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YOL. XLYVI

THE SPIRIT IN MAN.

ALt LAKE CitTy, Aprll 20, 15893, —
For some weekd past, tne agents of a
religious sect Enuwn ap the Adveniists
bave beven dJdiligently and reguiarly
distributing 8 serles of iracts among
tbe citizens of Bait Luke for their
perusal. 1t is with the view, as we
understand it, of securing a reasonable
share of the religioue patrooage of the
commuunity, Prior tu their intended
speculatiou in this especial vineyard,
That would appeur to be a very safe
and cautioue proceeding, although uut
amn ususl one in & business sense; fir it
18 yenerally the cape thut s persva who
jovests his Money opens up hisatand
before he tries Lo do busineas.

Iut let that pB_B!. Whoal [ wish {9
ca )i atteution to iy Lheir Jatest clroulat-
ipy tract, pbearlng the titie of *“lhe
I nlermedinte Btate,?” and that which
it aticpts L0 prove ae one of the
fun damental doctrines of Lheir faith,
It seekslo prove by the holy Beriptures
tbatthere 18 B0 intermediate stute be-
tween death and the resurrection-—
except in the grave aa inanimate,
ordinary dJust; and that not only is ft
upsariptural but contrary to reason, tu
think that *“‘when the body divsthe
zeal man does not die, but lives on,
eitirer in heaven or heil, thinking, act-
fog, loving or bating, just as actually
as whnile 1. the body upon earth,?*?

N ow, the writer of this Lruct does not
reco,nize 8s0y  powsibllity of un
alteruntive to, or a diffvrent idea of,
e.ther heaven or hell other than thag
commonly accepted: not »apirit worid
of u-y otber deseription capn he
conceive, 1o his treatment n: the
subjuol hefore him he is, therefore,
boumna by his doctrine ot eter.al tor.
ment vn thé oe hand or the eternal
ielicity ou the other, heginniog im-
medintely from death, as is almost
universally aocepted and taught by the
Protestant worid; and, such beiny the
case, 1t 13 wol uitfeuit Lo understend,
in wiew of the horrurs of the doetrine
of eter;.n) torment, that men will re-
port L. every device toannihilule, 1o
thejr own eatisfaclion, 8o beatnenish s
belier, But (rsn oue dilemma the.
rusb jule another; prohabiy not e.
ZYewsuiuL@ or unpiesgaut, but neveitne-
iess as untenshle and as much op-
pored ty diviDe econvmy as Lhe vier.

An]l dy oot holl that when & man
glos his soul is co :signed w bell fire or
to celeslial glory, al once and lorever,
Hee sedlugz to whetber he be goud ur
bal, 1 wal pass over the wrlter’s com-

ments on the justice of God, in rela-
ton to the sinner, in such & sn mmary
trausposition. But be asks:

How can a man think without bratns,
walk without feet, see without oyes, heur
without onra?

It bis conceptivn of a “*man’ is oon-
fined Lo vne without bralns, feet, eyecs
or ears, his own imaygination must
sursly be on crutehes, or else some un-
fortunate association with idiots or
eripples has left its mark, Sull that is
ot  his fdea of @ man at all,
but of s man’s soul or sptrit. He,
huwever, dues not give any ressons
Why he belleves*that a “*man’’—mean-
fug n splrit—has ny brains (tutelli-
gence?), feet, vyes or ears, and, there-
fore, iL 18 npot worth oticing further
thau to ebuw the ohildishness of the
question asked.

_ ““Again, if the soul, or mpirit, can live
ust as well out of Lthe body ms In Lhe

0dy, or perhaps even better; if It oan
be like an aogel, can fly rapidly from
Place to place, ean live, aud Lhink, and
act, and be ru excoedingly happy without
the body; aud If the body, as 50 i10any
preach, i+ only a prison house, a caga
and a clog to tbe xoul,—what 15 Lhe use of
& resurrectiou of this body?”

Now, that is not such an spparenily
absurd questlon as the former, but
it is evidenlly congidersd a olinoh-
er. It muet be borne in mind
thut this sect believe thoroughly
Iu the resurrection of the body **at the
iast day,’” but their poaition i3 that
‘“tbe ductrine of the cunscious state of
the uend?? ““destroys the fundamental
Jdoctrives of the Bible—the 1esurrec-
tion, the judyment and the sscond
death,”?

L+t us oonsider, tue, this clioghiog
question: It the aplrl’t (they aJdmit
there I8 u spirit i+ mun) exiets out of
the body, and if the body ts simply a
nrison house, why resurrect 1t?

If thespirit existed in the body, as
the traet writer admits, was it buried
at death wilth the body? If spirlt aud
imalter Afe equally tiueibls to him, we
woull llke to ~now Dow the spirlt was
bavdled. luthe first pluos, however,
I would like to know whether he
really belleves the pplrit was
the deformed object he bas be-
fire described, viz: mious brains
(iutelligevoe), feet, eyes or ears.
1 tuke it, :ather, tbut his jdes of it 1a
simply notbing more thap ‘‘ihe breath
of lite,* ag some of his sgchool believe;
tbat il has no more form, inielligencs,
OoF separale existence than nas a

breath that i3 diffused with the aur~
rounding atmosphere. It is, then, the
proof of the exiatence of the spirit or
saul—not the breath of life—atter death
that is tbe prlncipal poiut at issue; and
that beiug proved, wherefor the neges-
sity for the bod¥’s resurrection.

Now, while the Boriptures contain
but ljttle positive teaching as to the
immortality of the soul, that great
iruth je everywhere implied, and the
whole Christian world has recejved jt,
Qur Adventist friend pays the Rible
Jdoes pot imnly amy such thing; that
the very opposlte is taught. Iv suppart
of this he quotes as follows: " For Nuboth
18 not alive, hut dead,?? ““you fathers
dlé eal muannain the wilderness and
are dead;” David . . . is both
Jead and buried;?’ **The dead in Christ
shali rise first;” “He being dead yet
apeaket 1,?? ““Abrabum is dend and the
prophets;”” L:azarus is dead.’”? Ae-
curding to Webster, death is “‘the ex-
tinction of bodily life,’ bhe says, und
the deplaration of the Bible, as quoted,
stale that all these wnen are dead and
uol ulive, Ther, again, ‘‘they are in
lhe wruve,”” Not eimply the budy, but
ibe man, the person himselfl is there.

It does nol say a part ot wan goes
there, or that the houso in which the man
lived goes there, but it says thay he him-
self, the man, iy there. otice carefully
the Seripture: **‘Dust thou ari, and unto
dust shall thou return”—Gen. 8; 19,

Now men are not spiriis, wnd the
quoiations as lo eo and so heing dead
izave nu hearing on the point at issue,
The {ict that tha hod¥ of anyone sut-
fered disolution is no proot for or
azainet the voutinued existence of the
spirit. But, says be, the quitations do
not say thatonly a part of the man
#oes tu the grave. Djtbeysay that u
part of the man dues not go w tbe
grave? D, the Beriptures not say that
‘“the apirtt returns to Gud who gave
(g ’

But what {8 more, the Beriptures do

-not stale that **Dust taou art, aud unto

dust shalt tbou return,” **Dastthou
ari’? {s oot fuund lu tbe Hebrew Bivle,
Fbe verb art is au addltion msade by
tranaiation, and the original words
rend: Dust, thou lo dust shall return,”
Chis is sumewnat Jitterent tu 5D aat
thou art,?? The fots are that mania a
compouud of bedy and spirfl: We are
agreesd upon tbat. Now when this
compound {4 disagived, the bady re-
turns te dust, but what becomes of the
other parts? ‘The Adveullst pracjleal-
Iy preaches annibliatiun! they gsase
io exist, heatutes. In the grave muan



