tonging is for tho " redemption of the body" at 
iesurrcctlon. Let it be noted, that according to this ex. 
position, Paul docs not pass over i n  eilcncc tllc popular 
notion of nn intermediate statc of bliss, as in the true cx- 
position of the passage, as givcn nbove, he is made to 
rrfErm that ho would rather not participate in it  ; hc does 
not desiro discmbodicd bliss-" Not that we wot11d bc 
unclothed, but clothed upon, that mortality might bo 
swallowed up of life!' 

Once marc, if i t  be affirmed that the imagery of being 
"clothcd upon," reprc~enta tho popular notion of the 
soul ns somctlling within, which is " clothcd upon '' 
with ita " onrthly houac," or " building of God," then 
consistency demands that thc doctrine of tile soul's 
incorruptibility and immorhli ty bo forthwith discardd 

0 
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fionl the ortliodox be:icf; for i t  is written-" Thit wrtup 
tiLlc must put w, incorruption, and this mortal must rut ou 
i~nrnortality." 1 Cor. xv. This sorncthi~sg within-the soul, 

nrust put un incorrsrplinn and immortality, and is d d f  callcd 
" f i~is  corrtlplible, and [his morlnl," " So mlien this corrupli- 
blc shall 11~lrc put 011 incorruption, and this n~ortal ~113I1 

11avc p l ~ t  on iinmortalit~*, the11 ~11311 be brullgllt to  par-s 
the sayi11g that is written-Death is s m ~ l l u w c d  up ill 

victory!' 
Tbc attempt to cvadc thc proper meaning of t l ~ c  Apas  

tle's language, does but inrulre thc Jisconrcrtcd polernio 
in grtntcr pcsplcsities, and in the end, lcad to hie being 
entangled and taken in  his own net. Candur must com- 
pl thc nckno~~~ledgment ,  that the very prcvnlcnt custom 
of quot i t~g  this teat  of Paul% for thc purposc of tcacl~irhg 
that hc cspcctcd to bc with Cllrist irnrncdiatcly at dcath, 
is most uuwarrantablc ; a very gross and mischicrous 
pcrvcrsivn uf Iiis mea~l i  ng. 

That t l~e  S e w  Tcstamcrlt docs not clcarly teach a can- 
ecious stntc for what is thcolngicnlly called " the s o d  "- 
or s disemtodicd l iving ~ t a t ~  for man-in death, is, to our 
mirid, a fact which carmot be denied : nut onc psilire text 
can bc prodllced ia support of ~ u c h  a tlreory. 9 0 r  can it 
with truth be prctendcd that such doctrine is any where 
taugE1E in t l ~ e  Uiblc in the plain language uscd in teach- 
ing  otllcr important doctrinca, such as-Christ died for 
our sins-the rosurrcction of the cEcnd saints-the ncm 
birth-repe~lrancc-faith, &c. If the theory of a consciors 
l iving existence in death bc true, we havc a right to Icclk 
tha t  it shall be distinctly and explicitly taught in tl~r! Yew 
Tustamc~it, and not lie left t o  i~rfermce. I t  should 5 ~ .  es- 
l~ibited rnorc distinctly than citlkcr of the othcr doc,trinrs 
n-c h n ~ e  named, berausc :lio Old Tcstnment is ~ q l i c i t  
that " there is no hnozrledgc in shm?," kc. 'rllicre is tho 
tcstilnony of Christ or his apostles that plainly mntrd-/~ncR 
the inspired testimony of the previous dispensatioh O Wo 

answer, It  cannot be produced-it irr na wbere written 
il~st man's s d  g o e ~  to heaven at death, or to any other 
place in l i v ing  conscionsne~. Till such testimony can bn 
produced wc reject the theory ns subversive of the truth, 
and the whole gospel economy of Iifc-after death-nly 
by a rcsurr~ction, or being made alive from the dead, " at 
the last day." 

l y e  havc, however, not only, as we believe, prorcd the 
dend are unconscious, and that there is not one paitive 
text opposing this view, 'but we have undertaken to show 
that those tests relied on, to prove their consciousness, 
are cupallt? of an interpretation in harmony with the posi- 
tivc testimony we havc adduced in support of their un- 
consciousness. W e  have already examined PhiI. 1 : 23, 
and 2 Corth. 5 : 1-10, and shall go on with other tcxta 
from which inferenms arc drawn to Eavar the common 
theory. 

2 Corth. 13 : 2-5 is urged 38 proof of a smd that doem 
r.onsciousIy survive when man is dead, or that can livo 
when the body ia dead. Xow, not onc ward is said in the 
passage about " a ~oul," at all. Paul aaith-" I knew a 

I man" * * * "whether in the body, or out of the 
body,I cannot tell'" * * *%snchsmamV * * * 
"was 'caught up into paradise" * * * "the third 
heaven," &c. Not a word dws ho utter about a sod thus 
caught up ; and if this description of Paul ia proof, that a 
man mag be conscious when dcad, then it equally proves 
that a man when dead doea not know whether he is dead 
or alive ; for this man did not hiow whether hc was in thc 
body ur  out. Did Pan1 mean to be nnderatmd that this 

, man, of whom he speake, did no{ know whether he was 

4 
delm or alive ! Con a man be dend and not know it, if he 
is conscious ? Pan1 docs hcre ssaert that if thia man waa 
ont of the body, he did not knuw i t  ; so that if r man ia 
consqiou~ when dcad, he will not know hc ia dead, so far 1 r H  hi. text proves anything in that direction : then what 

1 



bccomes of the notion tha t  'I dcsd men know more than all 
the world ;" fur any person l iv ing  can tell that  a man is 
dead whcn hc sets h ~ r n  in death ; but  the dend man, i t  
conscious, is so ignornrlt hc cannot tell whether he is dead 
or alive I a t  Icast, hc will not knom that  his body is dcad, 
for Paul did not know this man was out of the buds, if hc 
mas : " I cannot tell," said hc. If Paul had said, he did 
not knom whether thc man wae dead or alive, it might 
havc givcn some plausibility to the theory t l~a t  dead men 
are alive ; yet cven then ,  it u~ould shorn dend men mere 
very ignorant ; but he simply says, some man was  " caught 
up," he could not tell how ; but h e  kncw that man war 
alire; yet mhcthcr hc mas caught up baddy or only menially 
was 3 point he could not, determine. Tha t  hc did not con- 
tradict h is  own statement, i n  his  prevjot~s epistle to the 
eamc church, we may rest assured ; and there, sa 'lot? have 
already seen, he prcdicxtcs future lifc on the fact of a re- 
surrcction, without which thcy tha t  I~avc falfcn ndcep in 
Christ, cvcn, " arc pcrishcd." See again our rcmarks on 
1 Corth. i5 : 17, 18, 32. 

l\7c pass t o  Beb. 13 : 18-34, " Tho spirit8 of just  men 
made perfect," &c. Jire certainly have no right to make 
an inspired apostle contradict himself. B u t  the constmc- 
tion put on this lsngt~age makcs Paul to contradict his 
previous teaching in thc same cpistlr, as well ns known 
facts. ITc had said, in the previous chapter, that the . 
ancient morthics " died in faith, not having received the 
promises, but  having seen them afar of:" and he concludes 
the chaptcr by saying-" These all, baeing obtained a 
good report through faith, meitad mnol IAc p m k :  God 
haring providcd some'bettcr thing for ns, that 1h-q w d h 1  
~kf shmlld XOT BE MAaE PERFECT." Does he tclI us, in t11oacxt 
chapter, that tl~ese dead unea me nlrcndy "made perfect I" 
and that, " without 11s ?" Thc ndvtlcstc~ of thc common 
theory, to kccp up the appearance of the importance of 
resurrection, say, that tbc saints will be tnore gloriotts 
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1 and happy after thc soul reenters the rcsurrecti1)n body. 
If 80, then t he  spirits of j u s t  ~ n c n  are not yct made p e r  
fect ; and, of course, Paul W ~ S  not speaking of the present 
condl tion of tkcsc just  men. 

It is cvidcnt that titc nposklc's object mas to  impress the 
1ni11d with the mighty diffurcnco that cxists bet11-een tho 
dispcnsation by hfoses and tha t  by J e s u s  Christ, and the 
contrast  is clear and perfccd" For ye are not" [to] " coma 
unto the mount that might be touched, and that bilrncd 
with fire," &c., " but ye aren [to] come unto mount Zion, 
and unto the city of the livl'ng God, the hcnveniy Jcrusa- 

I 
I lem, nnd to thc spirits of just men made perfect," kc. 

When is this " m i n g  to mount Zion: kc.; to takc place 7 
Kot till God shal l  " set His king upoa Ifis holy hill of 
Zion ;'V~sa. 2 : 6 ; for that mas David's throne, which Ha 
bath a17~0rn to givc unto David's sun-Jcst~s, the Ncssiah. 
Kot 'till thcn, will the spirits of just men be made perfect ; 
which will be " at thc last trump," when " this nlortnl ahall 
put an immortality," and "death shall be smsllowcd up in 
victory." See 1 Corth. 15 : 52-55. To thia blcsscd state 

6 l ~ l i e r e r s  in  Jesus are cming, or a1-e "to come :" this, ie 
aprcially their high calling under the gospel ; hence, go 
not  back to mount Sinai, for mo are corning to mount Zion 
-to that pcrfect state which God hath promised, when 
" thc kingdame cf this world arc become the kingdom of 
orlr Lord and Ria Christ :" whcn " tho law shall go forth 
from Zion, and thc word of the Lord from Jerusalem :" 
Bee Rev. 11 : 15 and hfieah 4 : 2. As yet, the promiee of 
coming to mount Zion i e  futnrc ; but faith anticipates it- 
aa if p r e s e n G t o  fire her zeal and stirnulab to a course of 
action worthy of those who nro soon t o  inherit tho promises. 
For this purpose did the apostlc dram the contrast between 
the t ~ v u  dispensations, and not for tho purposc of teaching 
anything nf thc present statc of tho dead juat ones. As a 
fad, the living cniuts bad not come to the spirits of juat 
meu made perfect, nor to mount Zicn, nor to the heavenly 
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Jcrusalcm ; but tticg were corning, or to come to that gl* 
r i m s  curiditiun--" \\'iicreft~sc," he adds, " 11-c receiving a 
birlgdunl \v.hicI~ cnnnu t  h moved, Iet us have grace, 
whcrcby wc mnr serve Cud acceptably with rcvcrence and 
gVd!J- t-c ar." 

I .  Illus, 1r.c think, wt.c have given-very briefly, it is t rur  
-the tr11~' sensc of tlrc apostle on this interesting subjcct ; 
and wc l i r~d no grour~d, wllntcvcr, uf support to tlw cum- 
moll theory clf a pcri&c:tion of disombodied spirits : the 
sub,jcct louks dircctly to the passing away of tlic prcscnt 
order of things, and the ~ l l ak ing  to  a rcmuvnl of whatever 
can be, that tllc " rlli~igs wliich c a n ~ ~ o t  LC sliakcn mny re- 
main," in tha t  pcrft'ctcd state i~~~nlediiitely to  fullow tllc 
overtlirow at' hndes 311d dc'atl~ ; being the  rclcase of the 
universal cburcll of Chr i s t  fi-urn de:~tll'ej dominiljn ancl 
poll-er, tvlicn " tho gcr~cral nsscn~lrly~ of bclievcrs are  fur- 
ever perfected. Gloriuus hour-ljlcsscd I~cq>e. Lt:t it 
stimr~l:ite us to 3 pakicl~t cndurnncc of \vlr:ltc~-r:r uf trial 
nttendu our prcse~lt statc, as pilgrinis luoliing fur tllc res- 
titutiuri at  the return of our Lord to  rcigrl o11 nioulit Ziou. 

Sctu 22 3 6-8 is urged as proof thn t  1 ' 3 ~ 1  bclicred i l l  

the cu~iscious esibtcrlcc of dead Inclr. T11c ciglrtll verse- 
says, " Tile Sadclucurs s:ky that tl1el.e is I I O  rc?aurrcction, 
nclt:icr a~tjiul, nor spirit ; bu t  t l ~ e  I'hariuccs confi:ss botlj,lr 

It is said by tt~ose w l ~ o  1)elierc tlic dcnd arc il l  u st:1~6 

of cotrscic~usncsa, that  I ' , I I I ~  L ) c I I ' c v c ~  ill the C O I ~ Y C ~ ~ ~ S  CX. 

istcricc uf t l ~ c  " s p i r i ~ h "  uf dtlarl 111~11, LI:C~IISL' l ip ~ I~ r l a r t l d ,  
r u s e  sil~tll, "I am a J ' h t z r i w  '' U u t  if t:lxt (h~rl.iratior~'  ip 

to bc taken in  an ur~li~llit t~l] ~ c ~ n s t ~ ,  I'iiul lnusE 11nvc k)oc~l 
one of tbc ]nos t  ~vicl i t~d alld l~crcticul of irlcl1 ; for t l i c t  

T'lltrrisccs arc denoulicod by our Lurd as ' I  hypocrites1'- -atl 

crrmpnssing 51'3 an11 land tu makc prasetgtcs, aud n-hco 
madc., t1lc.y ivcre cttil~lrcrl of l~cll : yca, our Lord de~lotinced 
t l ,c~n as  " fooh and blindv1-:is " fu!l uf I~gpocriey and ini- 
qniry," S c  Scc Matt. 23. Lie also warned his fvllownrs 
tu L c m a ~ c  3f the Icavcn of the Pharisczs ne well as of the 
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Sadducees ; and dcfitled tllnt leavca to bc thcir ''hddacl.'' 
The Pharisces bclicvcd in the transmigration of ~ouls-- 
and among atber parts of thcir '"e<venV was their belicf 
in the conscious s ta te  of dead mcn ; in the face of thcir 
own Scriptures, which declare " thcre Is PW knowledge in 
slreoln-in the d a t e  of the dead. 

W i t h  thtsc facts before us, ~ h d l  mc assume that  Paul 
bclicved in the conscious csiatence of spirit8 of dead mcn, 
bccnuse tlrc Pharisces did 7 even if me admit Acts 23 : 8 
teaches that to bc thc belief of the Pbarisees-which may 
be doubted. Pan1 stnlcs a fact, verse 6th ; i t  is this-" 1 
am a Pharisee, the sm of a PJlltrisec." This fact relates to 
his birth and edwath. Be then statea nnothcr fact, which 
is thle-that he was still in a g r d  with them as to the 
fact of n "resurredimn-nothing mom. Hc gives not 
one hint t h z t  he intended to  bc underatood ae indorsing 
an3 of their othcr vien-8, whatever they might bc ; nor did 
hc adopt thcir notions of the manner of the resurrection ; 
which was by transmigration ; and in fact was not dis- 
~ i m i l a r  to  ttrc notions of Davis, Swcdenbsrg, Bush, and 
others of that school, in these days. Paul says, it is " of 
the Eopc and res~crredion of the dead I om called in question." 
This mas & guestion, and not about " angels, nor spirits." 
In  thc prcvious chapter Faul had declared his conversion, 
and how Fir heard Jcsus speaking unto him, with a 
" voice ;" and that afterwards, a t  Jcrusnlcm, he "saw him," 
and was told Ly liirn t o  " Depart'' from thnt place. When 
Paul saw the violcnce to which he was exposed by the 
malice of his enemies, and perceived thnt they were dirided 
into two seds, Pharisees and  Sadducees, he cxclaimcd, " I  
am a I'hariscc," k c .  This  had thc dcsircd effect : it set 
his enemies at war wit11 tE~etnsclrcs ; and the strife was 
ttieir own and not his. Paul hod not said a word of any 
belief iu " spirits" of dead men-be confined his  expression 
of faith to  tile " rcsurra-tion but tE1c P~PF~ROCS, instcad 
of admitting that i t  was J ~ S I I S ,  raised from tllc dead, that 
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11nd spmkcn to rau l ,  :is I'aul Ilnd a5rincdl i~nrncdiatelg 
uscd t l~c i r  f.~l.sc rlocttinc, c ~ f  bclicbf in soch spirits, to  s s ~ ,  
verse I), "Yn .+rid or : i ~ n ~ l g u l  hatti spokcn to him," kc .  ; 
thus, by their tradition, doing despite to t l~c doctrine Paul 
11ad t n r r ~ l ~ t ,  that i t  was one raiscd from thc dcad wllo Ilad 
spokcn to him. Ilcre again we sec thc cvi l  fruits of  the 
Pllxrisaic doctrine of the conscious state of dcnd rnrn : it 
lcd them to  rcject tllc grand doctrines of tlic Cospcl, 
'"Christ rnisd from ih $end;" nricf " no future  Iifc cxccpt 
?)y it r c s u r r c ~ t i o n . ~ ~  Such is tlic Icgitirnotc fruit  of the 
doctrine that dcad men have conscious spirits. 

It is asked, " Did not Steplien b-licrc in ct~nsciousncss 
after rlcntll whcn hc called upon tlic 7,ord .Tmns tn  rccrirc 
his spirit ?" Acts 7 : 59. 

Tl 'e can scc no necessary cc?nnection Itcfwcon Stephen's 
rcqucst 2nd a bclicf of consciousness wl~cn  (lead. If wc 
W P ~ C  dyink rrc could utter the same l : ~ n ~ n n g c  most fer- 
vcntly, fully bclicving tlist nll our futnrc lift. tIepcnlls upon 
our Lord Jcsus, who has promised to rnlse ?tr, ltis fvllowcrs 
" a t  FRC lost day." Till then, and i n  tl~c ~onfidcncc thnt Je- 
sus will fulfill his word, t~ m-horn s l~ould n-c commit mr- 
d m  but unto  Rim ~ l l o r n  God hnth nppointcd ns fht had  
of thc cl~urch-[he m b e r s  of CArisi's body. n u t  it may be 
rernarkcd, thnt the original word hcre translated rcci.,-e is 
&ail and  signifies nIse n q l .  TIE phrdsc ' I  my fipiritn is 
only s strong cxprcssion for me or m!lself. Thus hfnry , 

enyg " My ~ o u l  doth mnqnify the Lord, and my spirit hnth 
rcjoiccd in  God, my Savionr.lP The plain sense of which 
is, 1 mysdf, AIli~ry in pcrsm, do tIlrsc things ,  So the scnso 
of Stephuo'a Ianguagc is clearly tl lis, " Lord Jcsus, rcccivo 
or a w p l  rnc.'l As though hc had said-"Lord Jcsus, 1 
auffcr, I dic for thy name, .for thy truth-lrcrc I am, an 
offering unto dcnth rlpon the allor for thy causc-mqt EW 
-~cceive this sacrifice of my~elf!' It is tllcn rccordtd- 
" tlrhcn he had said this Irefdi ASLEEP :!' and he will doubb 
I p s 8  ~ C C P  till the Lord Jesus, who did " rcceivcn Stepheds 
offcriuz of himsct/, shall call ilirn from " tho dust cf tho 
earth," where he now rests. ' 

C H A P T E R  VI 

T ~ E  casc of tho Rid Jfan and Lazarus, Luke 16, is 
nyged ns proof of a soul-survivance, in conscionsncas, 
when mcn are dend. Some contending that thie Scripture 
is a rcal history, while othcrs admit i t  to be a parable ; 
but they say, " parables nre tnkcn from something that' 
has been or may b ~ . ~  Befure we hnvc donc with it, how- 
ever, wc s h d 1  show thnt such is not alway~ t116 case. 

Thosc who maintain that it is a literal rclation, hare 
no Iesa difficulty in explaining it than their opponents : 
they cannot explain it all literally, and yet thcy fire 

bound to do 80, to be consistent. Let them make tho 
attempt. fdrartu, covered with sores, died and a n s  cnr- 
ricd into Abrahnrn'~ &osom. Will they pretend that is 
literal ? - 0, no, they say, I' it was Lazarus' s o u l '  But- 
our Lord says, Lut'artw mas carried into Abrahsm'a bosom 
Our opponents have to say-" Nft so, k d - i l  maa hir 
soulr:" tbus, they contradict our ]Lord to cstabfisll thci~ 
I' own traditions." Let us see wl~cther they succecd an3 
better with their reaI history of thc rich man. He died 
What becarno of him ? Hc " was buried :" the licA mat 
maa buried, remember. Whnt next? " In" [ h d ~ f ,  fli, 
p a w ,  bf courae, whcre he was buried ; improperly trana 
lated] " IW1 he lifted up hie cycs, being in tormcnb, md 
sect11 Abraham afar off and Lnznrua in his bosom," &c 
Th ri4 man did this, They my-" It mas his aord .p but 
our Lord s s p  it was tho rich man. Thue again thcy 
mnke void the words of Chriit  to establish their tradi. 
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t ions ,  if our Lord tiid really give s " literal h i s t o ~ . "  Bul 
for the sake of sliowing tllc folly of their tradition a t ~ u t  
CEz soul, we will suppose i t  was Lazarus' and the rich 
man's souls or spirits, disembodied, that arc in hadre. 
?Ye now ask-Arc i h ~ i r  disernbodicd souls ur spirit8 - 
material or immatcriaf ? That is, arc tlwy matter or not 
matter ? We are ansrrercd-" They are immatcrial." If 
so, they have no mbslana l Can that  which Lna no s u b  
stancc be seen or touched ? If  not, the " literal l~istory 
advocates have an immaterial rich man, with imnlntcrial 
eyes, looliir~g afar o$ and seeing immatcrial Lazsrus, or 
nesubstnnce Lazarus ! Truly, thesc immatcrial soulh 
must have sharp cycs to  scc nothing ! and in cquallj 
sharp unrlerstanding to know that it is Lazarus 1 Bul 
that is not all. The immatcrial rkh  man desires that 
immatcrial Luarus should dip his immaterial finger i~ 
literal water, and coo: his immaterial tanguc I And nU 
this is " litcml llistory" ! ll ! IVc hare 11ot placed the 
subject in this absurd light wit11 any othcr view than 
merely to show the " literal history" advocates that  they 
arc, at least, as mudl involved in difficulty in explaining 
his ~crjpture as wc, who belicvc it to be a parab!e, and 
that it laas no reference to o~an's stah in 3 future life. 

That it is n pnmblc, the context shows. It is in a 
group of them, viz. : thc Iovt piece of silrer-the lost . 

sheep-thc prodigal -son, and the ~rasteful or " u l r j u t  
steward," with an admonition against ~erv ing  mammon, 
or riches. The Pharisees, who were covetous, beard all 
these  thing^, and they derided l:irn. Our Lord then pro- 
cee(1s in his  discourse with special reference to the change 
about t o  take place in the dispensations. XIe saysl''1Ko 
law and the prophets were [preached] until J o h n  ; sinco 
t h a t  time thc Kingdom of cud is  preachd,?' &c. 

Before procccdjng t .  an  explanation of this scripture, 
we will present the rznlarks R I I ~  admissiol~ of e ~ i n e n t  

men, T T ~ O  Iiave bezn considered orthodox, relating to its 
bci~q; 3 parable. 

L r ~ r r r ~ o o ~  says, " Whoever beIieves thie not to be a p a n  
blc, but a true story, let ltim believs also thosc little friars, 
wl~usc trade i t  is to show the mlonumcnts at Jerusalem to 
pilgrims, and point exactly to the place where the house 
of the ' r ich gh t ton '  stood. M o ~ t  accurate keepers of an- 
tiquity i~tdeud ! who, after so many hundred8 of gears, 
sucll ovcrt1irou.s of Jelusnlem, such devastntiona and cl~an- 
gcs, can rake out of the rubbish tho plnce of so private a 
house, and such n one ton, that  ncver had any being, but 
merely in parable. And that it was n parable, not only 
the C O I I S C ~ ~  of all expositors may assure. us, but the thing 
itself spcaka it. The main scopc and design of it secrns 
this-to hint the (Iestruction af the unbelieving Jewa, who, 
though they had Iloses and the prophets, did not believs 
them-nay; would not bdieve, though one (even Jesus) 

- arose frorn thc dead. For that conclitsion of the parable 
abundnntIy cvidenccth what it aimed at : If they hear not 
hIoscs anti the propllets, ,!kc."-Heb, a d  Tdm. Exerc. in 
Luke xvi. 19. 

I V H ~ U Y  ~ P I ~ S ,  " That this is only a parable, and not a 
real Iliatory of what actually done, is evident : 1. Bc 
cnusc we find this vcry parable in the Gemara Babyloni- 
cum, wllcnce it is cited by hir. Shtringham, in the preface 
to llis Joma.  2. From thc circurnsLances of it, viz., the 
rich man lifting up his eyes in  hell, and seeing Lazarusin 
Abral~am'a bosom, his discourse with Abraham, his corn- 
plaitlt of being tormented with flames, and his deeire that 
Lazarus might LC sent to cool Ibis tongue : and if a11 thin 
Lc co~~fcssed ly  par:iblc, why should the rest, which ia the 
vpr;; parable in  the Ocmara, be accounted histary."-Amd+ 
in tot. 

~VAKEFIELD, on ver, 23, says, '' In the grave ; en ta hade : 
and, conformably ta this represcntationl he is spoken of a6 
lravi~ig a body, vcr. 24. I t  muat be remembered, that 
l~ades nowl~crc  means hell-gehcnnn-in any huthor what. 
sncrtr, sacred or profane ; and also that our Lord ia giving 

Iieanxrs n parable, (?r[att. xiii. 34,) end not a piece nf 
teal history. To them who regard the narration as a re- 
a l i ~ y ,  it must stand as an unanswerable argumeut for the 
purgamry of the papi&. Thc universal meaning of hadee 



ie thc state of death ; bccanse the tcrm sepulchrnn 01 
grave, is not strictly applicable to such 3 s  have been con- 
s u ~ n c d  by drr, kc. See ver. 30."-1\2le in lac. 

Dr. APAII CIARRE remarks on Matt. 5 : 2G-" Lct i t  be 
rcrncnll)ered, that by thc gcncrnl corlscnt of all, (except 
the Lascly intcrcsted,) no r i ic t~pl~or  ia  evcr to  l ~ c  produced 
in proof c j f  a doctrine. In  tlic t h ings  t h a t  coilccrn our 
eti!rnal salvation, wc nccd tlic most poir~tcd and cxprcss 
evidcl~cc on tvllieh to establish the faith of our sozils." 

Uisl~op Lam11 says, " I':~rnble is tlint k i d  of allcgory 
wliich consists of a con t i~~ucd  narration of fictitious or nc- 
comrn~dstcd events, np1rlicrl to tllc illustratiui~ of some im- 
portaut truth." 

I!-c 6tate it then a8 a ~lrir~ciplr, tdlnt no parable is to bo 
u s ~ d  na trnc1ting doctriilc not rlsc~\-liere csplicitlg rcrealcd. 
Paratllcs arc uscd only to illustrate some truth already 
known, nr partinlly so, or to prcpnre ihc way to prescnt a 
truth not,yet frilly devclopcd, brit nhout to bc, cithcr hy 
facts or csplicit instr~ic.tio~i. TIIC scope or d c s i ~ n  of the 
parnl)lc is whnt trrc arc tl, scck, ntlrl not pervert t l ~ c  truth 
of God 11y tllc n.~suaptlcrn tlint thc parable is a rcolil?~ that 
" Iins !)con or  n l q -  Irc :" nor, yet,  that ercry itcm in it was 
ever rlrsi,rrncd to linvc an  application to the suhjcct it was 
iiltrnclrcl to illustrate.. By fir~ch assumptions discredit has 
brcn thi-owt.rl un rerelation, tlic truth of God been convcrtcd 
itlto fired fcr t l~c  moat fanatical, and men have turned to 
'kcutlingly deviscd fables," Jf any doubt mhcther para. 
blcs arc not ~omrtirncs purcly J d i l b w ,  le t  them rend thc 
parn1)Ic nf t lrc cflglc's cropping the ccdar, Ezk. 17 : 1-10 ; 
the parnble c~f the " emc l:~rnh," 2 Snml. 12 : I-? ; and tlle 
paral~lc of thc trees choosing s king, Judgea 9 : 7-13. 

If i t  bo rcplicd that, " Jesus would not usejitlitiotls cha- 
tnctcrs and circumstnnccs in  his parables ;" me answer, 
that JEAOTAH, the Father of our Lord Jcsne Christ, haa 
done it, and why not Eli8 Son ? See the pnrnble wrro 11ava 
,just rcferrcd to, Ezk. 17. " TTbc word of the LORD carno 
nnto me, snping, Son of man,-,put forth a riddle, a6d pd 
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a pa~able unto the llouse of Israel ; and say, Thus saith Ihe  
LORD Go+A great caglc * * * came unto Lebanon, and 
took the  I~ighest branch of thc ccdar * * * and carried it  
to a land of trafljc ; he set it in a city of merchants :" 
[say, for cxnmpIc, in the city of Sew York I Think you 
the eagle would be likely to prosper in such a literal work? 
But wc proceed.] " He7'-thc eagle-" took of thc seed 
of the land nnd plantcd it in a fruitful fieEd ; ho placed it 
by great mntcrs, and set it as a willow trcc : and it p c w ,  
and became a spreading vine of low stature, whose 
Lrancbcs turncd toward him," [the eagle, These branches 
mnet have had " souls," doubtless, that mero intelligent 
thinkers, tu turn toward the cagle that planted the seed ! 
But, Ect us sce.] "There maa also another vest engle 
* * * and behold, this vine did bend her root toward 
him, nnd shot forth bcr branches toward him," Ac. Thus 
the same vine works for both caglcs, with all the intelli- 

, gence of n most intellectual being. Docs any one believe 
', 

-this is a literal history of the action of two caglcs and a 
vine 1 or, that  such a thing L'hns literally becn, or mny 
be?" No onc can doubt but that it is purely@iliotw. If 
JEHOVAA ~ I ~ u B  instructs men, shall we a£firm His Son doea 
not ? Of like character do we regard the parable of the 
Rich man and Lazarus, because thc positive teetimony of 
scriptare ia, as mc h a w  fully shorn in our previ~ns chap 
ters, that " there ia no knowledge in shcol," the stntc of the 
dead ; and that "in death there is no rcmembrnnce of 
God." See Eccl. 0 : 10, nnd Psa. 6 : 5. 

It ia said the rich man must be conscious, for he Bces, 
fccla and talks. 'GVe reply-It was common among the 
Hcbrcws to represent things witl~out life ns knowing, feel- 
ing and conrcrsing : sec Gcn. 4 : 10 ; Plab 2 : I1 ; Isa. 14 : 
8 ; Psa. 93 : 3 ; Prov. 8 : 1-3 ; Prov. 9 : 1-5, &c.  OIL^ Lord, 
then, was in na danger of being understood, in this par* 
ble, ae tencbing the consciousness of dead men, and e s p  
cidly, ns the Rehrcw scriptnree expressly taoght, "tho 
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'dead praise nc ' the Lord"-that " their thought8 perish ia 
:he w r y  day'' they die-that "the  dead knlrw not acy- 
i h i n g - a n d  that " there is no knowledge in  ~heol,'.' nhcru 
dead, men go : and further, inasmuch a3 Jesus uses tho 
expression i11 Gscck, to ahow thc state of the rich man 
after death, that exactly corresponds with tlie Uebrcv 
rJlull, v iz ,  kudes, Ile could be understood in no other way 
than as using a fabulous discourse-like that to which nre 
have previously referred in the Old T e s t a m e n t t o  illus- 
trste an unpalatslrle subjject to his deriding hearers. 
\Vc will uom, before giving our present view of this 

parablc, pscscat esplallations and admissions of cmiuent 
men, whoso " orthodoxy" in  regard to the conscious etato 
of the dead is undoubted ; yet their view of this parablo 
goes to shorn that theyeappose it may have a different in- 
terprctatiun from that usually g i~eo .  

The first author is Dr. GILL, who makes a t~ve fo ld  n p  
pIication of it, and supposcs it may apply to the torment 
of wicked Jctvs afkr death, or to calamities that wcre to 
comc upun thcm in this world. He says :- 

" T h e  rick m n  dim! : ' I t  may nIao bc undcrstoad of the 
political and ccclcaiastical death of the Jewish pcople, 
which lay in the destruction of the city of Jerusalem, and 
OF ttlc temple, and in the abolition of the tcmplc worship, 
nlid of rhc whole cercmontal law : a Loammi was written 
upon thcir C I I U F C I ~  state, and tl~c covenant between God 
and Illern was brokcu ; the gospel was rcmored Fri~rn them, 
which was as dcath, ae the x t u r n  of it, and their call by 
i t ,  mill be as life from the dead ; aa well cs their place. 
and nation, thcir civil power and authority werc takcn 
away from them by the Romans, and a death of aaictions, 
Ly captivity and calamities of every kind, have attended 
them evrr since.' 
"In M G i n  !orr)mrs . ' This may rcgntd the rcngcance 

of Got: on the Jcws. a t  thc dcstructiorr of Jerusalem, ml~cn 
a fire W:LA k i ~ i d l d  against their kind, and burned to $he 
].,west hcli. a1111 cunuurr~ed the earth witti hcr illcrease, 
and set on fin* thc Fou~idationu of the mountai~rs ; and tha 
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whole lnnd became brimstone, salt, an1  burning , and they 
were rooted out of it in angcr, wrath, and great indignb 
tion-scc Deut. n i x .  23, 37, 28 ; xxrii. 22--or rather Ihe 
dreadful calamities which came upon them in the times of 
Adrian, at Bither ; when their false Jieasiah, Bar Cuchab, 
was taken and slain, and such multitude8 of them were 
destroyed, in the most miserable manner, when that pee  
ple, who before had their eyes darkened, and a spirit of 
slumber and stupidity fhllcu upon them, In those calarni- 
tics bcgan to  be under somc convictiom.' 'I-Eqs. in loc. 

T I I E O P R I ~ ~ ~ . - T ~ ~ B  ancient miter first applies the par- 
able to the conccrm of thc nest life. Hc then say8 :- 

"But this parable can also be explained in the way of 
allegory ; BO that we may say, that by  the rich man is 
eigrrified the Jewish people ; fbr they were formerly rich, 
abounding in all divine knowledge, wisdom, and instruo 
tiun, whictl arc mcreexcellent ikan gold or precious stones. 
And thcy were arrayed in purple and fine linen, aa they 
posscsscd a kingdom and a priesthood, and wcre them- 
s ~ l v e s  a royal priestllood to God. The purple denoted 
their kingdom, and the fine linen their priesthood ; for the 
Levitev werc clothed in sacerdotal vestments of fine linen, 
ahd thcy fed su~~:ptuously, and lived splendidly, every day. 
Daily did they ofl'er the morning and tho evening sacrifice, 
which they also cnIled the continual sacrifice. But Lam- 
rus w u  the Gentile people, poor in divine gracc and wis- 
dom, and lying hefore the  gate^ ; for i t  was not permi ttcd 
to t te  Centilev to entcr the h u s e  itself, because they were 
considered a pollution. Thus, in the Acts of the Apostlee, 
wc read that i t  was ailcged against Paul, that he had in- 
troduccd Gentilcs into tlie temple, and made that holy 
place common or unclean. , Moreover, those people were 
full of fetid sores of sin, on which the impudent dogs, or 
devila, fed, who delight themselves in our sores. Tho 
Gentiles likewise desired even thc crumbs which fell frorr 
the tables of the rich ; for they were wholly deetitntc of 
that bread which strengthens the heart of man, and wanb 
ed even the smallest morsel of food ; so that the Canaan 
ite woman, (Matt. xv. 27,) whcn shc was a heathen, d e  
sired to bc fed with the crumbs. 111 ehort, the Hebrew 
keople were dead unto Gud, and their bones, which could 



not be moved to do gontl, n-rrc ljcrishcd. L a z a n ~ s  (1 
mc:h t11e Gentilc pcoplt*,) \rug dead in sin, and tlic en- 
vluos Jcws, who were d e d  in sins, did actually burn i n  a 
flame of jealousy, as saiih the Apostle, on account of the 
Gentiles being receis-cd into t h e  faith, and bccausc that 
tlrosc who Itad before been a poor and dcspified t i ~ ~ ~ t i l ~  
mcc, were now in tlic bosom of Abraham, the fatllcr uf 
nations, and justly, indccd, were thcy thus rcccivcd. For 
it was nvhilc rlSraI~srn\vas ~ c t  a Gcntilc, t h a t  11c bolicvcii 
God, and turned from the worship of idols to  the know- 
ledge uf God. Thcretbrc, i t  was proper that  t h y  who 
mcre partakers of this conversion arid fjith, sllould rcst in 
his bosom, stlaring the samc final lot, the same habitation, 
and tlic samc Llesscdness. And the Jcmisli pcoplc longed 
for ouc drop of the furmcr lug31 sprinklings aud purilicn- 
tions, to reficsh their tongue, that they might roufidently 
say to US, that tllc 'law was atill efficacious and availing. 
But  i t  was not ; far the lam was orrly until J o h a  Aud 
the Psalmist says, sacrifice and oblatiuns tl~ori wouldst 
not, &c." An~zot. in kc. 

" We mi11 suppose, thrn ,  the rich man v h o  farcd so 
sumptucuslg, t o  bc t h e  Jew, so  amply enriched with t h e  
heavenli trcnaurc of divine r c r e k  tion. The poor bcggar 
who lay a t  his gate, in so miserable a plight, mas tho 
poor Ccntilc, now reduced to the l a ~ t  degree OF want, i n  
r ~ g a r t l  to religious kncwlcdge. The crumbs mhich fell 
from thc rich man's table, and mhich the beggar r n ~  so 
desirous of picking up, werc such fragmcnte of patriarchal 
and Jcwieli traditions, a0 their traveling philosophcra wcrc . 
able to pic*t u p  wit!] their utmost  care and diligence. And 
t how phi losophrrs mere also the dogs that licked the sores 
of heathrnisrn, and cndcavored to snpply the wants of di- 
air~e rcvclation, lly sclcll schemes and hypotheses, concecn- 
ing tllc nature of t h e  gods, and the obligation of mom1 
dutics. ns (due allowance for tlicir ignorance and frailtien) 
did no sma l l  honor to human nature, and yet thcrcby plain- 
ly showed, how little a way nnns~istcd rearron could go, 
withont some supernatural help, as onfi of the wisest ot 
them frankly confessed. About one' and the same time, 
1 he beggar dies, and i~ carried hp tt c I) n . r ~ ? s  (i c.. G d ' s  
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spiritnal rncssmlgcrs to rnankicd,) into b b r a l ~ a n ~ , ' ~  bosom ; 
that is, he is c n ~ r a r t c d  into tlie church of God. And tho 
rich ~ n a n  also dlcs and is buried. He dies w h a t  me call 
it political death. His dispensation ceases. He is rejecb 
cd from being any lungcr tlre peculiar sGn of God. The 
1)copIe ~vhorn 11c paraboIicalIy rcprcscnts, arc miscsably 
tlcstroyctl hy the I~ornans, and thc mctchcd remains of 
lticrn, driven into exile over the face of the earth, wcrc 
vagabouda, with a kind of mark sct upon them, like Cain, 
thc~r  prototype, l'or a like crime ; and which mark may 
pcrbaps LC tllcir adhcrencc to ths lam. IVhcrcby it cams 
amazingly to pass, that tlicsc pcnplc, tl~engll dispersed, 
get still dl{-ell alonc arid separate, not being rcclioncd 
nmocg tlic nnt%ns, as Bnlaam ii,rctolrl. The rich mnn 
Lcing redliced to this ~ t a t e  of misery, complains bitterly 
ut' his bard fbtc, Lut ia told by Al~raliam, that he slipped 
his  oppurtunity, while Luzarus laid ImId on his, and now 
rcceivcs the tornfort of it. T ~ C  JCW coulplnius of the want 
of' tnirrc c~iduecc, t o  conrincc his countrgmcn, tllc five 
brctllrcn, nllrl ~vould Fain Jlare Lazarus scnt from thc dcad 
to canvurt tllcrn. But Abraham tells him, that if thcB o m  
scriptures cnnnot convince them of their error, neither 
mould they be persuaded, though one rose from the dead. 
And exactly so  it prorcd in  tlie cvunt. For this parable 
rcaa dclircrcd townrd the end of tbc third Scar of our 
Lord's ministry ; and in  t l~c  fourth, or following year of it, 
the words put into t h e  mouth of Abrallan, aa the conclu- 
sion of the pamble, are most literal Iy verified, by our h d  
raising another Lazarus from tlie dead. And NC may pre  
wmc, that the beggar hod the fictitioue rlsmc of Lazarus 
gircn him in  tbc parable, not without aomc reason, sinw 
thc supposed rcqucdt of the rich man mas fully nnswcred, 
by oar Lord raising mothcr, and a real Laznn~s, from tho 
dcad. But what was the conscqnence ? ' Did this notori- 
ons mirade convincc tho rich man's brcthrcn ? KO, truly. 
His visit to them from the dead mas so far from convincirrg 
them, that they actually consuIted togcthec, t ha t  they 
might put. Lazarus also to death ; bccrrusc t l ~ s t ,  hy rc:rstla 
of hirn, many of the Jcws mcnt away and bclicvcd on 
JCSYS." 
So mnch for the truc sense of this pamble. Aftcr s:irh 

testimony, we trust wo ahn11 not inclrr the  ccne1l1-c of ltcr 



esy if wc statc our conviction of thc true intent and scopa 
of it. 

The Xqr to a parsblc is either in itseif or in the discourse 
connected with it. In  the case before us, it ie in thc con- 
text. Thc surpe, or design of the parable mas to tcsch the 
.effect to fullow upon two classes of men by a cliangc from 
the Jliuaic, or Lawdispensation to the Christian, or Gas- 
pel dispcnsatlon ; ~vhich new dispensation was " the ruys- 
tery, mhich in other agd' [or dispensations] "mas not 
made known unto the Eons of men," but being now about 
to be " revealed unto holy apostles," would change tho 
condition of both Jews and Gentiles. This fact is clearly 
eet fort11 in thc 16th vcrsc, which is the hey to thc parable, 
and unlocks it  perfectly. That ycrse rcads thus-" The 
law and thc prophets were" [preached] " u ~ t i t  Jolm : sinca 
thnt t ime the kingdom of God is preached." Tlint L, a 
new dispensation of God's favor is now opened ; no longer 
to bc confined to tllc Jews, or tnc nation, but to encbraco 
" all natiuns') in its offered benefits. This change would 
affect very diffcrent1y two different classcs of men ; viz., 
the Jews, who 7vcw under the law, and the Gentiles, who 
arc to  bc embraced undcr the gospel, or t o  be made par- 
takers of those peculiar blessings which ha3 been 
hitherto so cxclusivcly confincd to the sons of Abraham. 
Thc effccts of tllis change are illustrated by the parable 
under consideration. Lct the reader note how our Lord 
iatroduccs it. 

- Aftcr having spokcn of the law and the prophets bcing 
preached uuti l  John, and that since that time the king- 
dom of Cud mas preached, he intimates that the law was 
about to  have its 13st and perfect nccomplishmentthot 
tl~e Inst " tittle " of i t  1~3s about to be " finished :" that 
tllpn t l ~ c  J a w s  would tre like the wife m-hnse husba~ld w a s  

dc:1d, t l~c  Isw riot binding them any lungcr ; and tint 
Gud, I V I I V  Il;itl doal t  witti tllcn, undcr tlic titlc of IiusL:~nJ, 
would bc at full l i b ~ % r t ~ :  to s c ~ c c t  a nclv Irl+iJc o u t  ot' ull 
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d i o n a .  Thus Paul reasons, Rom. 'l : 1-4. " Know ye 
not, brethren, ( f  ~r I speak to them thnt know the law), 
how that the low hath dominion over a man as long ns ha 
liveth ? For the woman which hath on husband is bound 
by the law to her husband so long as he liveth ; but if 
Ihe husband bc dead, she is loosed from the law of hcr 
husband. So then, if while her liusbsnd liveth she bo 
rnarricd to  another man, she shall be a l l e d  an ndultress : 
but if her husband be dead, she is free from that law ; BO 

that she ia ne adult3.ess, though she be married to nnotl~er 
man. Whcrefure, m y  brethren, ye aleo are become dead 
to the law by the body of Christ ; that ye should Ix mmar- 
ried to anotlier, even to him who is raised from tho dead, 
that  me should bring forth fruit  unto God.'' 

h'ow read the verse with which thc parable of the rich 
man ia introduced, Luke 1 G  : 18. " IThosocver putteth 
away his wife, and rnarrieih another, committeth adul- 
tery : and whosoever marricth hcr that is put away from 
her husband, committeth adultery." So long as the law 
gimn by Noscs centinlied, t11c Jewe wcrc chargeabh 
with adultery if tiley lacked in fidelity to tbnt law as 
unto God thcir llusband ; bu t  nationnlly they had often 
l m n  wanting in fidelity, and thc law was no longcr tc bs 
thk marriageecontract ; a new covenant, ratified Ly the 
blood of Christ, and not by the blood of bulla or g o ~ t a ,  
was to form the gsonnd by which the new bride was to 
hold her mlationsliip to God, and through which shc was 
to receive the blessing8 promised. The law being dead 
" by the body,') or death, " of Christ . , 'hti l l  to  cIcavc to  
that law, as the Jew did, was to commit adulter~,  and 
bring upon themsclvcs all- its curses : thcy died unto 
t'hriat, by rejecting him and putting him to death, and 

were broken off" from Abraham's bosom, or from d l  
spiritual connection mitli him, and hove becrl in "formex.tE 
unto this day in coosequcrlcc : whilc the believing  soul, 
who received Christ, even though Ilc h : t ~ l  Itccn n pollrlterl 



Gentilc, "full of R O ~ E S ,  died" unto the law [see Rom. 7 :  4,] 
and mas grafter1 into the  good " olive trce,"oor mas trans 
latcd througll thc iristrumentality of angclo [rncs~en~ers ,  
or ministers of Christ,] " into Abraham's bosom," bccarni! 
3 clliIll of Abraham, and an heir, according t b  the p r p  
mise, to the kingdora of God. 

The parties concerne? and to be affectcd arc distinct1 y 
marked. The itcrns relating to the rich man clearly mark 
him as the rcprcsentative of t he  Jews, as a pcople. IVc 
note his cave first. His dress. IIe W a g  " clotlied in purple 
and _line linen.'' Sow t u rn  to  " ih law " that mas " ndil 
Jghn,." ant1 SFC n-hat was the doth ing  of thc priests under 
that  law. See Exodas 28, where Noses was cornrnandcvl 
to  mnkc for .taron and tlic other priests " garments for 
glory and beauty." Verses 5, G,  8 and 15-'I and thcy 
shall take gold, and blue, and p ~ ~ ~ p k ,  and scarlct and j n a  

t i n ~ n .  And they s l ~ a l l  makc t11c ephod of gold, blue, and 
pnrpit, scarlct, and$ne twined liten. 4: * And thou shalt 
mnkc tile breast plate * * of purple * * and $ne t t A d  
liwn." Such  wcre thc pcctllizritics of the dress, or dollring 
of tlicsr: rrpre~nr&atir*es of tflc lam and tllc 3Iosnic didpen~n- 
tion, or Jcwisll s s t c m .  These pcculisritics our LnrJ 
commences with in his description of thc rich man ; and 
thsy are s~~flicicntly striking to ~atiafy t iq unprcjod:ced 
inquircr after t ru th ,  that the Jews, nntionnl l~,  wcre t o  bo 
rcprcsented by thc rich man in thc parable. Thc Jews 
were rk5 in  those abundant commiinicatlona of truth, 
kno wlcdge, and peculiar privileges mhi ch God had en- 
doacd thcm wi th  by direct  communication^, or tbrovph 
the prophets m-horrt Hc had raised up to instrnct tbcm 
from timc to time, till nt length Hc spakc unto them, "bp 
Ak Son." Rich merc thcy, indccd, in thesc high and 
cxaltcd advantngcs over all other nationa and people. It 
were easy to enlarge hcre, but we forbcar. Tho pcriod of 
their csclusivc enjoyment of those pecsllarities was their 

lip-tinw :" hr~t the timc came.that those peculiarities wort! 

OR, MAN IS DEATH. 69 

tcl pass away ; and that period i ' ~  rcprceented as n dcath. 
It was the death of their whole ecclesiastical polity-it 
was now to be superscdcd by a more spiritud and uni. 
versa1 system, embracing other pcopla : the "life-lime" of 
f heir peculiarities is ended-the change llas come over 
tlicm, symbolized by a death and burial. 'EVherc next is 
this once rich man found ? Is it in the t t logical  held '? 
h'o : it is not even in g h 1 m ;  but, in llades. We hare 
spoken so often snd fully on hades, elsewhere, that wo do 
not deem it  necessary to say anything more here than 
simply to state, it is tho Greek word correeponding to 
s l d  of the Llebrem, and signifiee the uny~rai state, or state 
of death ; in which, the Old Testament positively aEsrns, 
"thsro is   lo 1;ltowledge." See Eccl. 9 : 10 ; Psa. G : 5, with 
our reti~arks on these, and similar texts, in our previous 
chnptera, as wclE as what we ham presented i n  the prLL 
~ i o u s  part of this chapter. 

Thc rich man is alive after hia ecclesinstical death ; 
but is stript of all his peculiarities and reduced Eo a state 
of wretcbed~esa and torment. And does not the history of 
the Jews, as a people, from the overthrow of their temple, 
city, and sacrifices there, unto this day, or present cen- 
tury, fully justify thc parabolical description given by 
our Lord of the misery to mhich thoy mould be subjected 
under the new diepenaation which was to follow theirs P 
KO one can doubt this who hae any knowledge of tbeir 
history for the last eighteen hundred ycara : and if  we 
have not under~tanding of their history, read the pre  
phecies of the judgriients threatened thcrn, k v .  26th and 
Dent. 98th chapters, and "be no longer faithleas but 
believing." '' Wrath hsa como upon them to the utter- 
most.'' 1 l e s e .  2 : 16. And Jesus said, relative to tllc 
overthrow of their city and the tribulation to attend and 
hIlow that event-"These be the days of vengeance that 
4 ~ t  TBLV~S WM aTe ' l ~ r i t h ,  my ~ 2 1 1 ~ ~  ~ k .  21 : ee. 

Sium the eccleeiaetical cad national death of the J e w ~  



-thc sick mzn-thcre has been a claim mtiintnjnd 
among them that "Abraham is tllcir "father ;" but nc 
rclicf has come to them from that quarter. 

The desire expressed by the rich man, tha t  furt11c-r light 
or informatim should be given to convince the nation or 
people of Jews, by a resurrection of one f r ~ m  the dead, is 
met, in the parable, by showing that no further i n f~ tma .  
tion would avail with those who had rejected all the pre- 
vious light God had given them : and the nnsmer-"nci- 
ther will they be persuadcd tllaugh one rose from the deadn 
-waa shown to be true by thc conduct of "the chicf 
priests a11d pharisees," when Jcaus actually raised a 
" Lnzarus" from tho dead, [John Ilth,]  they called a 
" council," and " from that day forth took counsel together 
for to put Jesus to death." Horn true that they would not 
" be pcrsuadcd lhough onc rose from the dead ;" and after 
they had accomplished their bloody purpose, and put Christ 
to death, and he also had been rnivcd from the dead, nnder 
such circumstanccs that there was no chance to doubt the 
fact, tbc same obstinate unbclief remained ; and thcy gave 
large sums of money to the soldiers to tell the most silly 
and improbable Iiz that was ever invented ; viz., That the . 

disciplee of Jesus came by night ant1 strlle Jc2us nxay 
while they slept ! I 

The Jews, as a nation, had their " good thingsn in their 
'" lifc time," or while thcy IteId the relation of hride to their 
Maker ; but now bcjng dead, nationally, in rcterence t;o 
that relation, they arc tormented, grievoubly and sorely 
torrncntcd j and all their nppeals, as to their relation to 
Abraham, have prorcd unavailing ; and it has added not 
a little t d  their torment and sorrow to sec the Qentilee 

- enjoying rich  blessing^ from which they find tilemaelves 
shut  out. lye spcak, of course, particularly of social, 
civil, and political blessing, in which- they posseaed 
" macll" ad ;antage " every way," in  the days of their na- 
tional prasperit~. But an impasmble gulf exists betwecn 
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them md the Ge~Ciles now : bat even that is no whera 
said to be eternal. It will indeed continue to the end 01 
t l~ ie  age, or dispensation ; or t i l  the Redeemer rctuma to  
Zion. Till that t ime  there will be no nalianal repentance ; 
but, then will be fulfilled the prophccy of Zech. 12 : 10-14. 

The Jewa, as a nation, hitherto have professed that their 
rrjtzctioxl of Jesus as the promised Messiah was want of 
evidcnce ; like the rich man, in the parable, thep have 
cunebntIy cried, from the days of Jesue, for morc evidence. 
" Let him come down from tho cross and we will believe." 
But when he " ROSE from the dead," as the rich man i~ 
rcpresented aa desiring one to do, to convince thc unre  
pcnting Jews, instead of repentance being produced in 
t l~em, as a na t io~ ,  they put to  deatli the witnesses of that 
glorious cvent. Who can contemplate thc untold suffer- 
; ngs of that nation from the time JerueaEem was compaee- 
ed about with armies, and their city destroyed, to the 
present generation, and not diecover the propriety of tha 
parable our Lord cmployed t o  ilIustsate those torments 
;and their liopcless etatc ? 

Thus the parable, 80 fAr as the rich man ia concerned, 
tras a fair and full application, and illustrates the obsti- 
nate unbelief and consequent mimry and torment of that 
pcople, aftcr their final refusal fa rcceivc Jesna ns the 
hlessiah. Well did Jesus say to the Jews-" Had re be- 
licvcd hlosee, ye would have believed me ; for he wrote of 
r,ic : bat if ye klieve not hi@ writinge, how &a11 ye b 
licve my tvords!' John 5 : 46, 47. Thcsc worda illvetrate 
what ia said in the parable-" They have Moses and the 
prophets, let them hear them ;" and " if they hear not" 
them, " neither milt tllcy be pcrsuadcd though one ROSE 
from ttjo dead." 

It only remains now bricfly to consider that part of the 
parable relating to the poor man, or Lazarue. Prior to 
tho change in tho dispensations, from the Mosaic to the 
Chrietia~, the Gentilcs mere poor i u d d  in religions know* 
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Icdge, u d  c x ~ l u d c d  from the peculicrr privilegee of the 
Jem-s-thc rich man.  TIwy could only npproach the 
" ol l lcr  u 1 1 1 . t  ' " -~r  .' galv "-of t l ~ c  Temple scrv ice : whcre 
snr~lc of thc'm ~ o u g l ~ t  tllc " cr~tmbs" of knorvIcdgc which 
mi;rl~t bcttibr t t ~ e i r  uon{lition. Still t11cir general condition 
in rrf:ird to divine " t h ings"  ~ 3 9  "evil." The tiltlo at. 
Icngth arrives w-hen illcy arc no longer to  ~ c m a i n  in this 
cu~ ic l l t i u r l ,  a i ~ d  that clirrn~e-to kecbp 11p tllc harmony of 
tllc pnrnblc-is represented k)y 3 dcnt l~ ,  Tl~cg pass otlt 
of tlicir p r c ~ i o i i s  state arid find thcrnsclvcs i n  "Abraham's 
bosom"-nnrtnkers in fRn& corent?nb God made with Abra- 
ham ; fiir, " i f  3.c bc Christ'~, then arc ye Abraham's seed, 
and hcire nccnrrlirig to thc prorniac." Gal. 3 : 29. To thia 
bonor thry ~ T C  Lruupllt through thr: ministration of angels 
--nggdn.~1--messcngcrs. Christ gave his messnlgers comrrlis- 
sion t u  " go into a l l  the world and preach the gospel to 
cvcry crcnti~rc:." Cndcr this commission they brought 
many Gcrltilcs into the Abrahamic covcnant ; for, " ' . lhe 
Scriptures fnrrsecing that God would jcstify the heathen" 
[ t  hc Gcntilcs,] " tllrnu,yh faith, preached before the gasp-I 
ontohl)rnl~nm, saying, In thee .shall all nations be blessed." 
Gal. 3 : 8. 1Znd thc apostle adds-" So then they wl~icll 
be nf faith ore blcs.ced w;th faithful Abraham :" thry are i n  
" Abmhrn's  Lmsorn :" n pllrasc vhicli imports a partakcr 
of his blessings and beIng in thr same covenant relation 
to God. In t h i s  condition arc a31 believing Gentilca, and 
arc now 'bconrfor~edf wllilc the obstinate unbelieving Jcta 
from tllc t ime of Christ, or from the introdnction of the 
CIlristian dispcnsat icn, has  been " tarmedd:" and the -'guIf" 
bctwcen I l lc  tn-IF dispensatioas is " impa~~a~lr"--thr~. cab 
not be jnincd in onc : t o  come into the bIcssinrs of the 
Christian di~penuation i s  impossible to any one sti!l clcav- 
ing to the hlosaic for justification ; and to return from tlie 
Christian to the Mosaic is to " fall from grace," and to be 
swallowed np i n  the gulf. 

nrc might  greatly enlarge the proof thnt the foregoing 
is thc true firope and design of the porablc ; 3 u t  me be- 
lieve enotigli has been said to satisfy the candid inquire1 
after truth, and we have no expectation that obstinnta 
bigotry wiI1 be removed, even though another Lazarus 
should ntisc from thc dcad and affirm the truth of the ex 
position we have here-given. 

C H A P T E R  V I I .  

IT ia urged that  Rev. 6 : 0-1 f showa that dead sainta 
are in s conscio~is state. Tlic eonls of them that wcm 
elain for the word of God, are represented ae Been, and 
@ng for vengeance an their murderem. 

In the h a t  phce, these " sonle," whatever elae ther may 
be, are not theological soula, for those are represented as 
immaterial, cccnpying no space, and not to bo seen : but 
Jobn " saw" the souls he speaks of, and describe8 the space 
theg occupy. If these were the ~onle of dewaeed men, 
+hey were *,fi',irely diEerent from those of which theologiam 
~ p e a ) s .  

Morec7er, if they were the theological souls of saints, 
they seem to be very far from being "made perfect? by 
paasing intu tbat stab ; for.'Ythey cried with a loud voice" 
-which importa earnestnese and anxieQtsd6hbla hg, 6 
lard,  holy and tme, dost thou not judge and avenge our 
blood," &c. They not only seem disqnieted by the delay 
of vengeancs on their mderens ,  but they qeak of their 
"blood." Theological eouls, mrely, have no blood, and 
never had. Bible souls do have blood, and differ as widely 
horn the theological one6 as eubshnce differs from nihility 

Again, these eonla bad "white rob- givenn them, aftw 
their cry. So they are not such eonls as thmloginna talk 
about ; for, even if these robe are pymbolical uf righteouae 
nesa, men do not receive such after death, but before, and 
while in thia atate af trial. I t  ie in thisIifemaars Ca 
mash oar robea and make thm "white in tLo bl&of tho 

I Lamb :" .see chap. 7 l: 14. 



r"inalIg, this whole scene was laiil under the opening d 
lile fifth seal, ombracing the time of pagan and papal per- 
sccutjuns, being far in the future ~ v h ~ n  Juhn wrote ; so 
that thcsc souls bad no existence at  all at the tima R c v e  
lstion was written ; and'as i t  was a syrnbolici~l represcn- 
tntit~n of a bluody qcrsccution, of long continuance, it p r e  
sents not the statc, feelings, or condition of the dead, but 
of tlio living and suffering saints under that persecution, 
ahowing the tcrri ble trial of thcir faith and patience, when 
the " Lord, holy and true," seemed to abandon them to the 
vengeance of thcir perlsecutors. Seeing this bloody perse- 
cutiun so loug protracted, with no apparent cud to it, thcy 
cry, " Horn LONG !N The answer is, " until their fellow-~cr- 
vaata also and their brethren, that ahould be killed as thcy, 
should be FULFILLED." They were pointed forward to the 
completion of this bloody stew, us thc time whcn God 
would avenge them, and in this trial of thetnselvee, God 
designed to purify them, and make them white, or give 
them " wliite robcs," after which " they 6hould rest" awhile 
" in  t1~c dust of thc earth," ((see Dan. 18 : 2,) and then 
" awake to cvtrlasting life." 

011 this ;~ccnlc  rcpiesentation of a bloody persecution 
and its firm1 rceult, wc might greatly enlargr?, but wo think 
cr~ougt~ lias been aaid t o  ~atisfj-  the candid inquirer after 
truth, that there was 110 design in the rerelator of rep* 
sentirlg t he  etatc of dcnth as being one uf ccmsciousness, 
but  only the fcelings and hope8 of the living and suffering 
Christians under a most unparaIEtlcd and protracted pcr 
sccution. " The souls" are the persum, in their visible, tan- 
giblc, and snffering state ; but when made " white'' thcy 
were to r c ~ t  till all that mas writtcn ahould be "fu!fllc~I : ' 
tllen would come their reward. 
On our Lord's promise t o  the D n Y o  TKiEF, Luke 28 : 43, 

wc nced 839 but little. Having demonstrated that t h e  Old 
Tcstamcnt condemns the idea that the dead know nnythiri$, 
anlcss i t  can be ~ h o w n  that Jeans taught the contrary, 

I 
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explicitly, no one has the right to claim the text in Luke, 
as proving a living existence whcn dead. Jesus did teach 
distinctly, that  tho " resurrection, at the last day" is the 
nope of a future life. What he said to the thief, thereforq 
is to be interpreted in harmony withall his other teaching. 
LIe never prorniacd his followere thcir reward till " the re 
surrection of the just :'' sea Lk. 14 : 14 ; John (1 : 40 ; and 
Nath. 16 : 27.  "When the Son of man shall come in hie 
glory, and all the holy angela with him, THEN shall be sit 
upon TAP. THBONE of his glory ;" then will be thc time of 
'"his appearing and ~ISGDOYL" The thief prayed, " h r d  
r ememhr  mo whcn thou comest into thy kingdomH 
" Into," says Archhishop WBATELY, " is a mis-trandation ; 
i t  should be, ' in thy kingdom :! tho meaning is-at thy 
sccond coming in triumphant glory?' See his "Future 
Statcs," p. 324. Jesus' anawer is in harmony with the 
prayer-" Verily I say unto thee tedar: or this day-what 
day? the day they bung upon the cross? No: but the 
day just spoken of, viz : when Christ shall come " in his 
kingdom!' The answer is, in the day of Chciet'a c~rning 
into, or in his kingdom, the thief should be with him in 
paradise : i. c., in that delightfuI place. 

The idea tbat paradise ie the theological heaven, of dia 
embodied souls, is an assumption, without one text in the 
Bible to sustain it. Three days after Jesus' death be dc- 
tlared to Mary, John 20 : 17, " I am not yet ascended to 
my Father." He did not, then, ascend ta paradise the day 
he died, and bad not for three days after ; hcnm if the thief 
went there, he did not find Jesus, and the promise faild. 
These ie no evading our Lord% words, to Mary, by saying, 
" Jcsna meant he had not bcen to heaven in his body.'" 
Ec epeake of his personality-" I am not yu' ascended," kc ,  
Jesua-the perm-had not been to paradise. Ha said t o  
rl~c thief-" T h  shalt be with m." So4 thy soul shall 
be with my sod. Three days aftcr the same me, saith, " 1 
am not yct aecendd" Hcze is demonstration of the bcos 



rectaem of the common constrnction c f  this ecriptare 
There ie no proof from it of the aurviranca of a ~onscicne 
entity, called the soul, indeath. Jesus aaithnothiagof a 
oonl or ~ o u t a  in the entire account. We might extend cut 
remarks greatly an %hie text, but we judge enough ha. 
h e n  said t o  shorn its utter irrelevancy aa proof of the corn 
mon theory of going to heaven at icath. 

The case of hlosss; at the transfiguration, is urged ar 
proof that ~ou l s ,  disembodied, do live, and arc conscious 
when mcn are dead. It ia however maintained, thedlogi. 
cally, that ~ouls  are immaterial ; hence, it would be i m p s  
sible for them t o  be seen by material eye8 ; therefore, if 
was not Mosee aa a disembodied soul, that was prerrent on 
that occasion ; for the  disciple8 saw " two mm, who ap 
peared in glory ;" Luke 9 : 30, 31 ; hence Moses hall bcen 
raised from the dead-for the occasion, or it was a sight in 
&rim. Christ appcared in glory at that time ; but that 
was not his prmulaenb condition-far Ae afterwards died.- 
Moses, if really there, was so "in glory:n eo. saith the text; 
therefore ho had been raiaed from the dead for this mani 
featation ; though thie waa not yet hi8 permanent sbte,  
nny m6rc than that of Jesus at that time. It ia then per- 
fcctly clear, that Noscs was there by a revival from death, 
or he wae there only by a representation in whim of that 
glory which is to be possessed by the foIlowera of Christ, 
when he.abnl1 actually nppcar in glq-" When Chriet wllo 
ia our Fife shall appear, l h  shall ye also appear with him 
in  glorg ;* GoL 3 : 3. See also 2 Peter, 1 : 1G-18. B?hm 
mas dead-Mom waa baried ; but l b m  appeared in glory 
at the transfignratio-t Moses' 4: no ; it was bbsdl 
-the snme that died and was ktied. If he really appcwerl, 
in person, then it is manifest, he had been re&;-ed from 
the dead, though he might fall asleep egrh, to xaif b 
tevel~tion of hie MaateF in Lu permanent glary, 

T H E  C O N T R A S T .  

THE cry, that the idea of unconsciousnnsa In  death is 
tomfortlees and gloomy, bas dekrrcd not a fcw from allow- 
ing their con~ictiona of the truth lo settle dam hito faith, 
that  a future life is dependent on a resnrrcction from the 
dcad: thue they have had- their faith weakened, or do 
atroyed in the Scripture doctrine of a literal resurrection 

at the laet day." 
We propee, therefore, to discuss, as fully ae our apace 

mill permil, the Comparative Merits of the doctrinua 01 the 
di~ernbdied conecinusness, aid human unconsciousness, 
between the pcriode of Death and Rceurrectian ; frum 
which we think it will be eeerr, that thc doctrine of human 
nonexistence, and therefore, of neccssav nnconsciousneaa 
in death, is a doctrine lesJ g h y  than that in which the 
popular faith so implicitly repses. 
Hy nonexistence, we do not mean to aasert, nor do we 

imply mything touching the rcspoctive destiny of the com- 
ponent parts of man's nature. All me mean i ~ ,  that after 
the dissolution of death, the conscious being, w ~ ,  ceasca 
to rctain bia consciousnces. TIlnt th i s  is a mystcry, and 
a very great mystery, is readily acknowledged, but not 
such a myatcry as cannot be believed. No less a mystery, 
certainly, is the popular o inion of the elirninatio~ of the i human spirit, as a diatinct eing from the material organi- 
zation of man, at the moment of death, but which, never- 
theleaa, rewivcs the faith of the grcrrt mses af Chribtian 
men. Of thie l a t k r  opinion, it may be said with truth, 
that it ia the greater rnyatery of the two, baaing every 
nttcrnpt a t  intelligent-conception. The former-and which 
we maintain is the Scriptural view of the state of man in 
dcnth-is snpported by the phenomenon of death itself, 
and of the preliminary circumstances of d ~ i a g .  The gra- 
dual decline of the expiring life-showing at evcry step 
nf its progress, a farther withdrawrncnt from all c x ~ r n a l  
things, until at last, all consciou~lnesb of what is bcyo~rd 
itself geema entirely to havo ceased, even while the pulee 
continnee ita feeble vibrations-s2lonld ellcourage rather 
than forbid the co~~clusion, that death itself ie a total ccs 
sation cf tho conscious being, and not a more complete re 
tention and development of it. 
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LIow tr~~:tcicrus is tllc matcri:ll clrganizrrtion of the I i f ,  
that a ~ ~ ~ r n a t c s  it ! A r l c l  Iluw, apparerrtly at Icast, does t l ~ c t  
~ i ~ I l - ~ u ~ ~ s u ~ u ~ i s r ~ t ~ ~ ' i  dcclinc as 1~1c ebbs f'l.urn its h ~ g h  rnark. 
E\.cn & f o r e  death, sclf:onscivusllcsls is again arid again 
dcstmjvd, nrd ill the cnsc of t l ~ c  swt~ori a i d  delirium, and 
b m ~ r s c  of Cii~case and dcrangemc~~t  in rhc ?noterial orgcvLn- 
t i v i .  Is it then rcnsuuatrlc to  conclude, in the prcst.lld:c nf 
EUI:~]  I I ~ L ' I I C I I I I C I I B  89 ~ I I C S C ,  tliat G ~ ~ ~ - C ~ I I I E C ~ O U : I I C S ~  only 
scrms to, bu t  docs nut  really, dccli~rc, until i n  dcnttl it ac- 
tually cxpirts ? The ptrraseology, arid entirc rcasotsi~ifi 
of tlac Bibtc, Lid us deny x corlditlon of life for man i71, o: 
d x r i n g  tlic conti~iuuncc c~f deatli, a r ~ d  tllcrcfurc tlie pr~pular 
tllrol-y, which nmintnjns this  ductrine ougl~t to bc pl.cll:trc.d 
to shuw that it i~ rnurc rational to accrpt than rr>jc.ct it. 
b:orcuvcr, t h e  mystery of obsolutc nun-rxistc~ricc uf t l ~ e  
uxrnsn conscious~~css in death, is cvmnlendud to our intc.1- 
ligcnt faith by tlie fact, that  pre~-ious to our 11urnnn Girth, 
v-r had no c u ~ ~ s c i u u s  csistenrc. Ti~cre has I~cen a t ime 
when n7c wcrc not, W I I ~  slluuld thcre  rot be n time again 
w1lrn we slmll not Z)c conscious ? I V t l a t  has bccn rnny Le 
rcpcatcd. T l ~ c  dnctri~lc of the sonl's snrvivancc a s  a scpa- 
rate bcinr after death, has ncithcr reason, analogy, nltr 
scriptuw, lilr its slippurt, uri lcs~ it I)c again al)stirdly inain- 
tailled-as snnlc uf tlrc ancirntv hcId-that tIlc human soul 
had 3 prcrxistcilrt*. 

r I Iha t  this drlcti inc ia gloomy and I-epulsivc, arises, not 
so much ii-urn the viclv w c  take of t hc  state of man in denth, 
as tho Iiict that tlle doctril~c Ermcerms death i!,sdJ The sub- 
ject is nuct.ssarily a gluorny nnr in dsdf, and T ~ ~ C I I C V C P  
vir.m we takv,  wc canno t  divrst i t  of its essential glunrni- 
nrss. To our l if~4ovit1g natllrcs, dcnth rnust cver appear 
n d  tflu k i 1 1 ~  of terrnt~ ; nnil it nrfiurs no little agltirlrt tJle 
popul:ir tnith, t h a t  tlir~y, w t ~ o  lri~lievc t hn t  ricutli is L u t  a 
ricw and h i ~ h c r  d~uclopmt-nt  nf' lift-, I1:lr.c as strong an in- 
stilictlrc drt-nd of i t ,  as thusc whtr drny this doct r in~ .  
Tl1rmy n h n  rcprc l  dcoth as 1hc donr of life, and who believe 
tlrnt dr.:~tli introdnccs i rnn~cdintc l~  to tElc bliss of tlie hen- 
~ t . n l y  woi+ld, n u ~ l i t  to n.c!comc, ruthcr than strive to sltue 
i t  ; ntid t1.c fact that they do not so welcornc i t s  apprnncf~, 
is 3 fitronp prcsumpt ir~  cv:l?zncc acainst  the tr11tl1 r)f ' tht ir  
opiniun. Tllc n n t t ~ r n l  instincts ~ i v c  the lie to t1iu artificial 
in~t l l .  U'e dii not forgct inrlccd, that somc lu-1.e died in 
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triumphant anticipation of o glory immediate1 J folloainp 
their dcccnse, but this ie no pruof that their fvith waa 
right ; all this fact pmves, is, that dcath did not, and could 
na~t destroy thcir lropc in  ihc future realization uf immrrr* 
tali ty. It  is true they were cxpec:ing it nt the moment ox 
death, but t h ~  time of possessing their reward waa less the 
occasion of their dying joy than the cerlaidy of posseesiw 
it. These happy dealhr; are, however, compamtivcly rare, 
wl~ich ought nut to bc the case ; they should be the rule, 
rioL the exception, whem tle popular faith is professed. 

It should, therefcre, be distinctly poioted out, that  those 
who believe in a state of life for the soul after death, and 
befure the resurrection, view the fact af de%th with as 
mucll drcad as tl~osc who regard the irkterrnedlnte state as 
onc of unconsciousness and nun-existence. Like Bezckiah, 
thcy think it  n greater blessing t o  live tiran t o  die- 
although they profess to believe that Lath removes tlhcm 
from a scene of surering and sin, t o  the preaence of God 
and His Son, a d  the companionship of the holy and 
bIesscd. They rejoice also in the recovery of thcir dying 
friends, and, 11ke Paul of Epaphroditua' recovery, speak ot 
it as an act of God's " mercy." Here ara ample evidencc~ 
that n dcep instinctive dread of death exists in the human 
nature, and which, despite a fdsc though fondly cherisllcd 
faith, expresses itself on all saituble occasions. The 
instincts of Iu~mnnity are against the dogmas of hIse re 
llgion Facta therefore prove, that even the popular doe 
trine of dcath is rcgardcd as a gloomy and 7cpulPlra doctrine ; 
so that tlrcre i s  no advantage enjoyed by the believer in 
the soul's se~larate life after death, over the believer in s 
6tatc of entire cessation of conscious existence. No ac- 
commodating theology c m  convert the curse of God into 
a conf~ct ion I Death is the cur8e, "the wagcs of sin," 
which we can never trcxt as a guest, but muet cver drcad 
as an enemy. Tho Christian connolatiou which tho Bibla 
odniinisters is tllc nssurance to all who are in Christ J"euaa, 
that thor~gll thcy die, they sliall live again, whcn Clirist, 
w l ~ o  is " thc I{esurrcction and the Life," 8shall come to raise 
tlw dead saints, and itivust them with thcir " burldirig of 
G~d"--tJl(~ir "house not made wiAh hsnds, eternal in the 
b ~ a v c n s  ;"-tl~cir I' spiritual body " or perfect rcsarrcctiua 
and incorruptible nature. 

So far, then, the practical advantage8 of both theories 
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are equnl. The disciple of the one theory, can be aa 
hopcful and joyfill in the hour of his mortality, as tha 
disciple of the other. Nor is the disadvantage grcater in 
the one casc than in the other, for both theoriea recognize 
the ncccssity of dying--of passing through the pains of 
dissolution-md of quitting this scene of' tlrings forever 
Each theory 1138 its cojTin and its grave. In both, corrup 
tion and the worm have their work to do. In these re- 
spects, neither hae the advantage of the other ; both alike 
are gloomy ; and fronr orlo as much as from the other, our 
natures instinctively recoil. ,But begond this point, there 
i~ a difference in the respective theorias. According to 
one, the man baa ceased to be ; ho is from this time, tlla 
subject neither of hope nor fear ; of pleasure nor pain ; 
of satisfaction nor dieappoint~nent. The " shndow of dmlh" 
has cast its sable mantle over him ; md tile "gales of 
dmlhtt have opened to wclcome him. Re has gone down 
"inla & n c ~  r" (Psa. 115 : 17. his dwelling is " in t h  dark," 
in " the land of fwgdfdws.' (PBB. 88 : 
tercd among " rh mgrrgorion of the dead 
He iis where there is " M  rowk, nor i t & ,  

virdm:' (Eecl. 0 : 10.) for " the dmd know not anything.' 
(Hccl. 9 : 5.) We are disposed, and naturally so, to turn 
away from thie vision of death : we say it is cold and 
gloomy. It is so : but call it not the writer's thcory, nor 
n burnnn theory at all, for its description is given in the 
Ianguage-not of speculative man, but of tho infallibIe 
Word. The language and imagery are from the Bible. 
Turn away, we may, after learning tile solemn lcseon of 
our guilt, to ecck deliverance through Him who is " the 
Rcsurrection and tho Life ;" but torn away ta another . theory, me cannot, without discrediting the revelation of 
God, and reposing in r mcre fond conceit. This, however, 
is not the place for entering upon the proof of our theory 
of dcnth-me will keep to our profcsfied purpose, which L 
not tn diacuss herc the truth of the  dqctrine, but the com- 
pnrn tire advantagc of thc two theories. 

ITr? have admitted then, that our view of the stnte of 
man in dcntll, is moet rcpellant to human feelings. But 
bc it ocknonledgrd, thnt both theories stmd on an equnl 
footing up to a given point-tbc point of astnnl decerso 
Beyond this point, wbntevcr rcpulsivenesa may attach to 
our tllc!ory of death, doee n ~ t ,  let it  be observed, affect 

him who is the subject of dcntll. but on1 J those who ars 
living, and may be contemplating it. To the deceased, 
who is deprived of oanscioosness, there. cnq  of course, be 
no pninful experience, whatever. All the repulsiveness 
that is peculiar to this theory, is in the aversion r i t b  which 
r e  con~mpla te  the cxtinctioo of our being. The thought 
of not being ia the painful thought-and the w W  rum of 
tLe glaomiaess of this theory of death. 

TVc turn now to tbc popular theory of a s tab  of con 
sciousness for man in death, aa a separate spirkual elrisb 
ence, or soul. Of thia condition cf the haman being, s o  
can form only a r o p e  idca. It is beyond possibility for 
ue to conceive of a condition of being apart from n 
material organization of some sort. To have an ide. of 

crsonat exintence, we muat have bath material and furm. 
f t  may be of s texture he pnre and irnpalpEbb\€-  st^ light, 
but a material them must be, however subtle, and of 
necessity our canception inresta it with form, and givea 
it locality. 01 a plire immaterial ewence, we know noth- 
ing. They who belime, therelbrc, in the aonl's separate 
atate nftcr death, aa the human pemomlitg, conceive of it, 
we apprehend, in s hnman form-the express image 'of 
that possessed bdore death, but of n aubshncc altogether 
different-ethcreal. The common notion of an apparition 
ia probably thnt which gener&Ily prevail8 with respect to 
disembodied aoulu. In this condition of existence, t h ~ n ,  
it ia preeumed, that man p m e a  after death. The human 
being becomes an apparition, n " shade," as the poets re- 
present. Will it be maintained, thnt so far aa this chnnga 
of the.mode of human existence is conmrncd the popular 
tlleory of the state of man in  death, has an advantnge an 
its eide 1 The pnptuatim of life ie an advantage, unqueb 
tionrbly, (supposing it to be a fact) but ia s pcrpetn- 
ation of the living being an advantage ? Without offering 

- nny opinion on the reality of apparitions or ghosts, we 
mcrely ask, docs the expectation of becorning one of thcse 
iagsterioue beings after death, invest ihc statc of death 
with attrsctivencss l The populnr thwry holda oat the 
prospect of fin intermediate stnto in the ~ociety of shndea 
or ghcs t~ ,  into onc of which we o~~rselves are to be trane 
formed. This is a feature in the popular theory which 
dues not belag to what m believe to be the Scriptural 
tl~eorp ; ie this fentnrc, tbcn, 4 *  rucb ns commcnds the pop& 
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Iar tlrco:y nf the statc of man in  death ? Our's is con tlcmnad  gloom^--is this more inviting to humon 
nature ? It' w e  may j ~ tdgc  by our present views and feel 
inga, !I-c s l~a~i l~ l  be dispused to decide that such a proe 
pective coodi tion and cornpnnionsllip as the popular theory 
liuldr out, is rather ogninri, thn2 in favor of, it. doctrine of 
death. I t  is natural t u  us to have a fen: of supernatural 
existcnccs. The disciples, when they s a w  their Lord 
walking on tl~c sea, felt as FFC should have felt under such 
eil+urnstanccs : " They wcrc troubled, saying, ' It is a 
~p i r i t , '  (some have erroneously concluded that the word 
" spirit)' hcre micans t l ~ e  diaernbodicd human spirt. If the 
dirciplcs llnd mcnnt tho spirit of Christ, they ~vould, not 
hare said " I .  spirit," but 4Lhb spirit." Thc meaning is, 
they aupposcd thcy sow a being of o drfermi mtun, a 
spirit,) nlld thcy crinl out for fear." \ITith respect, therc 
fure. tu  tllc prsrmal nnlure, and sociely of tlic intermcdiatc 
statc of col~sciouv existcncc, tile popular doctrine rathcr 
Itaes than gains by the comparieon. Our hdman sympa- 
thics pronouncing thc judgment of th is  view of tlre corn- 
parisurk, d ~ ~ i d t ?  ia furor of unconsciot~sncss, rathrr than 
n d  nn uis/c?rcc of man between death and resurrection. 

-4nd if I r e  errrninc the othcr charactcrinties of the pop  
ular rcprcscntation nf tlic iutcrmediatc state, w e   hall be 
prrparrd t o  admit that thc advantages are decidedly on 
tllc s ide  of t11c tlnconsciol~s state nf man in  tllis solemn 
i~ i t crv :~ l  i n  tiis l)i3tor~-. TIIC period between death and rc- 
surrection is of neccrsifg+vsn according to tlro popular 
belief-o uniqilc condition of uxistencc-constituting a 
aecorld cstatc, pcrfcctly d~stirlct from the first and last cs- 
tatc of the human cxistcnce. In r~lljgiovls p h r a ~ ~ o l ~ k g y  lt 

ia tern~cd " the interrncdiate, or dlucmbodied statc." Uur- 
ing tile continuance of t h i s  state-which must be long or 
short, accord in^ to thc di~tancc of the dccensc of any in- 
divitlunl of tlic human family from the final consummation 
of 311 thinp-thcro is a cornpletc srparation, in the vs- 
pcriilnce of tlic blcswd dcad, Iiom all painful experience 
of tlte L ~ r m e r  life in t11c body ; but  no less srparate and.  
distinct is this intcrmediatr conditinn from that \\*llich ie 
lo d i r r i n g n ~ s h  the Iifc to comc. While, thereforin, th ir  
scrnn~l condition of 11 inIan c ~ i s t c n c e  is repa-csentcd as  a 
t,igla!r c ~ n d i t i o s  than the first, being cxrrnpt from all i t a  
!I:) i r j l i i l  c~~ntinwncien i t  is prt but an z r n p ~ r &  statt?, nnd 

awaits some unknown, distant period, a hen ita edition 
rhall be perfected. I t  is sometimes, in general discanmc, 
called hcoven, and a state of glury ; but when its teachera 
c1,ter upon an explanation of their theory, they alwayq r a  
~ilcy arc compelled to do, admit that it ia but an imperfect 
coadition-not that perfect s t a h  of glorified existcoca 
wl~ich shall be introduced after the resurrection of tho 
dead. -4s man carries with him into this new state cf 
existence tiiv characteristic nature a3 an intelligent and 
emotional being-which his organic change l e ~ v e s  unsf 
fected-he must be still the subject of hop$, desire, nod of 
all other emotions proper to him, ns possessed of a mental 
and mural nature. By the aid of menlory he can recall the 
past, and by tlre faculty of foresight he can anticipate tile 
future. 

Thieli of the patriarchs i m r n u ~ d  in this state-cherish- 
irtg ardent hopm of the future bliss-through thousands of 
long years. I'aul tells us that these ancient worthies 
" lrnviog obtained a good report, throngh faith, received 
not the promise : God having provided Rome better thing 
fur us, ( in these last days,) that tiley without us ~houlil 
not be made pedect.D IIelr. 11 : 40. Is such n state of 
hop deferred consistent with a state of blessedness P 
Since there must be a lapse of time for the accomplishment 
of the bn~cficcnt purposes of God concerning the human 
raw,  the consciousness of this long lapae of time, which is 
the vaunted quality of the popular doctrine of thc interme 
diate fitate, isPratller to be deprecated than desired. To 
the Divinc Being " a thousaud years arc as one day," but 
not  to  the human being : to  the latter i t  is the long, slow- 
m o r i s ~  scrics of ages, especinlly if a prospective good is 
nt its artber cod. This duetrine of a conscious statc for 
R fractional part of man between death and resurrection, 
is like all attempt8 at  patching God's rerelation-a most 
miserable mistake I Blessed it cannot he to lire in a atate 
of almost perpetual hope deferred ; mthcr, " blessed am 
the dcnd which die in the Lord, for they restv-in oncon- 
~ c i o n s  repose-" from their labors," awaiting " the crown 
o l  rigl~tcousnrss whi& the Lord, the righteous Judge, 
sLsll give" them " :~ t  tllat daym-the day of his appearing. 

The popular doctrine of n state of consciousmes for man 
oetrecn denth and resurrwtion, when examined on it8 own 
professionn, i s  rviderttly r a i l ~ ~ r  an rvil than r good. To 
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the doctrino of n cessation of conaciousncss in tbih interval, 
which the Scriptures most decidedly teach, muat be givrn 
t l ~ c  I-eady choice of every rational mind. On tbis latter, 
nnd nrrpopular, yet Scriptural theury, the holy man who 
died five thousand rears ago i s  at no greater advantqtt 
or disadvantage with. respect to the future reward, than 
the Inst man who shall die in this life. To borrow the 
words of Archbiahop IVhately, " TThc moment of our ~ i n k -  
ing  into this ststc of t~nconsciousness will appcar to us tc 
be snccccded by tE:at of our awaking from it,  even though 
twenty centurie~ may have intervened ; of which any ono 
may convince Ilirnself bg n. few rnoment'a reflection." On 
the theory we advocate, the moment of death is virtually 

a Iza- the moment of resurrcetion, and the inshntaneoue rc 1' 
tion of the great reward. Not so, on the popular theory. 
The moment of death is to dismiss the conscioue being to  
nn intermediate &ate of impcrfcctjon and discontentment, 
possessed of a nature, and destined to br?! the companion 
of naturcs, from which ottr human sym athies instinctively 
withdraw, as  both unnatural and un f edrablc. The state 
of glory, according to the poplar doctrine, ia far distant 
in the unknown future-waited for by t11c disembodied 
80~1,  buY6fill disappointing i t s  hopetl, and prnlon,aing i * ~  
patience. 7Vc lcave it thcrcforc, with tho candid and in- 
tclligcr~t reader to decide which, on its own jndcpcndent 
rnvrits, commends itself most to our approval as llumnn 
1lcing.r-the papular theory of n state of consciousness, ot 
the unpopular theory of a state of uncon~ciousness for man, 
between the periods of death and resurrection. 

From onr " WATCH TOWER," we learn what in the S h t a  
of Man in Death, and what the hope for the future is for 
him. We conclude our obsemntione, from our stnnd.point, 
by n Fcrrnon on T ~ B  Hopc of t l i~  Gn~pcl; which, wc trurjt, 
will satisfy a11 candid find itnpartial minds, that future l i f ~  
depends on the rdurn of C h r i ~ t  from heaven, and tho rcsur- 
rection from the dead, by Rim who i e  " the res~irrection 
nnd thc life." If there be no return of oar Lord from he& 
vcn, arrd no rerival into life by Him, death holds eternal 
dominion, and the whole race of Adam perish, or ceasa 
from life eternally. But thanks be to God, that in Cllrist 
tl~cre is hope : tflat hope ie the glad tidings of revelation. 
Let tho following Disconrae be duly pondend ; and mag 
Ood apply it to the reader'e heart hy His Holy Spirit 

THE GOSPEL HOPEb. 

TEXT.-" Ih red J alwa J B  to @ve an answer tb cvery man that r b b  

eth yon a reason of the b o p  that Is irr you with meelmem md 
te~ereace."-1 PSTEU i i i  16. 

The exercirre of hope ie. common to  man. It is well nu- 
deratood to be rnnde up of dcsire and eqectation. Neithet 
of these done constitute hope. The first withont the last 
would be despair; and the last withont tbe first .arsnld bet 
aversion. The two must be combined to  form hope. 'I hu 
principle is aeII defined in the minds of men in relation to 
tbc ordinary affnirs of life; and the man wba should tell aa 
he hoped to possess ten thonaand dollars on the morrow, RO 

would concluda had not only a desire for tbot #am, but a 
reason for hie cxpectntion ; and if he bad none, or no good 
reneoa for it ,  we should not hesitate ta any be is a fanatic or 
a fool. Why sboald we expect lesa in mattern of religion ? 
Men any tbey hope to be saved, tl~ey hope t o  go to bearea 
when they die, kc . :  that is, they desire and v t  to go to 
heaven wben khey die. 

NOW, we ask eacb, a reasan of the hope that is in them f 
A good reason mnst be based firat, an a prmise of God. If 
thorc 1s no promise at' tmch a remove at death, then the ex- 
pectation of i t  is without foundation, sad the exercine of mind 
is presumption, nnd not the goepcl hope. The promise of 
such a rcmore at death must not be r inatter of mere infet- 
mw or mnjocturc ; it must h a ~ e  s 'rhus sailh t ! ~  Lord.'' 
U d  does net leave hia areatares to mere majcetnre, or the 
rtaditiona of men, in matters which relata to b~ossings ha 
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derigns for them : he gives the most plain eild posit~ve na- 
~ r n n c c e  or pron~iscs. Thus the Apostle spcaka, IIeb. 6: 
17, '* JYhcrcitl God, willing more abundatitly to BIIOR U I I ~ O  

. tllc heirs oJ pruntise tlic imnlutability of L ~ H  counscl, con. 
firrued I t  by an  oath : that  by two immutabia things, in 
which it was iit:possihlo for God to lie, we might hnvc n 
strong consoln tion, who have fled for refuge to  i a j  bold upon 
;/LC hope set before us." 

IIcre we see, for the existence nnd stability of hope, God 
dnes not leave us without a certain and dcfinita promise. 
Hellcc if we bare a hope of entering I~earcn at d ~ a l t ,  we 
E ! I : L ~ ~  bc able to fix on n clear promise of God to that effect; 
else Ke 1 1 ~ r c  no vcll-grounded expectation of sucll nn 
crent, a ~ d  our liope is baseless. Wherc is such n pr~naisc ? 
With merkttess produco i t ,  and let us hare the reason of 
such n hopc. We do not nsk you for the rrndidio)ls of mcn ' 

on thc  subject, but for n Bible promise. Will  you give i t ?  
You nre bound by tlre gospel to do it,  if you can. Can ~ o u  

produce such a pron~isc ? If 80, where is i t  ? lye wait for 
an nnswcr. But,  alas, we wnit  in  cnio ! No such promino 
is found in tlic Bible. The notion stands in the wisdom and 
traditions of men, not in the truth nnd powcr of God. If 
w e  are correct, then the hope of going to hcaren at dcath itr 
not a ''gaud hcpe ;" there is no gospel Teason for it : i t  is n 
fnnq-yea,  it  is presunrptioa. 

Tbe go~pe l  l~epc ,  then, is quite anotbcr mattcr from the 
hopc of a Iargc part of the  profcs~edly Christian church. 
The gospel tope is t h a t  of GtcrnnE Life .rrlr.ouGrr nrzri nr n 
Resul-reclwn from tics dead, and not of no entrance into  
hcaven ahea wc dic. For this hopc wc hnvc clear promises 
in  tltc D~ble.  

IIIrhnt are r h  p ~ o m i s e s  'nTe will  give you s fcw rlaltr- 
plce. Luke 14  : ! 4 .  The Saviour l ~ r d  comnlandcd couccru- 
ilig fcaetv n o t  to r:ilI the r1vl.1, k c . ,  lcst a reconlpcnsc Lc ru;rde 
tliec ; but call the  poor, Qc.. nnd I' thou shalt t e  blessed 
for they cnanot rcconlpcose t h e  ; for thou sllalt be recoru 

I 

I 

penwd [mllcn JPU die 1 No, but] AT the RESUI:R~CTION of 
the just." IIcre ia n clcnr promise of the time when the ro- 
nard of ncll  doing is to be bestowcd ; and it is as wide of the 
cnuimon notion as the reaurrectlon day differs from the day 
o f  dr.nth. That we do not inistake in t h i ~  matter, we turn 
to Jo111i Gth. I n  Ellis chapter, folw timea our Lord slnEca 
thc time whm, and the mentis by which, bis followers nre to 
receire their rerrrd ; nnd we ask, if i t  looks like a promise 
of going to  h e n ~ e r l  nl death 7 See Terms 39, 40, 44, and 
54. " This is the Father's will, wEiich llnth sent me, that 
of all m11ich he bath given me 1 sl~ould LOSE ndhhg, but 
sliould cnrye  IT ur nI t l ~ c  lnst day." Here ia no intimation 
of going to henren at Jcnth ; but there is a clear intimation 
that without n resurrection from the dend, Christ's followere 
would be last. Yet, ns it is tbc Father's d Z  that they elall 
not be lost, Ile has  given to his Son power and authority to 
raise them from the dead at  n stated period of timc, viz : 
the I ~ s t  rEuy." I n  the next verse be is still more definite a1 

to xlint he raiscs them up for. L t  Thig is the of him 
that sent me, that evcsy one which seeth the Son, and bcliereth 

I on hirrr, mny have EvEnLAsTrNG L I F E :  and 1 will raise him 
up nt the laat day." Docs Jesus say, I wiH reunite him I 
soul and body again in the last d a y ?  No. I will raiee 
Ftim up.'' TLhn t does him aignify ? Is i t  his bod3 ? H i m  
ie, that man ; n o t  that m a n t  M y  mcrcly. He is raised up, 
and  is n t  the lnst day, and for the purpose of giving him 
that  wlrich t l~c  Fa tber hnt 11 fcl'llrd, tlis : Everlusting Lifc. 

That our Lord's followers thus understood tlre matter ia 

I evident in the dincourse of Martha with him, Jobn I l th: 

I 4 b  Lord, if thou hndst been here, my bratber had not died," 
said bIarthn, verse 21. " Jcsug mi3 unto her, [tby brothm 
hap gone to J~enven P No, bot] thy brothcr shall r i s e  again." 
" Jfartha said unto him, I know t h a t  he shall rise a p i n  in 
the resurrection A T  T H E  LABT ~ A P . "  Such way her faith, 
and such her hope; atrd such is t h e  l ~ q v e  of tbe gospel. he 
member Jesus had declared "Lazarue is dead.'' But bm 
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does not flatter with the fnllacious hope that he had p n a  
to benren, bus he does comfort with the true hope--Thb 
Rcsurrectiou. 

Another cme in point ia the question of Peter, Matt. 1'3:  
97, Peter said unto him, Behold, we hare forsaken all, and 
followed tbee ; eolrd shall we have therefore ?" IIerc is a 

queation about the reward to be bpcd for. Doc3 our 
Lord my, Ye abnll go to l~enven when ye die? No such 
thing. How unlike the theology of this nge is bis answer. 
Mark it well. ' T ~ e r i l p  I sny unto you, tbst  JC which have 
folIowed me, in the 7egenmdLtion W H E N  T U E  SON OF MAN 

511AtL SIT IN THE THRONE OF 1118 GLORY, ye &O ahall sit 
upon twelrc thrones judging the twelve tribes of I ~ r n e l . "  
From Matt. 25: 31, we learn when Christ will s i t  in the 
throne of his glory. When the Son of M a n  sbnll come in 
his nnd all tbe holy angels with him, THEN nbalI be sit 
upon the rthrone of his glory." It is not till hia wtum 
from hcnven ; his promise to Peter and tbe other Apostles 
wag not of heaven in an intcrmcdiate period. bat looked 
dowu to the  time of his return 1i.m heaven. Thie point is 
clear ; but we shall hare occnvion to insist upon it morn fully 
ns we procced. 

We have glanced nt some of the promimca, and tws tbat 
none of them look, like an assurance of a reward prior to the 
rcsusrcction. We will now examine the t p  and see if that 
is not us clcarly against the iden of any man entering into 
1le:ircn till Cbrist return% To understand this part c t  the 
aubjrct the type and nntitype are to be taken in conn&:un. 
ITc shall hence notice the lnw of the holy of holies, and the 
bigh pricst's entrance therein, with Paul's rcmarke oa the 
subject in Rcbrews. 

In Leviticus 16th we have the law rcfertcd te, which rn 
latcs to tho offering of the high pricst, first for L*irnmlf srrd 
then for the peoplo. In the, holy of holies wae the merop. 
~ c n t  nnd the S h c X i d  ghry, or eymbol of the prcrencn of 
Go& It ras there the Illnod of the slain victim w ~ e  to br 
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carried by the bigh prieat and sprinkled upon the mercy-lent 
,and before the mercy-sent, to mnke an ntonement. Now 
mark verse 17, " There shalI bc 9x1 man in the tabernacle of 
the aongregntion when he [tho high prieet] gaeth ih to makc 
nn atonement in the holy place, UNTIL HE COME ow," &a 
60 ~acred ly  mna tho lloly of bolies guarded hy the law thni 
creo the trro hundred and fifty Levites, connected with Hornh 
c h i m i n g  that "all  the congegation wcre Iwly," ahen they 
npproachcd the door of the tabernacle, ta inrrnde into the holy 
place, tbere came out a fire from t h ~  Lord and coosnmcd 

them : sce Nnnrbers 16th. Tho pcople of Israel gwcrally 
were prohibited, on pain of death, turning nigh the tahr- 
onclc : aec Numbers 18 : 29. But the main point to which 
ac call  attention ia the fact, no alnn was permitted to enter 
tllc Iiolp of llolics while the higb priest was therein, nor until 
Ge came out. Now if we find this is truly a tjpe, wo may 
lcarn thnt  it is no small   in to attempt to enter heaven before 
Cbrist the nigh Pricst comes out. We now turn to Heb. 
8 :  1, We have a high priest, who is set on the right hnad 
of the throne of the Majesty in the heavens; a ministcr of 
the sauctnnry-a~on-holy-and of the true tabernncle, 
wllich thc Lord pitched, and not man. For every high prieat 
is ordained to offer gift8 find aacrificcs : wherefore it is of 
necessity that this man ham mmewbat also to offer. For 
if hc were on earth he ahonld not be a priest, seeing that 
thcre are priests that offer gifta according to the l aw:  who 
oorve unto the m m p l e  and sl&o of heavenly things, aA 
3I~scs was admonished af God when hc wan about to  mnke 
h a  tabernacle, for Bee, eaith he, tbat thou make all tbingr 
accordiug to the ~ a r s t n  N sbowcd thee in the mount." 

lIcro we Ecarn the fact that the Mosaic tabernacle anrs bat 
tho typcof the true; and we rnRyalao learn that the Aaronin 
high prieattood wns a type of that of Jesus; fur, enith 1':1ul, 
ch. 9:  11-12, "Christ being come a high priest of good 
things to aome, by n grentcr and more perfect tabernacle not 

mado with bands; tbnt ia to say, not of tlis building ; neishcr 
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by the blood of goats nnd calves, but by Itis m b h l  he 
entered i n  ONCE into the rrdcy having obtained etcr- 
nnl rcdcmption." IIc adds, verse3 23, 24, after having epo- 
kun of the d a r o ~ ~ i c  offerings, '' I t  was tllereforc nccesqry 
t l~ s t  the pallerns of things in the heavens ahuuld bc purified 
wit11 tllcse; but t b e  hcarenly t h i n p  themselves with Lcttcr 
~acr i6ces  than thcse. F o r  Christ i s  not cntercd i r ~ t o  t l ~ o  
holy placcs mzdo with handg, wbictl nrc the JCzzcl-cs rf l l t e  

true ; but Ivra I IEAVKN ITSELF,  aoiu 10 n~year  zit che yl-rr- 
ence of God ,for us." 

Thus Iin~e wc a clear stzternent of facts,  nnd find the nn t i .  
type of the e ~ ~ t r a n c c  nf  tflc Anronic trig11 pricst in to  the holy 
of holics. Cbrist has eritered t l ~ c  true lroly of bolics, cvPn 
bcaren iteclf; nnd no man is to be permitted to enter there 
till he conlcs out : tlrc nlletnpt of i f scy  i s  silt; tl~ougll it 
may be i t  Las bccn t l ~ c  sin of  ignorancc ; of that Cod o r~ ly  is 
judgc. JVe fear i t  is tbc result, in niang, of 2ci?fid iguor- 
ance. Christ  is gonc inro the llalg of holics; a r c  wc to EPP'I  

to cntcr t l~crc? If we do, it is a t  our pcril. W b n t  sJa l l  
wc do ? Du as riid the people of Isrncl when their ligh 
pricst wns i n  t l~c  holy place. They wnitcd without ,  latch- 
ing and praying till he came out. Tl~us Yuul, i v  ;losing 
Hcb. ( t t h ,  sajs :-la CL;ist was once offered to be+ t.hc sinu 
of raang-nnd ~ ~ n t o  them that  look for him sllal' hc appear 
thc eecond time witbout ein unto ~ ~ E v a ~ i o n . "  

This i s  a clear reference to the work of the h i ~ h  priest 
under the  law. W i t h  thc blood of thc  offering for sin he 
went into the holy placc, and sprinkled it  upon and befnre 
the mcrcj-%eat, w l ~ i l c  the people prayed, confessed their bins, 

and waited, loqking for the high priest to  come out. S o  
Cll~rist has gone  i r~to  tile t rue  holy place, even hearen itsclf, 
atld tllcre npprars in the presencc of God with h i s  own blootl ; 
a ~ i d  to those who ncknnroledge h i m  ns t l l e ~ r  high priest, con. 
fcss their sins, wnr r l i  3nd pray n11d 1m1; Tar 6' irn to come 

out, he nil1 appear in due limp front hcnr.cn, for tbcir 831. 
vnlion. I 

Row 51aaphemous nnd presumptuous to attempt t o  entcr 
the holy place, Aeavrn, w I ~ i l c  our High Friest i s  there. M a y  
Christian men bc made aware of such prcsumption, and cease 
to talk and act iu  suc l~  nn unscripturnl manner. TIicy nlrg 
flatter thcnlselres that it is very innoccnt to tcach nnd talk 
about going to heaven nt death; ~ c t  wc venture tllc ntlrlna 
tion, that  it i s  n o t  only sinful to do so, but tcnds to s u h ~ c r t  
the gospel hopc, by subs t i tu t ing  nnothcr a n d  cntircly d~f fur -  
ent  hope ; and helice is "nnotllcr gespel" than that wliicli 
Christ and his Apostles preached. This we are nwarc is a 

hrevy charge; yct  we bclicvc we Ilore fully sustained it, 
h u t  phnll now proceed to cot~firrn and strengthen it. 

Let us look nt Paill's langunge relating t o  the  gospel hope. 
- ~ c t s  23 : 6, " Of the hope nnd rcsurrcction of the dead I am 
caI1cd in qucstiun." Then surely be prenchcd the resnrrec- 
tion of the dend n s  the gospcl hopc ; nrllcsfi he wss oalled in 
question for son~ething hc did not prcach. But Ect ns sec, 
Acts 26: 6 4 ,  he sajn, '' Now 1 stand and am judged for 
the /rope or mre P K O M ~ S E  made of God un to  orlr Fathcre: 
unto which our tmlrc t r i b ~ s ,  instantly serving, day and 
night,  hope to come. For which /cop's sale,  King Agrippa, 
I am nccused of thc Jews. Why sbould it bo thought a 
thing incredible with you, tha t  God sbould mise the derul?" 
lIerc n p i n  i s  men tllc burden and hope of Apostolic preach- 
ing. It is a future lifa,  by a scsnrrection from the dead. 
ne adds, verses 22 nnd 23, Having obtnincd belp of God 
1 corstinue anto thin day tcccitnessing to both srnnll nn? great, 
q i n g  none other t h i n g  than those which the prophet8 nnd 
bIos~s did sny should come : that Christ sllonld suffer, nnd 
that hc should bc tke jrs t  tbnt should ~ I S E  sr,o3r THE  DEAD^'^ 
k c .  Not only i s  the reeurrection the Apostolic burden and 
hope, but he nffjrrns the same t h i n p  wcre the theme of tljr 
Pr~lpl~cts  and. h io~es :  tfic h w k s  one. Not nn intimation 
tilug fur of thc  notion of entering the holy of holiee-beavcn 
-nt dcnth, or ut all : i t  is tbe hope of the rcsurrectioo. IIe 
has sbcau 11s ihnr ras " the hope of Isracl," nr wcll as t l i ~  



hope of the gospel ; nnd  chap. 28: 20, in bia bondage at  

Rome, he with, " FOP the hope of Isrnel I am bound with 
this chain." 

But we will now see whether Paul docs not witb cqnal 
clearness statc :hc hope of tbc gospel in his Epistles. 1 Corth 
15: 12-19, " Now if Christ be preached that he rose from 
the dead, how say some among jou that there is n o  reaurrec- 
tion of the dead ? B u t  if there is na resurrection of tlie 
dead, then is Christ no t  risen then i e  jwJr faith 
vain . then they also which are Lllen  asleep in 
Christ are perishctl," i. c., tiley are lost out of ~eing-there 
jg no Rope for them ; for, " If iu thia life only we have hope 
in Christ, we arc of  nll  men most miserable." That the 
Apostle has rcferet~cc to the hope nf a future life by n resur- 
rection is clew from what he saitli nt  verse 3'3, If n f ~ e r  the  
manner of rnun 1 haw fought ~ I t h  beasts a t  Ephesu9, [crpo- 
sing my tifc] =hat adrnntogcth it me Ir THE DEAD RISE ~ o T ? "  
Pln iu ly  a5rming 11e hnd n o  hope of going to henren n t  dcsth, 
and that tie llad acted a foolish part in hazarding h i s  life a t  . 

Ephesus,  if thcrc i s  no resurrection. Such a course \r*ould 
be folly iildccd ; rntller " Let us cob snd drink," if thcre ia 
uo resurrection, " f o r  to-niorrgw we die," nnd there is GO 
hope b q o n d  that. Such is the tlpostle's conclusina i f  there 
i s  t o  be no rcsurrcctian of the dead. But this rcnsoning ia 
both absurd nod faSsc, i f  h c  could or would go t o  Irca~en dt 
death. 

But again, Paul aaith, Rom. E :  23, after speaking of tho  
groaning creation, " A n d  not only it ,  but or~rselres also, 
which hare the first frui ts  of the Spirit, ercn we oursclvrfi 
groan within aurseIves, waiting [to go to bearcn a t  dear11 ? 
No, but] far the adoption, to wit ,  T H E  REDEarPTtOX OF OCK 

BODY :" not  its dissolutian at death. IIe adds, " For we arc 
saved by Idope; but hope that is seen is not.hope : for w h a t  

a man aeeth, why doth be yc t  hope for? But i f  we hope fi,r 
that  we see not,  tbon do me with patience wait fnr it.', ;ind 
what doee the Apostle afirm he nnd the Chriatiane of hi# 

TnL OOSFEL ROTE. 93 

Lime were "waiting forP'I Anewer, l t  Tba redemption of 
anr body," that is, for the coming of Chriar frml heaven and 
t h ~  rcsurrec~ion. This will be clearly seen by oompnriog 
what he mith here with Phil. 3 ; 20, 21, C; Our convcraation ie 
in heaven; r R o M  WHENCE a190 we h k  for the Saviour, the 
Lord Jesus Christ, who shall change our vile body, that i 
may be fashioned like unto his glorious body ," &c. Here is 
no ground for mistake or doubt. Paul was  not expecting to 
p to heaven nt death; nor a t  all ; but he wns looking for 
Cbtist to come from heave-not when his vile body sltonld 
go to corruption, but when the time should arrive for it to 
bo fashioned like to Christ'e glorious body, which is not till , 
the resurrection. This is further confirmed by hie langnsge, 
iu tho mmc chapter, where ha tells us bow he labored and 
snffercd, " If by su y means I, migb t attain unto the resur- 
r&ion qf t h e  dead :" verse I I .  How unlike is a11 this to 
the common idea of nn entrance into heaven at death. The 
hope of Paul is thus distinctly stated : nnd it is the gospel 
hope, nnd dei~lonatrntes that m d e r n  Chriatinna are aa ignor- 
ant of wbat t bn t  hope is as the pagans- themeelvea. In fact 
the theology of these daya has substituted nu immortal sotu 
for, or instcnd o f  Christ ; and hence s hope of going to heaven 
a t  death instead of a future life by a reanrreotion from the 
dead, at the Iaet day,  aa Christ baa promised. A fatal mis- - 
take this, by which Chriet is robbed and diahoa~red ; while 
DEATII i~ crowned hlPrincc of Peace," and an the d m  in to  
llesven 1 Christ, however, declares himself to be THE DOOR, 

nnd af6rrna that those s h s  climb up any other way are thieves 
and robbers He i~ " tbe resurrection and the life ;" witb- 
out him, and r i tboat  that  resurrection ahioh he has promiatd 
at  the laat day, there is no go& af a future life nr 

immortality. Let mcn beware haw they attempt to approach 
the holy place into nbich Jesus our High Priest bas entered 
That is no part of the work of a Chrietian even to attempt nn 
entrance into beaven at death, ar any other period. Paul 
mtatos again, 1 Thess. 1 : 9, 10, wbat the work is thrt rre 
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to do : " For they themselves show what manner of enterin8 
in we bad utlto you, and how ye turned ti# God from idoln 
to spme the living and true G a l ;  and tn WAIT f i r  Ah .%n 
FROM Itearen, whom he raised from the dead," k c .  Here 
the work of r Cbristiro i s  distinctly strtcd : and i t  is no part 
of his business to be looking, ezpccling, or liaping to go to 
heaven at death. Let this be remcrrlbered. 

T o  the Culossians Paul saitb, '' M'hen Christ, wbo i s  our 
life, shall appear, then shalI wc also appear with him in 
glory :" not a t  death;  but when Christ ~ r t u r n s  "(,.om beav- 
en;" i t  is then, and not t i l l  then,  tha t  he will  appear in 

&Y. 
Once nlorc. Pau l ,  io  n r i t i q  to Titus, states clearly what 

is the gospel hope, and a hat is the  work and du ty  of Cbris- 
tirna ia rclativn t o  it. Titus 2 :  11 ,  13. Among the things 
which the grace of God tencbcth is, "denying urigodlinesi 
and worldly lustsw-to ' I  live ~ o b e r l y  * in tbim 
present world "-aiotli, age, or time-" looking for that 
Llcssed lope, nnd "-A-ai, even-" tbe gl orioua appearing of 
t h e  great God nnd our Sariour Jesus Christ." l i e r e  we sea 
wl~at  the go.~pt-L hope is. It is the  return of Chriat  in hia 
glory, o t  wbioh tirue he  mill raise the saiuts ~ h o  are dead 
and change tbe llving ones, as Pdul cIcarIy stateg, 1 Thess. 
4 :  I G, " For t h e  Lord /Itmsc!f sh:~ll rksucrul from heavnr 
r i i h  a sbout, w i t h  tlre roice of the archangel, with the t rump 
of G ud : and t i e  dead in Clrrist slialra/l rise jrst," &a. ; alao, 
1 Corth. 15: 5 1, " 'IVc ~ h n l l  not nl1 sleep, but wc shall all be 
changed in a moment * at  t11a las t  t rump ; for the 
t rn~upe t  shall sound, and the dead shall be raised inoorrupti- 
Lle, aud me shall be changed," &c. 

Thus Paul's testimony is uniform. It is the  hope of eter- 
nal life, Ly a rcsurrcction from tbe dead, a t  t h e  return of our 

Lord Jusum Cbrist io  his glory. If no resurrcc~ion,  no hop: 
if no return of Chriat in glory, ~ a o  resurrtclw~t ; then, all 
~ b o  Lave dicd are perished out  of being, and wil l  live no 
more forever. In all this there i# nothing to sustain tho 
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fable of going to hearen a t  death. No--men must wait till 
out High Priest conws uut of the holy place where he bas 
enhred ; crcn out of heaven itself. If he never comes out, 

our hope is v d ,  and we perish. 
We will now see if other Apostles are in agreement with 

Paul on this subject. 1 Pe te r  1 :  3, " Blcaaed be the Qod 
and Fa the r  of our Lord  Jesus Christ, which, according to 
bis abundant mercy hath begotten us again to P lively hopc," 
or, a hp of I+, an immortal lifc-" by THE REsunnscTIoN 

of Jesus Christ from tbe dead." Here v e  see the resurrec- 
tion and the life subsequent to it; and dependent upon it, is 
thc pospel hqx. F~olloming that, is " An inheritance incor- 
ruptible, and undc6led, nod t h a t  fndcCh not awny, reserved 
in hearen for jau"-in the bands of him whom God raiged 
up from the dead, and wbo, a3 our High Priest, bas entered 
~ C B Y C D ,  or the holy place, I n  his handa ia the iuheritance 
T C S P T F E ~ ,  rcady to be revealed in the last time :" in thc 
Lope of which, Peter sai th,  " Ye greatly rejoice, though now 
F3r P sea_~on, i f  need be, ye arc in heaviness tbnt 
tllc trial of your faith . might be found unto praias, 
rod lionor and glory at tlre uppean'ng oJ Jeslu Chkt: '"  
i. c., when he shall come out of tire holy place, or, f r m  
hraven. Peter adds, v. 13,  " Wherefore gird up the loins 
of your n~it ld,  be sober, and lmpe t o  the end for the grnce'- 
fucor-I t h a t  is to be brought unto you at" [death ? No, 
but  at] & ~ ~ l t e  smelution of Jesus Christ." Tbne wo Bee to 

wlint the gospel imp has reference, and when i t  is to be real- 
ized ; mt at death, b u t  at the return of Cbrist from heaven. 
So again Pcter expresses this mattcr clenrly, in Acts 3: 20, 
where he anitb, God '' s t a l l ,  send Jesus Christ 
rhom tbe heavens must receive, [or retain] until the timea 

I of restitution of nl l  things which God hath spoken," &a 
Thus, turn  which way we w i l l ,  the gredt truth, that the ,WS- 

pd hope is the return o/ Cltris:, front lseavm and tlte 7~1c.i- 

r d w n  of the &ad," meets ns in Full view. Alas, tbat men 
mhould turn off their e jea  from it t a  deify death, and mtenl a 
marob ta hearen by menus of the King of Terrors I 
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Let us turn to one more witness on this subject. I Jeba 
3 :  2, 3, " Bcloned, now are we the sons of God, nnd it dotb 
not  yet appear what  we shall be ; but me know that when" 
[we die ? No, but when] " he shall appear, we ahall be like 
1Itu; for we sball aee him as ha is." Snrcly we shall not be 
Iike him a t  denth; for be has his resurrection and glorioua 
h l y .  Dentb, then, ia not the point of time J o h n  speaks of. 
KO-it is when he shall nppear-wben be cornea out of the 
holy of holies, L'fionr heaven : ' I  that is the gospd h q e ;  and 
J o h n  adds, " Every man that hath nrrs HOPE in  bim pnri- 
fieth himself, cren as hc is pure;" that is the effect of this bope; 
its tendcncy is to promote h a l i n m  Such is tbc character and 
itlfluence of the hope of the gospel. Let all remember this 
truth, and lay it to heart. Men professing the hope of the 
gospel, who are not rnnde Christ-like by it ,  bnve reaeon to 
call in qucstion the reality of their hbpe. If we hold tho 
hope, we h a m  been speaking of in thy, the grenter will ba 
our guilt if we do not Iet it have ita prac&d result on our 
hearts and lives. Again, we repent tbe apostolic affirmation 
-'iEcery nzun t ha t  hath this hope in him p u r t i h  J~imjeJJ 
EVEN 11s hc"-Cbriat-" is pure." NO other standard mill 
answer. Horn much reason haye a e  t o  bewail our past abort. 
comings. Let us haste t o  a d ,  through our High Priest, 
while he is j e t  in the holy of holies, for that mercy which 
shall blot out our past sins, and enable us for time to come 
to  ~ a l k  as Christ also walked : t ha t  when Le shall appear- 
eome out of the holy place-re mag meet him with joy, and 
rooeive the crowm of W(L 
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