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IMMORTALITY,
Ruview No. VIIL
 The common seniiment of mankingd,’

Gentle teader! [ am glad, for your szke, that
Mr. Lee has introduced the subject of, and f)ased
an argr;ument on, “the common sentiment ef man-
MM )l- ‘

Ilo has proved, overwhelmingly and incontes-
tably proved, the racan oxicls of the pamalar dog-
trinie of immortality ! He has trinm phﬁnl{;laurained
the very pogition we have long maintained, viz.:
That “the imnortality aof the soul™ is pogaw in dtx
origing and wes generally belisved waong parans,

ut, strange to sxy, while Mr. Lee has austained
1he above point, he makes use of il for the purpose
of proving the sou! immortal! His argument
amounts to this: -

The ancient Egyptians, Persians, Phexnicians,
Seythians, Cella, Thnids, Assyrians, &, belicved
in the immortatity of the soul—it was ¥ the sommen
sentiment ¥ of sll theve pations. Therefore, the
soul 15 immortal!

Or, to state il differently:

That which iz “the conunon sentiment of man-
kind,”* is trae;

But the immeortality of the aoul is #the eommon
semtinent of mankind ;¥

Turerrore, the immertality of the soul ia truc!

By this logic My, Lee's proposition stands or
falls!  Mr. Lee says—[f destraciionists can

prove that the dostrine in questiva had some other,
or if some other sentiment can be named, mani- !
fesily false, and equally eommaon in the world, of |
iha origin of which no account can bae given, we,
seknowlelge they will evada the force of this|
argament ; bat until this iz Jdene the argument
must prove roinous te their theory.”
I. We are called upan, by the above, 10 prove’
that the ductrine of the imrmurtality ul the seul barl |
tome other origin-than the Bible, And, an this;
point, Mr. Lee, himsell, has helped us to = oon-
siderable armeunt of avidenwe, as we before
remarked ; but we shall examine tho guestion
more elusely than he has done, What if the Baby-
loniang, Medes and, Persians believed the soul
lwmortal t Whatif Zoroaster, Pythagoras, Socrates
aml Plate, lavght it?  What if the sentiment |

abounds in Homer, Ovid and Virgil? Do these
facte prove the doctrine all divina? If ao, the
prevalence of other *sentiments,” held by ihese
netions and dislingnished persans, upon the game

rinciple of reagoning, roust also be divine, If

r Leg’s logie will prove couclusive in one case,
it will in anothere-yes! in all others! I he
receive the pagan idea of immortality, be must
take along with it the pre-existence of soule—the
transteigration of souls—and the rejeetion of the
reaurrection of the body ! Ha must uot divida the
dﬂse,‘ihungh biticr! but swallow the whele liko s
man !

' The oldesl hypotheses of the Oriental World,
uvpon this subject, resolved themselves into the
doctring of emanattim and {mangtion ; issuing from
the * soul of the universe™ at birth, and reabsorbed
dt death. They regarded the sonl as a part of the
Deity; thus making him divisible, which is one of
Mr. Lee's ©casential properties of matter!’!

Dr. Goop saye—" Ef wa turn from Persia, Egypt,
and Hindestan 10 Arabia, to the fragrant groves
and learned shades of Dedan and Teman, from
whieh, ¢tds certoin that Peysia, and highly probabla
that Hindostan, derived its first polite literature,
we.shall find the entira subjsct” [of the- dmmar-
tality of the soud,) ©left in se blank ond barren s
silence, as the deserts by which they aro sure
rounded ; or, if touched upon, ealy touched upon
1o betray doubt, and sometimes disbelief, The
tradition, indeed, of a futore state of retributive
justier spems 1o have reached the sehools of this
parl of the world, and to have been generclly, though
perhaps oot onivereally, aceredited; BT THR
FUTURE EXIBTENCE IT ALLDDES TO 13 THAT OF A
RESURRECTION OF THE BoDY, AND NOT OF A
SURVIVAL OF THE 30UL AFTER THE BODY'S
DISSOLUTION ! Hlera, then, is &n exception to
Mr. Lee’a universal “eonsent of mankind.? We
have one place—one ecuntry-—whare the popular
dogma of immortal-soulism was “blank and
barren ;* and where the oppesite view was “gence
rally? belkeved.  And we find this, oo, just whare
we might expect to find i, viz.: where the' light of
revelation shed its dluminating beams | That conntry
iz ldnmea ! Here Jog, that venemable patriarchal
raint, who hell communien with the Living Gad,
and not with the Buthos or Demivrgus of the Chal-
deans, Fgyptians, Assyrians, &c., —here, 1 sy,
Jub lived; and from this guarter we have, as Lr.

| Good expresses it, ¥ that astenishing and traneeen-

dent compodition ” called ¥ the Book ?f Job ;" a
wark,” says he—aithough ou Mr. Lee's side of the
guestion—* that ought assurediy to rmise the
menius of Tdumea abnove that of Greeee &c., and,
mav T not adid, the knewledze of Jab far above that
of Zoroaster, Pythagoras, Sucrates, Plato, Dr, Dick
and Mr, Lee—all combiued! )

Dr. Good continnes—¢ Yot in this sublime and
mazuilicent poom, replete with all the learning and
wisdom of the awe, the doctring upon the subject forg
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ws 15 mevely as T have stated i, o pattriarchel or ira-

have aich an abborrence of it, for his * heathen

duimnary hehef of o fufire state of retrilutive juattce, | witnesses depose to dfs truth | Let us now atule

not ay 7ns MATURAL IMMORTALITY OF THE
SOUL, RUT BY A4 RESURRECTION OF TIIE
LIy

D:. Good makes thie beliel © patriarchal or tra-
dinonary ;* but this is unnecessary, as Job was
tloubitfess an inspircd man,

Dr. Good's testimaony |

iz the mere valushle, becanse he believed in the

pepular doctring of immortality. )
Vhether, therefort, the dogina of natoral immaor-
tality originated with the old serpent, who said
¢ Yeuhall not surely die ;77 or whether it nrigihal.e(i
in Egypt, Persia, Media, Babylonia, or elsewhere,
. it mbtters niot. "One thing i3 certain, it did not
originkte from Ged, efse Job would have been in
possassion of it; and Twill put Job’s knowledge
and wisdom agatnst 2il the Bnbyloniang, Peraiins
Medes, Assyrizns, Zoroasters, aod Platos on sarth [
Avain, this)s doubtless the ‘oldest boek er doou-
meat extapt, and on that mecomnt demands the
artention of 1he sincere ineuirer afler troth on this
suhject

“The Hindon philosophers,”? says DPr. Good,
“ToTaLoy and UNIVERSALLY demying @ #esurrection
af the body, and supporting the doctrine (of futare
exintence | alons upen Hhe KATUBAL IMMORTALITY af
the soul, and the Arabian philosophers (arnong whom
was Job) passing over the tmmortality of the seul
and resting it alone upGhH & RESUNAECTION OF THE
nony,M

The Hindoo view of this question, is the legili-
mile tendeney of the rodern dogme oo the same
subjecl—al leads in g denzol of the resurrestion.

Mr. Lee, then, iz weleome 1o his Babylonizn,
Medo-TPersian, Assyrian, and Hindeostan asso-
c'ates, and their authority ! He is welcome to
the company af Zoroaster, Pythagoras, Orpheus,
Rucrates, Plato, and 2 host of others! Tle i in

this argumnent in form:

That which is *ihe comunon sentimeid of mag-
kind* is troe;
i But error 14 “the common sentiment of man.
" kind ;»
Therafore, error ia true!
But why should we take “wankind” ae the
standard of truth? Why oot tuke a pation? A
It hiathen ™ nation, 1o fallow Mi, Lec's cxample?
Why not take Earopal or ons of the natons of
Europe ? Whl;]r noy take Imly t Why not ke
the Pope? Why ust take the most enlighlensd
nation on earth? Will Mr. Lee sibmit hig faith
to such a standard ¥ If hg were to submit bis faith
to the ®common sentiment™ of any aation pn
earth, ha would be weighed in the gﬂhnc’s and
fcmmf wanting. . Go to the “heathen world 7 to
Icarp the doelrine of immortality ! Go to Babylon—
10 India—to Egj'lnt—to the Kastern Magiciaus,
Soothsayers, Astrolngiits and Philosophers, in Jearn
{ the doctrine of 4ternal life? Place theas in the
enllegiata chatr, and lat the venerable Job, of the
land of Uz, eit ot theic fect, and learn? Place the
windom of Zoroasler and his associaies, which is
¥ foolishncss with God,” in opposition 1o the spirit
of wisdom divine? A man muet be hard pressed
| for evidence 1o sustain his faith, when he leaves
the oldest and mest venerable document on, darih,
and seeks to the Vedas of the Brabmins and ‘the
Zendavesta of the Parsees for light ox the question
of immortality! .

Here, then, is a fact 1o which we cill special
atteneivn, vig: Thal the denial of the resurreelion of
lhe body was a3 muek “the common seatiment of mine
Iind;'? “as the doctrine of the sonls ifwmorteliy.

Among all Mr; Lee's witnesses, only one—Zoroaster
—beheved i, or tanght, & resurréction. Now, 1

{zarned {—Dbut superstitione company | But, te be ! san fod s many cnccilronu to Mr. Lee'a % pom-
censistent, he ghould zo all the wiy with them ! | mon consent of mankind,” i relation to the
he should believe in the pre-existence and pre. ! domortality of the soui, as ﬁe ean’'find oo the sub-
intellizence of the soul—that it ia a part of God— ' ject of a nov-resurfestion, Will Mr. Lea give me
that it may sufer in purgatoiy—and that it may be | the " origm 7 of this © semtiment ¥

transmigrated !

The (recian philesephy was imported by Pytha-
porae_from Tndia, whose philosophers reprobated
1he deatrine of & resurrection.  So, when Tanl
preached thropgk Jesus the resnrrectien of the
dead; in the Argora of Athens, tha Atheniona
declared he brought strange things to heir ears,
and ingured what the new doctrine was, i

Here, theni, we bave the whele enbject befora
ue. On one hand we have Mr. Lec’s ong array
of rations, composing the heathen warld, baliev.
ine in the natural immortality of the soul, with ita
suidred appendages, On the other hand, we have
e light of truih, eonoerning the resorreetion of
the body, pauring ite sieady rays hom the days of
Iub, throngh the dark ages, down to fhe present
time,

And, mow, T 2%hall tum Mr. Lee's argument
azaimsl bim, by eflieming that the “common sen-
timent of mankind ¥ ix wroug ! Truth hus alwaya
ey an the minerity, and it always will be, ontil
e Lord comes and takes the kingdom, and the
vrealness of the kingdom ander the whole heavenl
Forrer, in sorge; or all ite forms, i3 ‘‘the common
sentiment of mankind?  And if Mr Lee wera1n
rarey oat his tule, he wonll be compelled to
af wit the efraity of motler, ohthough he soemn ta

Mu. L. says—* 1T the docirine of a future exists
enee be an error, it is tha most generil one that
ever entcred the world)! &e. ™ Mr. Lee here
mekes n {alse issue; [or it is nut the “dectrine of
o fulure cxsstence’’ thal is denied ; byt it is the
predieation ¥of a fulure uxistenvy # on the “ natu-
ral immmertality of 1he soul,” inatedd of the resurs
rection of the body.

My, TLea says—the doctrine of the immartality
of the soul “prevails moat whera the Seriptures
are mogi known and read.” Buot, alas! for Mr,
Lee’s canee, Ay ovilerve is all on the other side
of the question! 1f he had sald-<that the doctrine
in question * prevails nost where the Soriptures
are lzas! known and read,” he woukl have spoken
the truth; and his statement wonld have bar-
monized with his * heathen? testimony! For
anrely he will nol contend that the Beriptures were
‘rnost known and rend ! by the men and natlons
of whom he has apoken !

Again he saye—" The doetrine muet have had
itd origin.™ O course, Mr. Leg, it had ita origin;
but was that origin divine? If it was, yon bave
failed 10 prove it, far your witnesses are pagnnm.
Taking the nen.resurvection of the body ag e panti-
ment running parallel with the dociring of the
soul's immortalty—emong the nations and teibes
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referred 1o, I will adopt Mr, Lee’s mode of reason
ing, thus: As the NON-BESURNECTIOK OF THE BODY
prevaiis In 1he heathen world, *and as no account
can ba given of its introduction, it follews that it
must -have aprung from soms one of the followin
sources: It must be inetinet, the rcault of natur.
reason, from tha light of oatnre, the impression of
God's ‘apirit ou the mind, or the principle of reve-
lation cocteined in the Bible. Now, if it be
instinet, it must be from the Creator; if it be the
result of patural reason, it cannot be urreasenable ;
it it be from the lizht ef nature, it is & revelatiou
fram God ; if it b the mpression of God’s spirit
on the mind, it ia po lees a divine tevelation; and
if it be the sentiment of the Bible, none but infidels
will deny 37| Thus Mer. Lee’s logie will work
bothoways! It will alilke apply to every prevalent
sentiment, true or Tzlse) It will apply especiaily
to many of the appendages of the immortality of
the sonl. Bat Nﬁ- Lea makes n bad use of his
own logic; for, will he.tell me what sentiineat hae
not sprung frewr one or the other of the soutees he
has mentioned? I apptehend he will find that
every sentiment extant preceadsd fiom enopr the
other of those sources. - Whai, then, has MY, Lee
gainad 4y this fiourish? " Absoliely ﬂaxhinﬁt,
What is *watural regson’t  1f My, Lea meérn iy
thin wnenlightined reason, then I affirm that j has
given bigth, oot only to ]:a's.fav.osige dnotripe, ot 2
thougand other vagaries and abdwrditips whigh
revélation repudiates, and. enlighiened reeson seoitst
point. . -
n perfest havmony with what we have said,
conperniig the origin and prevalence-of the popus.
lar view, Lwill vemnrk, that bafove fhe Balnlonish
caplivity, snd the Migedonian ond Revign cenquists,
the Jews obderved the rmost.profound silenes upon
the state.of the dead: Tliey spoke of it aa a place
of silence, darkness, and “inpotivity, This faet
gpenks volumes as to the “heathen” or pagan
origin of the doetrine we are calling in question.
They knew nothing of nateral immoytality tll th}a{
were carriod captiva 1o Babylon, and mingled wit
some of Mr, Lee's witnesaes)

Again, “after the Rebrews mingled with the
Babyloniane, *Greeks and Romass, they insens
sibty slided into their use of tetms, and’ adopied
some of thetr sdeas on sueh subjects as those on which
THEIR onACLER WwERE SILENT.” Hence the pecu-
lier views of the Pharisees, many of whom not
only believed in the pre-axistence of sowla—bat,
alse, their wumortality and’ transmigration. This
is the reassn why the question was pot to oor
Lord, conoerning the man who was born lind.
They snpposed 1t possible for the man !o bare
winned in e previous etate, which was lhe cause of
his beiug born blind. Thay also thought ihat Jesns
Christ wae in posscesion of the soul of Jahn Bap-
tist, or one of the prephata. Lot ts now sum up
ke whole argurnent ; i

1. Wa have seen that the doetrine of tha immor-
tality of the soui, the pre-existence of the soul, and
its transmigration, together with a reprobation of
the doetrine of the resurreation of the body, wns
in its origic pagun or heathsnish, Mr. Loe has
given us smple proof of this. I have given addi-
tional proof.

2. That in [dumoa vr Arshia—the country of

Iob, who i the aulbor of the oldest doecument

oxlant, we find the opposie doctrine provailing;

2. Now, let us Jouk at this subjeet from &nother |

and & future life predicated on the resuirectlon of
the body.

#, That tha prevalence of n santiment is no
proof af its trith, er correctness ;- but, if anything,
atfards prespmptive evidence ngainst it.  Truth -
hes slways baen in tha mrinerity.

4, That previeus to the Ba{ylonieh caplivity,
the Jews wore eilent on tho siste of tho dend,
regarding it ns & state of@itence and darkness, -

5. But that affer the Hobrews mingled with thie
Babylonians, Greeks aid Romans, they adopted
thest ddeas on emeh eubjects as those on which
theiroraetea—the Old Peatameni—wassileat. {See
Appendix to.Bew Version}

({J And thai reason unenlightenad, hes given
birth to a*thonsand vagaries, and among them the.
dogma of ¥ natural 'nnmwtaiitg."

But, we are not done with this sabject yet; we
wizh to-plage it where.the hand of morial disinter-
ment ‘can never reach it!  And 1 now affirg, thet
revelation has placed the seal of condemnation on
the oriental science, of a part of which Mr. Lee I
1he special ad vacate. : : .

Pirst, then, in referensa te the very nations
whonh Mr. Lee has convoked ns witnesses, Paul

= Professing to be wise mei, they bedeme
fonls; for they changed the glory of the immertal
God intp the fikeness of an image of mortal man,
of fowls, of fonr-faoted beasts, and of reptiles.”’
Thie wiﬁ apply o Mr. Lea’s Egyptmn,-]}a,hflqman,
Parsian, Greck snd, Roman witnosses. Idolptry
was s -oureent among- thome as the idea of the
soul's- imimortality ;_so that even in Athens, n¢ that
time the most eunlightsned city of ihe eoriantal
world, they lad- thirfy thousond gods, aod held the
nafural mmoriglity of -the soul; bot rejested the
resutrrection of .the body. In the abuve quotation
1 bave not followed. the common veraion, 1hough 1
hrvens objsstion 1o it; but have given s batter
rendering of the langnage, which js eanciiened by
Campbeli and MeKnight. Here isanothar: “For
this doctrine {the preaching of Christ} is, indeed,
fooliehness to the destroyed ; but to us who sre
saved, it is the gower of God.' Therafors, it is
written, “ I will destroy the wisdom of the wise,
and will bring to naught the. knewlsdze of the
rudent. Where ig the wise man? Where the
ribe? Where the disputors of this workd}
Has not @od made fooliph ths wisdom of this
warld ' Again, Panl says—¥ The world by wia
dom knew not God” The Greeks sought after
wisdom~—the wisdom of the Platonian school, and
cpnasguently, the preaching of life and immorlality,
throuzh Jeeas Christ, by a zasurecotion from Lhe
dead, was “foolisharas? to them. Paul did not
teach *the wisdom of thia world "—he did nos
speak the theological diatect of Grence and Rome,
Aud here we are reminded of ‘an important fact,
that, althongh the werds and ideas, concerning
natara) immortality, are found seattered throngh
the works of pagan phi]om%hcrs, we have m‘ttkey;
the one nor the other in all (ke revelations of God!
Whe 1his singular gméssiin, if it be the doctring of
the Bible? ©017 says Mr, Lae, “it is taken for
granted.’? ‘Taken for graned, indeed! Thixias
mete evasion of tha argument. There is not a
particle of truth in it. The Bible Jows not laka

ane daetrine ' for graied,” and then teach an oppo-
| site ane ! ) )

i« Thy thenlogiegl dialect of the oriental and
{ seridental echools e 8 campound of foolish words
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and phrases, which make = foolish language,”
the pradect of coafusien, mytholagy and ignorance.
They taaght & vain philosephy ;" the philesophy
of Geeace wrul Homs, which Faul justly. nvers is
tfalecly w0 celled.”  Hymenews and Philetus
appear to have boen professors of this oriental
acievee.  What this seience is, we have already'
seen; and I wonld hers only remind you, 1aat the
dogina of n franslation to heaven or hall at deoth, 1s
one item of that profane science by which they over-
threw the Jarik of some tn the veswrrection, It was!
upon this shypathesis that “soma® amoog the
Corinthians Baid there was “na resurrection ;”
ang thin, [-repeat, is the legilimale lendeney o
the philossphy and theclogy of my friend Mr,
Lep.

In conclading this long review of Mr. Lee’s,
No. 10, T will, without arguing them, present the
legitimate tendencies of the view we arc opposing.
It +s furnished to my band by an intefligent living
auther. -

1. The dogma of  immortul souls ™ contravenes the
Mosate account of the Fall,

2, It reduces the Mosmc account lo an absurdity.

3. It necessitates a change of the words of the
Spirit from their proper fo e figurative significa-
e,

4, It is subversive of the resurrection and the
Judgmend.

5. The pagan tradition of the soul's immoriality,
not only renders wull end vod Lhe resurrection to
iife and judgmeni, BUT 15 EQUALLY EUBVERSIVE OF
THE FERBONAL APPEARARCE OF MESSIAM OR EARTI
AGRIN,

6, Tug Hrmenesy Guestsof fmonortel soul-ism,
and ethereal translation at death, abrogetes the rei
of Missiah on Dowid's ihrone for a scasen an
lame,

I pledpe myseif to make good every item in the
ahore indictment, when it is demanded by cannter-
evidence, I.T. W,

[REUSF N—

THE ENGLISHH BISCUSSION.

SAruaxnasis: on, Forr Booka oN IMMORTALITY.
By Johw Howard Hinton, 4. M. —buch i the title
of a book that we base received from England, and
ef which Dr. Tees, of Leads, epeaks iz his letter
joord In ¢ Examniner for March last. We sent
ior thir bock immedialely on the receipt of Dir
Lees' letter, but it has been delayed iv coming to
Land. For the contents of il we refer our readers
1o Dr. Lees’ lewer above referred to.  We bave had
time orly 10 glance over that part of the work which
relates to his remarke # O the orgumend o5 condugled
by Rew Grorge Stors? 1 we poest b converted
bark zpain intothe old theore, we should like 10 be
50 oy anch w writer as Mr. Hinton.  Hiz manner ln
fiad, christiay-ike, and well caleulated to win our

esteam and afertion: we cenainiv feel that he has
o hraitherly heart, und that, to s, zives meat weight
‘o hisargoment. e is far removed {rom the nar-
row Ligoty which characterizes mosl who defendi
the same elde of the question. From the basl}'l
examination we have been able to give fiis remarks
or. our ¥ Rix Sennons -~for that s evident'y all he

has seen of vur writings—we ate much pleased,
2id may probably be led to modify some of oor ex-
pressions, while at the same time we are greatly
strengthened in the wruth of our generid postion of the
simmec’s fimat doom. On aremark of owrs in Bix
Sermons, page 75, that men in the days of out Lord
weta not looking for eternal happiness mercly, or
an escape from eternal misery, but stmply for elernal
kfe,” Mr. Hinton, guating the words which we have
imlicised, says: “ Now the awihor lere affixes the

¢ | idea of conscions being to te word life, as itd literal

o primary meuning, and, so insists upon . To
ihis T raply, that this is not the primary meaning of
the term.  Life is a word having primary reference
1o ofganized snbatances in which its organic funcs
tions are mainlained :” p. 364. We let thie defi-

i nition pass for the present. . And then it follows that

Death is & word huving primary teferenco to disor-
ganized sabstances in which the organic functions
are destroyed ; and this, in fact, Mr. Hinton admite,
for he says, p. 363: “The primary meaning of the
word death is the cessation of the fonctions of an
organized substance ; and when we speak of the
death of & man, we mean (o denote the facl, and
nothing miore, thut the fonetions of the oiganized
substanee which entered into hie conslitution bave
censed.”

“This definition we will not now object t9; end
think in the itsne it will help us greatly to fortify

o | the gemeral position of our Six Sermons. Cur friend

—fur we truly. feel 1hat be is such—has given s a
firm foot-hold ; but we Lave neither time nor space
ta notice him firther this month.

The foregoing was written just as the Examiner
for August was geing to press, and intended to
to hitve been inserted in Lhat number, but we were
compelled tu Jeave I oul. Since that, we have
had time to examine the work generally, and eom-
mence giving our readers some notes upon il in
this number of the Examiner, which are desigued 1o
ba continued.

Notes ow Hrsrow's ' Aruawasis, "—No. L

The first thing we notiee is Mr, Hinton’s defini-
tion of immortality, He says—* The idca canveyed
by this word in velation 10 man is that he ja adapted
to liva-for ever, or that he ia not liable 1o the cer-
sation vl conscicns being from sny natural canse;”
rp. 8andd. Again, p. 72, he says—% 1 take the
proper immartality of o creature to be his non-
liability to death (here understaoding the term
death of a ecasation af its proper beingdby natural
causen, or by patses properfo itself.” On therame
page he save of the orthodox party— Amony the
evangelical diseenters of the presept day [ know
of no cridenee thal they, or any considerable num-
ber of them, couceive man tu he immmortal in 1w
sense that he ¢ positrvely shafl Jive for ever’”

e arn glad ta hexr Mr. Hiaton aflirm this, and
hope he ia uot mistaken in ity becagse, if trae, i
shows that orthedogy, at least in Koglind, has
undergene u rudical change in = the present doyt

.Fljound we occupy. Why s this shrinking, in Eng-
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for, wa cenolude, even My, H. will nct and eswnnot |
deny bat the poprlar erthodox senee of immortality
has been, before the, present day,” that all mea
i positively skail live for over;” and if that is not
the seade in-which 211 the orthedex party in Amsiica
uge the term in the present day, except w0 far as
they have been compeiled to modifyit in the con-
Loversy now going oo, ther we acknowledge that
we ourself preached twenty years, and was in con-
stant intercovtse with ministers, without ever
onee hearing or suspecting but that they held the
definition of immortality te be, ia relation to man,
that =1l * positiowly shall live for ever”? But it
tsems a new era hag dawned in England, and we
heil it with joy, and hops it may spread its light on
the pagan land this side the Adantic, ' The point,
in “the. present dey?? in England, that they uee
immortality to signify that man. ¥ positively shall
live for ever,” js given up. :
This ia & great advance towards the teuth @ and
b immortality, aceording to Mr. H.-and his cond-
jutors, m relation to men, is ondy an ©adapiation 10,
Iive for ever, ar a.non-lability {9 death by patural
£anacs, o1 canades proper to’ gimsglf,.we may fairly
conglnde thag man may not live for ever it some
cause foreign Lo himeelf shall intervene ie bring
ahout his death, or to cause the “ cessation of 7 his
“ proper being.” This Mr. Hinton's theory will not.
ellow hil to deny: henee we think he and his
coadjutors in England, if they do not atep in their
search after truth, will be bronght to see, that
though man has an adapiation o Tive for ever, yel
he ‘¢ poszituely shall " noe ““live for ever ” irvespes-
tivo-of moral character ; and that e precisely the

and, from ndmitting that immoriality has theasense
of pogitive endless continuance in beingt Is it not
clearly because the truth, from some quetier, whe-
ther by the operations of their own mipds or other-
wig, has.pressed upon Lhem, that the arthedox, or
pepular theory, which till #{he present day * Las
given the asnse of positive, sternal, uninterrupted
existenae to the phrase mmmorlality, is a gronnd
nntenabls and without foundation in the revelativn
of God? We believe that is the fact; and ike
abandonment of ench a position in “the present
day " shows oduance, which gives us much plea-
aura, .

Bat we now procesd with Kr. Hinton's definition
of immortality ** in relation to man.”” 'We suppoee,
of eoarse, that it 38 universal in its applicatien to
mag. From this word, then, he cannot shuw that
tmy man, whatever his moral character is, © posi-
tively shall live for ever:” all hecan dofrom it ie to
ghow that when the righteons put cn. immortality
by a resurrection from the dead, they put em an |
Wadeptatian to live for ever,” or o % non-liability to
death by natural canses:* that is all that can be
goined from the word; they stand in the same
pusition that Adam stood prior 1o his sin. That we
are eorrect in this view of Mr, Hinton's theory, we
infer from pages 89 and 90 of his work, where he
mays—* | speak of man antecedently to sin, and
of the adaptation of his natura as o ereatare of Gud.
I+firm that secording 1o his natore man is Immor-
tal * ¢ ¢ * ¢ 1hat, but for sin, man'd exist-
ence would nevcr have ceased.”

But what were those circumetancee? Were they
in his nature? 'They muost be, if Mr. H.’s definition
of immortality be correct. ut we deny that ech
was the fact. The parpetuation of his existencs
depended upen the crcwmastanens with whieh. he
was anrrounded ; and henee © lest he put forth his
hand and take of the tree of }ile and eat and live
for ever ” he s removed from those eirenmatances
upos whieh his sondinzed existence depsnded.
This ertainly does not look as thowrh man by crea-
tion. was endowed with % non-liabﬂit; to death b
natural canzes; or causes propar to * himself,

far from it, it seems as if the naturaleaass of denth
waa'in himself, which could only bo_stayed or
averted by eireumstantial eauses, and when he was
removed from thetn he naturally felt back again to
the duet from. whenea he came. .

* If wa are correet in thesn views, BMr. Hinton's
definition of immortality; though it may convey his
mezning, does.not convey ihe soripture aense; Or
it it does, we van derive no. nomfort from Fanl's
declaration that ©thie mortal shall pit on immor.
tality ;" as that, according to Mr. H., nacessarily
implies nothing more than Adam possessed: before
e sinned ;| and heues, for ail that phroge teaches,
maints may after the resurrection meet wilh 3 like
disaster to that of Adam, snd experience anather
death, From the phrase immarfality, 2ecording to
Mr. Hintag, we cannot show that man “ sholl posie
tevely live f::_r aver” alter the resurrection. Where
then shall we luek for this asaurares? Can we
find it in'the phrase life?

Me. Hinrow’s DEFINTTION oF THE Wonn LiFe.

He maintaine that ¥ Life is a word primarili
used to express the active or living condition of
orgafiic substunces ; and it is not,” he eays, “in s
gtrict or literal sensa, applicable to any thing but
organic substunces, vegetable or animal. ¥When
applied ta any other ub[jecls,” he adds, “it i8 on
the ground of some analagy or reaempjancq; that
is, conseqaently, not literally, but figuratively.”

p. 28, 28. Here ia soma truth and ‘some error.
FL would be irue with regard to oreated things if
we wera to amend his defivltion by sayivg—'Life
is a word primarily need to expresa the active or
living coaditivn of the organie gubstances af sensi-
tive treatures, whost general condition is one of con-
sciousness ; and it is not,in ite striet or literal sense,
applicable to any thing else,”” The italic wordaare
out corrections of Mr. Hinton's definition. His
definition is an assumed one j but the law and the
Lestimony shalt setile ours,  Wa have no need to
+travel far to sustain our position ; the first shapters
of (tenesis will soffice to give us the primary nee
of the word fe.  Iu the account of ereation lifeia
rot prodicated merely of the “ living condition of
arganio substanoss’’ It is pot affimed of the
carth after its orgrninn—it is not affirmed of the
waters, nor of the grass, noc of the herb, nor of the
Fruit irees, nor of any of the teees which the Lovd
(God made: no, nor of tha enn, Wood, BiATE, OT ALY
of e Jights of heaven. This factie fatal to Mr.
Hinton's theory, But it is affirmed of ali ihe sens-
tive ereaturos, wiiose general slale is that of eon-
spiousness.  Thus— ¢ God said, Let the waler
bring forth ahundantly the maving creatnre ihat

‘Ihat man by erealion was ' adapted™’ to live for
ever—thal is, the pircumatances i which 1]3 Wil
ereated were adapled W pecpetvate his existence |
without cod, we ne fully believe as Mr. Hinton.

hath life, and fowl thit may fly above the earth,”
&o, P And God creatad great whalas, and every
{roing creature that movet ke chap. 120,21,
God said to man—® Lave domivion over the fish
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of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over | viewing this point he will be led to acknowledge

every LivING dhing that Movgrr bpon the earth:”
v. 28 Apgain, to-fnan, “God said, Behold, | hava
givan vau every herd beartug seed, which ia wpon
1he faee of all the earth, and every tree, in which
i# the froit of 0 tree yialding seed, 10 you it shall be
for meat : and to every best of the earth, and to
every fowl of the air, and to every thing that creep-
eth upon the earth, WRERLIK THERE 15 LiFg, " &e.
Here, we muat think, is abardant evidenes of the

rimary use of the word 1ifi : and thongh the trees,

ethe, &o.; were an “active or, living condition of
organie supstances,” the “ strict or Iiteral senee
of the wotd is not applisd v them st all; and
hénee we may eafely eonelude it was not " appli-
cibla to any?’ of them, exeept “ un the gronnd of
sCme analogy or resemi:]anca. that is, consequently
net literally, but Gguratively.”

That the privary senee of the word life, in Lhe
Bible, iz noi_applicable to organic suhstances
withaut sensation, or withont the edpacity of cons
sciqnsness, is further evident from’ the secount of
the fleed, in which the phrase “ svery living sub-
slunce™ ie employed, end is immediate expﬁdnud
to-signify “ both man, and caitle, and the creeping
things, and the fow] of heaven,” while nothing ia
said of “ vegamable life,” or of vegetables having
life. The Lord aaid, ' 1he end of all flesk ia coms
hefere me—T will destroy men whots T have creatad
from the face of the earth; both man and bemst,
and the eveeping things, and the fowls of the fir—
[do bring a flood of weters upnn the eanth to
destroy afl fiesh wherein iz the brealh of LIFE~—
every thing that is in the earth shall diz” The
Lord thee gave Noah the following direction—¥Qf
AVEIY LIVING thing of all flesh, two of every sort
whalt thowbring inte the £rk, to keep thern alive
with thee : they shall be male upd fomale—fowls
—rattle—ereeping ihing—two of every sort—to
Esep them glive—and they went in untc Neah into
the ark 1wo and 1wo of '@/ flesh wherein is the
Lreath of life"-that is, clearly, all sensitive or

his roigtake. Tt ig irie, puch &n acknowledgment
is fasal 10 his whole argament againet us, which
can only be maintained by saying that the term
fife primerily does not exprees & creaturs whose
peenliar characieristie is, 1o goreral, eonsetous-exish
ence.  If we ara right in the [definition we haye
presented, of the primary mesning of the word,
Mr. Binton eannet elaim its uniforra application in
a Agupative sense when spoken of the reward of
the righteous, It is not, ag E: maintaing, o choica
between two analogical significations  uf the wond
 Iife, but & choice between ils litéral, 4. 5. its pri-
ey sense and » fignmtive or analogieal one, %l’a
maintain that the word life, in the Bible, hae its
primaty and literal aemoe, ganerally 3 if there are
exveptions, and we freely admit there are, it into
be shown that the text, conteut, or other Seriptares
require the exception ; and we think it not diffieult
ta determina when that is the ease. - Mr, Hinloo,
therefore, noranby one else, is 16 #5aime that when
life in promised srd proclaimed, ad it is throvghont
the Scrilplures. that the word -is nsad Hguratively;
that is,.for * hgppiness,”  We do pet edmit it We
consider such a view, kowever undesigned in its
advocates,as subversiva of the very ground work of
f&ithl' and. as Jaunching us inte the regions of fancy.
Life 1= one thing, und distinct by itsalf ; heppiness
i¢ another and different matter. As, however,
there conld be no happinees without life, life is the
first and great gospel promize and provlametion—
Fife, wrenvai Liew.  Speh a-life mpgt inevilably
draw after it happiness : all'misery imports deeay,
and unlesp arrested must soonet or later resnlt in
the extinction of life, That point, however, we
shall not arpee now,

Payra 05 Mr. H. rays—s" Since the only value of
ahimated, ur conzcions existence, les in the hap-
pineas derivable from it, Iife comes in sothe cases
to denote happivess.”” Again he says—f Life is
an expréagion for vHE BeskriTs of Cheist’s death,
that is for the waoLE of them ' p. 83, In & quali-

conseivug creatures. Then it is zdded of those ont | fied sense wa may admit, that it iz thus wsed some-

of the ark—'' Ail flesh bTrD that woeed upon the
earth, both of fowl, and of eattle, and of beast, and
of every creeping thing—and every man; all fu.
whoss unsirils was the breath of e, of all that was
mn the dry land died-=Noah ooly remained alive
and they that were with him in the ark.” '
Thus we sge, that “life is @ word primarily nsed
0 exprese” the “ active condition of” erentures
and of those only, who have sensation. ur are
endowed with sensen, which distingnish them from
the “artiva condition of 7 mere “organic sub-
“dances” or ¥ living vegetables.”  When the word
is appliett to vepetable organization it is used in a
figurative Dr‘ﬂﬂﬂi?gfml sense, not in its primary.
The ereation of man s equally in point in proof
of Lhe position we take on this auhject; but we
think we do not need 10 presa that peint on Mr,
Hintan’s attention : he cannot fail 1o see that iho
word Ue in the Scriptiros has ita primary applica.
ton, not merely to the ¥ active or living condition
of vrymnic substauces,” but v is u word primarily
vesd te express” created things whese peculiar
characierintie in, in general, conacioneness, or sen-
Aation.  Whatever may be ita definilion in the
schools of ¢philosophr,” we think it clear we have
the Reriptare definition, us given by the Creator
fimself - and we ennnat but think, from the gene-

times : that fs, none of all'the other benefits eold
be possessed withoat life, and iherefore to give
alernal life is.-to bestow all-other benefita comm-
nitated by Christ—they ail follow in the tréin saa
necessary resait, But if life ia by mature, and naot
one of the benelits, yea, the primary one, wpon
which all the sthers depend, t}:en the phrase life
mast signify, when applied to the henefits by
Christ, happraess, as Mr, M. contends,  If g0, then
by o substitution of the ierm happiness for life we
thall bave the sense of the word. Ifr, H. thua
substitutes it in 2 Ttm. 1: 1, “The promise of life
in Christ Jeaps ;" and reals #—* Tha promise of
happiness in Christ Jesns;” and says—+T1 de not
see why this shonid not afford eatiafaction in all
caees in which life is used to exprese the benefits
of Christ's death, inasmuch as theee nee oll of the
wrepersl natnre of happiness, and realdily eonceived
of us jncluded in the tenm " p. 3.
If the term Jife i ta be understood az ancikier
phrase for happiness, in relation to benefits Te-
ceived by Chrigl, it cannot be relied upon to prove
Juture life at all, save by iaference: that is, its pro-
cr meaning in thia ml);linn is happinesr, and we
mfizr that 1o be happy we must be ahive, The
terrd, then, acoording o Me. Hinton, cannot be
ueged av diret proof of futpre life.  Thew the

enerpf Me Tlinton i Wis work, that on re-

matter stands thug--To suy that man is imtmortal

-ever, though it does not prova that he ¢ povitively
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aignifies only that he has an adapfetion to live for-

shail live for ever.)’ To eay that God has proui
us life in Christ Jesus, does not prove thut we posi-
tively shall cunsciomj' exiet for ever, or that we
shall live atall, only by implication ; it coly ipr.mrem
that we shall be : 6o that meither of thees
hrasen ageuré ue certainly that - our conscious ex-
istence shall be "perpetuated without and, And if
the phrase et ia %rought in to help evt gf this
diffienlly, il gives no relief; for that pkirase has an
“ gnclogical meaning 25 well aslife; and as life is
used in its analogical semee in the case boforo us,
aocording to Mr. H, it is but reasonable to eonclude
eternal i¢ also, and therefore signifies only whila
the subject to which it is applied continues; while
the saint conlinnes to be eopacions he shall con-
tinge to ba happy: bot.for all the phrase  eterual
life 7 proves, (gnd:ma_y gt_any-iime,blot him aotof
life proper, provided it baly be dene without unhep-
piness ; 2ud all eyidence from. either the phrase
1mortzlity or eternal life, that wa '¥ possfisely skoll
live far ever,” ia given gp and lost, if Mr. Hinton'’s
wlew ig the true ane. o
Eying virtuelly given up all dependanee upon
the phrages immosality 2nd eteenal life’in proof
that aay one * gositipely shall live for ever,” or even
live at zll hevsafter; Br. H, maust find soms other
mode of argument to establish. those points. TIn.
deed, he has viotenly sinnally given up this point,
boi has plainly done it a0 farasst reintes to endless
goneciops e}g{manee being & -gift of Christ. His
words ara—% There are no texis that teach never.
ending existence to be-the gift of Chsist to his fol.
loirers.” . 123, Surely, thut is trae, if ho defincs
the. phrases immaréality and eternal zJil‘:i_tmrrkmtl‘y.
Ho adde— The ghrase everlasting life i yhques.
tipnahly used fo express the entire folicity of the
redecmed ; and itcannot, therefore, when so used,
be nnderstond acconding to & diﬁzer'am enalogy,
that is, of nevesending existence ) p. 123, Ou
the previour page he ﬂa‘ya—-'f The phiase, eternal
life, ought ta ba taken jor one ide:—happiness.”
Hence we ropeat jt—that sl dependencs on this
hraas to prove that the righteous * positively shall
Fi‘m for ever? is abandoned. We must keep thia
position in ¥iew 24 we proceed in our axamination
of bir. Hinton’a theory ; and at another stage of
our notes, we shalt sec on what ground, ifany, he
can eslablish the eterual gonscious existence of

men.

—r——

“BEARIXG THE CROSE,”

Muach is said, smong profeesed Christians, about
fihearing the crosa;”gbut we fear litle is under-
atood or really practiced in this matter. Some
ecom to think apegling in meeting & the eross they
must bear; and when they have done that the
think little mova about the cross.  We apprehen
that is a very small item in bearing the cross.
WMen are all naturally in Jove with this present
workd. To this world wo muet become crucifed.
Crucifizion is & hard death ; but few persons are
willing to die puch = death; thers is, hnwever: no
other way of entering inte the kingdem of God.
We muat be erucified nele the world, and the
world unta  ua.  Most professed Christians, it 1a
10 be feared, have wmads a eoveuanlt with the
warld, not to pirt with it; and the rempler salistiea

giva something 10 soppost 1he gospel, they may

keep their cuvﬁnant \\gfh the worldE.. but "y[f- any

man love the world, the love of the Father is ndt

in him.” 1 John 2: 15,

How then ave we 1o be separated from the love

of the world, and be erucified unto it? Firstw-By

‘a believing view of the Lovd Jesus Christ, who

becarfie ppor—was despieed of men—a man of
gortow, acquainted with grief—endured reproaeh—
resisted tesaplation, thengh he “siffercd being
tempted '—when Te wag revilad, revilad not
again—murmured siot, thongh wounded, brajsed,
put to grief; and his soul made an offering for sin,
econrged, spit upon, his bande and feot pioreed
withh nails; his soul n agony—all this e bore, and
no lisp of iw&patiem ever essaped. him, “}quld
you b ermeified note the waorld, go learn of i :
sontemplate his poverty—hia Tife—his sufferings—
his rcsignation—his patienea—bis loving 4nd for-
giving spirit, till the whele mind is °hambléd
within: you.: 2and (hea realize this tnssh-—="I{ s he
we sq.gﬁ‘{r with him, that we may be also glorified
you agk what it is

together?” Rom. B: 1¥. Do

| 4o  wnffer with him? We answer—7To saffer with

the- samae mesk, patient, forgiving, Teaigned spirit
that he bad., This leads us to ;ay—

“Second—If yau would bear Jo orogs And e
crueified unto the world, REMEMBER, every trial
of your life—whether tempgrel or sg;‘{tttm!, personal
or_faonly, from friends oF enémits, direct or wdired,

2al 01 $imall, of shert comtinuance o7 long, or whatever
e the natare or, charaeterof it,is by the appownl-
muent or permission of that God who willeth not the
death of the siomer, but who is sseking by zli
 these trials to erucify you unto the world, and fit
gou & b glorifisd with His Son Jesus Churist.
How shall this deaign of pur heavenly Fathur Lo
aecomplished ! It eannot be, unlees you * bear
. gour cross.”  Doyou aek again-—What ia it (@ bear
my eross? We answer—Itisto guffernll the trials
of which we have spoken, ;namqtly.‘ You are not
to guarrel with the imtr;n;entahly ;:od_tmnlj% em-
soy, not indulge in freffilaess goder it you
310,3;;01.1 do 5ot %‘ebear the crass.”’ Arnd though you
ghould spaak like an angel in mestiog, yet if you

ot and complain under any of the ials of life,

y which God is aeeking to eracify Eou unto the
warld, it is Aypocrisy for you to talk aboot your
“hearing the cmes "—you ara but decaiving your
own sonl, Cud has assured us, ©all things work
togetker for good 1o tkem that love him,” Rom, 8-
28 yef, FOU CAT} RUTRILT, fret, wud cotiplain Bt
those things which God has petmitied or ap-

pointed! !~ Alas, alds! Do nol dream you ae
1 ripeniag for the k'mgdom_of (3od while thiais the
cass, No, you ara ripening for death—for Ee_rcj;:
tiop. Saith our Saviour—¢In your PATIENCE
passess 4é your souls.! We phall leam soon, ar
“when it is i0o late, that thoss worda are wards of
aolemn and awful Import, 1f you indulge is muar-
muring, complaining, of impatiente at aay triale,
Insults, suffermps, or injuries, from whatever in-
strumentality they may come, and that apirit Iis
incyeasing UPon you, you are jast ag sarely "ﬂ"ie -
ling in the mai 1o perdition as God has ﬂ;"——
t The soul thot staueth i shall die.? ”We gpeak ot
naw of une © overtaken in a fauly’’ © which ﬂ]f
are Ligble in the hour of temptation, bat we spa
of him upon whom this sparit is nol abating b.m
ineroasing—end st is aereasitd, exeupl wa budr

them if {hey speak in mecting some times, and

vur cross duily o for every dy will biing seme
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eross, in some form, Happy the eoul who is con-
eantly looking e God for grace to bear every
vrass. We may pray to have the cross remaved ;
bt we way pot pray fur it only in anbmissien to
the will of God. ~ “If it be poasible let this cup

a8 from ma ; nevertheless not my will but thie
Ee dere ! That is vur eremple; and we camot
safely follow any other, My grace is sufficient
for thee," will often be the answer; and did we
know new what we shall know hereafler, we should
praise God for every trial and every cross we have
1o bear: yeh, a ferng fuith will praise {fod aven
now, that he dees not leave va o our own way,
lest we should be Like the children of Israel,
whoss impatient murmariogs wee answered by
givlog them  flesh,”? but ¢“leannesa’’ was sent
into their soula.”  © Be poticnt i all things . that
ia betiring thy cress; then, when Chriet appears you
shall have a CROWN, X
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PINLADELPHIA, SEPTEMBER, 1349,

EKDLESS LI#F OKLT IN CHRIST.
“He the! hath the S hatk U¥e : he that hath not the Son
of God hath not life."~=1 John 5: 12,

Bizre Framiner.—When our paper wend 10 press
for August, we had exhausted all our funds, and
were aboot ten dollars in arrenrs. Through the ge-
norosity of u few of our friends, thal is cleared off
and the present number nearly paid for also ; though
we are two weeks behind our regular time of issue.
We luve not asked donctions, but they are none the
less acceptable on that aceoent.  Ji would, however,
he rmore agreeable to us to receive the amaunt ne-
cusFary o comnplele this volume from new subecri-
Lers. We shall pnt the Oclober number 1o press
immedialely on the receipt of funds sufficient 1o
pey for its issue. However the Examiner may be
delayed in appearing, oor cnemics need nm exult,
nor our fricads despalr, fur il is not dead nor uncon-
szics,

LETTERE OF ENCOURAGEMENT,

Favw Erox Everts.

Yerorwwas Vi, Augosl 5, 1849,

Duaw Buc. Sroras:—I wish that my anxiety for
your prexperity, in all the hlesings of our heavenly
Faller commensuraie with the #tand you have taken
on the eida of truth, was franemissible. T would
cuickly diffuse # amang the brethren, and incline
them to do whigt is necessary 1o suslain you iu
publishing the “ Examiner.”

T ileaply feel the r]{;cmsily of such a paper, that
feurlessly, independently of conzequences, diffnses
sueh a broad ray of light, while the popular i
are with all their sophisiry rying to darken counsel,
preaching fdbles and deceiving the innocent.

Pear brethren : 1 will ack you, ws [ oflen ask my-

sell,—whete were you, some six year aga? How
came you fo embrace such a elsar light of revela-
tion 7 Ivid your salaried preachers toach it to you?
Did your secfarian creeds gnide 10 your prosent
faith? Ind you, of your ewnselves, dare to think
of the Bibla tratha 85 you now do? Do you not often
exelaim, Oh! how greal was my darkness; how
traditionized T was? Did you net dry your wimost
to prove your former fheory to be the tmih? Yes,
did you not wish, that, Brother Sterrs would keop
sach doctrince lo bimeell? Q! may the Lovd forgive
us.

Bretbren, sesing what you now see, what would
tempt you to wrap that old heathen fuble about
you again? What would induce you to have the
% Examiner” stapped ? -

T will ask one question more. Are you willing
that Brothers Slorrs and Walsh, shanld willingly for
OUR sakes, put their Lime, talonts, repotation, living
end all, upon the altar of oar faith, and be saerificed
there, by suflesing the opposition and prejidice of
the popular religionists, and poverty and want?
Their familigs need common comforts, as much as
ours.  Brethren, will you take this into eandid con-
sideration ? While our brethren may fael it duty
lo preach the gaspel, may it not be ours to sustain
them? Bo reasons Paul, .

1 have repentedty said, T would not, for $50,00
be éeprivnd of the % Examinei.” . Ko, that Tean
see everything as clenr as our brethren that edis it :
but, in it, we getd free disscussion un both gides,
of very jmporiant Lible doctrines, and by the bust
talents, of Korope and Ameriea, 5o that the honest
enquirer is readily asslsted to judgs.

Brethren, a word tothe wise is sufficient. Are there
not enongh, of a willing mind, to contribute a small
amonnt cach lo disernbarkass (he “ Examiner,” that
it may wpeak to onr comfort; and to lead others 1o
the trath? Ok! how great may our responsibility

Are there not fifty, who will give five dollars
each; and as many wmore, who will give iess, anil
then have more than the “ poor widow 77

[Brother Everts letter contained five dollars, thus
giving works as well as warda.—Ep. Ex.]

Frost Bo. ¢ W. F. b7
Prrrssunn, August 121h, 1845,

Dear Bro. Brones —[ wus very somry o see by
the last Fxaminer, a prospect of it nat being continy-
s ed reyularly monthly, when it should be poblished
“avery week, or af least once in lwo weeks, 1 trost
the friends of “ fruth”” have spoken out  smbstuntiak
| 1y before this time, aud lhar we may be grested by
ita bright beama on the 1st of next manth and every

manth, uatll it ehal! eome ofiener.
A fricad of mine {an Old Schoal preshytenian)
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loaned me o few weaks ago “1tick on future pun-
ishment.?  Thad said a few words to him ou the
subgect of the destruction of the wicked which ha
received as though tending townrd infidelity. [ read
Dick, and returned it 1o him with Debney: he read
Bobaey and is reading it again, and says he can
searcely believe his own sensce, that his ayes hava
been eo long closed ottt truth—that there sha!l be
o Prace” fourd for the wicked ufier their judg.
ment:that they shall he “ burned up yoot and branchy”
nothing of that lefiwbe as & thing that was” and |
“inof ;) ne can Jove his God better,and sec a’

glory m his justive and Loliness which before he |

could not see. T enclose youa trifle [$2.00 En. Bx.]
to tupport tha Fxarviner and only regret that it is
ot in my power to do more.

Frox Ba. Wit P. Lemmos,

) BarTivorg, August 15th, 1844,

BroTHER SToRRS =] note . with regrat your want
of means fo carry on the Examiner, as stated. in the
last aumbar, and hope the friends of trmh will sos-
tain you as they onght. I don’t agree with you in
all you wrile, bat I think the spirit of candor and
kindness that characlorises the Bibla Examiner, i
eminenlly fitted to correct your errors or mius, as
the caze may be; und, moreover, [ ‘think your pa-
per is intrinsically worth double, at least, what you
receive for it; T hops, thevefore, that yuuny, if not
all your esbsoribers will ngree, not only to double
their aubseriptions for the coming year bud for the
present, say one dallar in Jieu of fifty cents per an-
mum,  Enclosed Thand you ten dollars with my hest
wishes fer the tcuth’s sake.

From Br. Hexry E. CarvER.
- Crvcixnamy, dug. 23d, 1849,
Bro. Brorrs,—Some of your friends here were
pained to observa by the August number of the
“Examiner that you had become embairassed in
your eflorts to disseminale fizht by want of funds to
pay the printer. | -
Now for ane 1 hava been conscious for rame
lime past that the price of the paper, as i 1, is 100
low, and am willing 1o pay tho advanced price, even

all wa have {avested in such a puper ag the Er.
aminer.”
Your brother in hope of Immartality.

Fuom Bz, A, A. JavRe.

New Youg, dug. 20k, 1848,

Baothen Srorrs,—0n opening the Examiner, T
leamed that, for want of funds, it would be difficult,
if not jmpossible, to issue (he paper for the balance
of the year. 1atonze determined to cast my vela
for ita continuance; and for this purposs T enclose
five dollaxs,  the following numrbers of the paper
ira never issued, T shall not' feel that you are in-
delted to me {or ta any of your subscriber) one far-
thing; for the light which you have been instro.
mental in shedding vpon my mind, on many dis
puted doetrines of {he Bible, is abundantly iore
precious than the small sacrifice I hare made in
obtaining it. "I read the paper for August with
great satisfaction. I think almost every unpreju-
diced mind would aceord to Bro. Walsh the best of
the argiment, cven if they hesitated-to admit that
he stands firmest upen the rock of wuth. Fhe ar-
ticle npon the ¥ Bigne of the Times” deeply inte«
reatet me. I trust yon will be enabled to send the
following Nes. in due seasnn.

Yours, -Fooking for glory, hpoer, immorality,
eterual, life, only through Jesus Christ, our Lord. -

Back Numrrke~—We ean furnish the Dible Exa-
tniner to any who wish, lrom January, 1348, bul ne
Turther back. We carool break volnmes, except to
supply subecribers who bhave failed'to receive their
papers, Any anch we will supply if they will give
us notice of the number or numbers missing.  As
we shall make no charge for supplying missing
numbers to subscribers, they will send us word free
of postage.

. Derisrre Tine or e Apvext.—I1f the anthor af
an aricle on this topie, recently sent us, will yead
our editorial remasks on that subject, in the Examis
ner for June, he will see our reasons for not pub-
lishing his crleulotion. We eannot give currency to

with no alteraion in the issue. It would be a
surree of much regret 1o me 1o see the Examiner
dizcontinued ; for I regrard it as the medium of com-
minicating te the world one of the most important,
grazd wnd gloripas trutha ever presented to the
taind of man.

The arclosad five dolla is lierehy sent by Bro.
Reyen, Mro. Wibel, and myeelf. In relum, you
will please send threa copies of * Dobney.”” The
balater: of the meney you will consider a froa-will
tdeiing to aid in finishing the present volume.
We corsider that we have recaived full benefit for

views un that subject which we are sive will result
in no gond, and can only add fo the number QF dis-
appointmants ealenlsted to shaka confidence in the
i reality of the advent jself; which wo believe to be
o glotious tth, and an event nigh at hand. Blffssed
iis the nan that wateheth sad kespelh himself wn-
spoiled from the world, “for iu sech an hour as ye
think net tho Son of Mar comath.”

Tarrew Asteer—Sister Sarch Blynn, daughter of
Br. Fames Blynu, of this civy, {ell avleep in Joses,
Tuly 18, aged 25,

For nine years, she endored tis
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mest intense suffering from a spine affection. er
epasms were almost unremnitied.  [n ‘44 and 43,
ehe il « ternporey reliel, and was enabled (0 wall
a little by the aid of crutches. We felt 10 praise
God for this roly wonderfl mesey ) but it was of
shoit eontinuunee.  Her sulferings since Have been
indescribuble.  For near three months before Lker
death, she was nnable to speak at all, or searely to
be moaved; and, though sensible, did not open hes
ever, From the first year of her sickness 1o the
Jast kogr of life she was never krown to murmuor or
campiain; nor did she ip any way manifest impa-

: lience.” She was a firm believer in the second ad-
vent af Christ, of etemal life theoogh him by a re-

“gurrsetion from (he dead, and of the non-imraortatity
of the wicked. A few moments before she fell
aslerp ia deuth, she opened her eyes, and with s
rinile on her countenance, seemed o say firewel]
1o ker father and mather, who had watchad by her
bed eide day and night. Uuable o uller a wond,
she could enly by sizns say: “all is well” Then
she fell asleep without & etrugule or a sigh, and
in wlorious hope of 8 * resurrection at the last day.”
We might sdd more, but our limits forbid. Wa
have eald this much in praise of that grace whivh
sustained her to the last, and for the information of
the many christian friends and ministers who have
seen wnd vizsited her during her long sickness, She
rests frem her sofferings, and will soon, we trusy,
enter b0 fife clerud avcording to her faith

EDITORIAL GENEROBITY.

The fallowing communication, with the “Editorial
Notes,” we copy from the Frue Wesleyan,” of
August 18th, We thank Br, Lee for his © editorial
courteay,” and are glad to find that he “always
caleulates to be a little mare generons than some
of " his "“neighbore” We will assure him, how-
ever, that he shall not cude w in that respect;
and we will be most happy 1o recaive z lke letter
frow him: w1 wny time, in answer Lo inguiries, and it
ehall fnd place in the Examiner, if we are so fortu-
nate as fo he able 1o continue our paper, which we
feared we should not at the time we wrate the fol-
lawing letter 1o Br. Lea ; this fact iz our apology, if
we nesl one, for sending our answer to him.
That's nat all ; we will beat him ia ' genarosity ¥ if
he will send vs =0 anewer io our inguiriea tn hie
atticle “ No, [ on Immonality, ia the Examiner
for Moy last. We will exceed him in genemsily by
lofting him finish his article wilthout interrupting
him by f4ing it with moles: we will sayali we have
1o say zfier he hidb done rpeaking.  We do not com.
plain thal Br. Lee placed lus figures from 17 to
“ B2 dwoour artiele, thereby interrptiag us: if that
is his teste he has a right Wit we praciiced in that
way ofice curselves lill we cume to the conclusion

thal it was bud rasto, to say nothing more. Try the
principle in a pyblic oral debate and see who would
talerate it, 'We suy again, we will exceed Br, Lec
in gonerosity, ot lesst in this respect, il he will ty
us with a reply 1o our queries in the Examiner for
¥ay. And weclaimo that we have =lrcady exceeded
him in generosity, for we have copied two of hia arti-
clas, emtive, from the Tme Wesleyan, on Tromaor-
wlity, while he has copied none of the articles fium
the Examiner in reply Lo his, nor noficed that any
replics were being made to bim by our Assucialg
Editor.

Br. Lee, it will be seen, finiehes his niofes on our
latter # by repeating the questions whieh,” he says,
“we insigt have not been answered” W awm
perfectly willing, the 1eaders of the Wesleyan ard
Famminer should judge whether we hove answered
the questions or not; and there we shali leave (hat
point afier a few words at the close.

O % Axxiarnarion—Desra?’

‘Bre. Lee :—Under the abuve head, it the Wea
leyan of the 4th instant, you have mnoticed some
remarks of mive, relating to my ohjection to the
nee of the term “ agmihilation’ in the irumoertatity
discussion. You coriglnde with the following ques-
tions: I WM Brother Storrs tell us, whet he ua-
derstands by the word death, and by the word
annihilation, ard what, iz Ris vicw, is the difference
between thom." 5 -

By thiis inquiry, I presnime you wish me to give
my answer through the Wesleyan, which I wi
cheerfilly do. 31.)

In your artivle, te which this iz a reply,-you said
— wve mean by annihilation, what isexpreascd by
thé words, ' ceasd te exist,’ or fa state of non-vxisl-
ence ' ¥ and you inguire—* Troes Mr. Storrs meza
the sama thing by death 7

My answer to this inquiry, turns on what defini-
tion yeu give to the term * exist.” {2.) For it
seems that you, as well ag others, bave your own
deficition of terms, (3.) Mr. Hinlon, an English
wrier on the same side of the immortality ques.
lion with yourself, in a Jate mighty effort against
the view I advocale, says that ' death involves no
cegeation of exislence either body or soul ;7 p. 449,
(4.) 1t is manifest, however, that the “ body' be-
comss untirely uneonssions: {5.) that is “death”
when the term s used in relation to the ceseation
of tha life of sensitive beings ; but it is nat “ anni-
hilation 7 for, s My, Hinton affirms, it ¢ involves
1o cessation of existance’’ of the “ body.” fﬁ;] It
ia for you, Mr. Hinten, and others, on your side of
the question to prove that a man only half dies.
(7.} I agrae with Mr. Hinton, that in man's deall
there (e 9 no cessalion of existence in either bod¥
ot soul:” [using the term soul in your aense, o8
distinet entity, without adopting that seuse ;] (8.}
Hence, your question is anawered, acovrding to the
languape veu employ in defining what yon mead
by snaihilation, viz—* ceasing to exist, or a state
of non-cxistenee ¥ neither body ner soul © eeuse 0
wirt® aither iu the first or secom] death: {9.) and
it in perfoctly in *the pawar of God" to call th‘:'l}
up to consclous exislenca after the first or secort
death, if he will: the only differencs in this respe
18, God wills to call all men back from the firet
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death, but he wills nnt to call any back from ' the
geennd: death ;7' vet neither the bodias nor the souls
of the wicked “ coasa to exist’’ in the second death:
but they do sink inte a state of etarngl nnconeeios-
negs by the will of God: (10.) But, be it yemem.
bered, not bagond His power 1o-awuisen them if be
chose—such a state would be “annihilesier’—
thetir living again all tums on His will. Lest you
phonld think I have given you a new definition in
angwarin% For:r guealions, [ beg to be permitted 10
give'the following remarks, which T published in
tre Bible Exnminer, June, 1844; and they muy
closc what I have to say to.yon in -reply &t this
tome ;

“iThe term anpihilation, aa usually underetood
by common pecple, mpana an absolute reducing 1o
nathing. Now, in that sense | am no believer in
znaihilation, aad I never use that term in speaking
of the end of the wicked. (11} T think thare is a
clear U distinctioni”’ between tofal uneonsciodaneas,
and annihilation, It is evident to all, thatths body
is toially unconscions al the first denth; but, it is
very far [rom beunyg annthilated. It retorne Lo, and
miogles with its mother eacth. In the seaond
deuth the entite man i redocad te his original
eletnents, whatever they were ; but the elements
to which he ia tedueod are not annihilated ; and
God conld call hirh back to consciousness agnin if
he chose. Hemce I reject the term, beeause it
makes o false imprsssion. I maintain that-when
ke sscond death iekep place therg isa lisal and
elernal unoonscionsness of the wicked ; oras it is
expressed in the 371h Psatm, 20th v Thewicl-
ed shall perish, and the encmrics of ihe Lond shiall
ba-as the fai of lambe: they shall consume: into
wnoke, shall they consumi awsy.” Calf that ‘=n-
nihilation’ if you wilt; T veject the term in thiscon-
troversy. Il;%la.s wothing to do"with it.”* {12.) *

Youra in hope of eteeoal life, at the comwmg of
our Lord Jesus Christ, - Grorer S7oRRS.

Philudelphor, Awgust 6th, 1845, :

EMTORIAL NOTESs

(1.3 Tt may have been 2 very natyral and very mes
dest presumption, but still we inlended no such thing,
The urticle was not written for our columne.  Uro.
Storrs wrete about us in his own paper, and wo replied
in anrs, and asked of him an explanation, which we
supposed he would give throngh the same medium
through which he had made the attack upon us. * Had
mot Bro. Storrs been an editor, and had we ealled on
him for an explanation, we should bave expected to
hava leaned him the use of onr columng, but a3 he com-
wienced the attack wpon we in his own columnz, we
supposed it tnost reasonable to leok for the explanation
to reavh us thraugh the same source, as we specified no
otber phannel. The view Bro. Storrs takes of the sub-
jeet is this : when one editor uitecks another, nnd the
assuiled parly replics und aske an explanntion, he in-
viles his zeaaiient to overlook hig own columns, and
ocenpy his whom he sesniled.  We bave not po learned
editorial courtesy. Nevertheless, we pulblish the nrti-
cle, as we alwaysealenlate to be a little wore genereus
than sowe of pur neighbors,

(2.3 Bro, Btorrs knows what definition we put upon
the word exist, when we speak of the homnn mind ;
there was po occasion for his erenting foy where thera
isnone, For o soul to cease to exist, is to cense to be
R gonl.—With us te conse to think is to cease to be o
soal, for we know little about the human soul, more

tran what we gather from ite thinking eperstions ; with
w3 a thooght ie the mind thinking, and this Bro. Starrs
innws, i he bas read what ke found famit with, Al

| body ceages to exint when it consss to be a bedy~—when

it censes 1o be an organism. Throw a human body
inte the firm énd conswne it, ond the organism
deases 10 exist, but there will bo the eshea left, and the
fluid will exist some where, but they are not the body
or FhB erganism. Butinrelation tothesonl, whese very
existence is thought, whieh ia never kuown to exist
only in connaetion with thought, end is known te exist
oaly fromi ita thoughts, we know nothing of the ashes

of vapor left when it gensen to ben soul, or ceases o
think

@3+) We always usc torms in iheir commenly secuived
2e182, uhlets we give uotice to the contrary, Wein-
traduced the word andihilation into our articlea yn the
immartality. of the goul, with such caplunations as pre-
clnde almost the possibility of beiug misunderatord, and
what we neked of Bra, Storra was, to give a like pxpla-
mation. of the ense jn which he uses the word denth.
Hed he bean disposed to give 4 frank anewer, he conld
have s0 answered as not to had his eesning depend
upon our, definition of words, hut upon his own defipi-
tions, which he might bave appended.

(4. We did not ask Bro. §. what Mr. Hinton be-
liever concerning death, but what he, Rev. George
Storrs; believes ; why could he not have answered ?
We are not responiibie for Mr. Hinton’s views, nor do
we hold Bra. Slorra responsible for them, but oniy for
his own, if we shall succeed in finding out what they
are.

(8.} Thia imypliea that the body is conscious, for un-
leas it be conacious, kow can it becorae © uncanerions??
This 3= new docirine; we maimain that consciousuess
does ot pertsin o the body, The body is never con-
seious, and Bro. Btoers ia the fimt philosopher we ever
heard taik about the comseionsness of the body, Con-
srivngness is purely an operation of the mind.

£6.) We differ_ frem Mr, Hinton and Mr. Storrs
both, When we gpeal of the human body, we speak of
it as an organism, and whea it is decomposed, we main-
tain-that the body, the organism ceaees to exist. The
solid part may be blown abour by the wind, zod the
fluld may #wscend in vapor and fall in dew, or be lost in
the ocean of watars, but wa dany that these are the
body, & hunzan body ; the body has ceased to exist, 'hﬂ
organism i anaibilated, though the elements of which
it wae composed mey exisi somewheie in wide natura.

(7.} We did not ask Me. Hinton to prove uny}hmﬁi
we only asked Mr. Storre what in his opinicn is the
differeniee btween apnihilation and denth, nnd cur rebd-
ers will’ mot fail to see haw he tallcs about Mr. Hinton

1o get rid of answering.

{83 We did cot wish Bro. Biorrs to answer on the
ground of our nndérstanding of the soul, * without
adopting that semse,”” but we wished him to answer
in view of his own understanding of the aoul.

9.y “For the soul to exist in our sense of the spul,
is to ha conscions, for with us the soul 36 8 living con-
seiousness, end when it ceases tu be eonscious, it will
edgue to be n soul.  Bro. Storrs believea the soul dies,
and yet eontines to be a soul it we understapd bive—
Da the sonlsof Adam and Abel still exist 7 and are they
hurnan souls still 7 and have thay. maintained a distinct
cxistenes seymrate from all other souls thet bave exist-
od since 7 We wonld like to have Bro. Sterrs answer
this, yea or nay. He clabms te have enswered our
questiop, but wa do not vonsider it an answer, bet an
evasian.

{10.) What does Bro. Storrs umlerstgnd by the soul
of uwman? Whatisit¢ Jsit aspirit, brenth, life,
bone, flesh, blovd, solid or fluid 7 L it belife, us some
alfirm, does tife die, and still exist after it 13 dead, so
that there |g much a thing aa dead life 2 These ure que-
ries which hia pretended answer naturally sugyests.

1115 Bro. Storra knew that we did not ues the tarm
in thia sense, when he complained of us for enplaying
it. If aeoul ¥ gnk into astate of efernal uncunscions-
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mess’ it will be annihilated in the sense in which
avery ane must know we used the term, who hes read
onr artictes.—Why then did ke complain of ns {

(12.) This whole extract is a mere declamation,
and proves no patt of any anawer to gur quastions.  If
Bro. Storrs really thinks it proves his point by the text
which says, “inte smnoke shall they consnme away,”
he must understand it literally, If g0, humansouls are
couverted ivto smoke, and still they are sonks in the
slape of smoke.  Whet the smole settlas down in our
sanual Indian summer, who cnn Any that it is not
the veturn of the soule of martyrs, aceording to this
theary. We have no more idea that the text literally
describes ¥he end of human sovls, thon we believe the
end of God’s people ia literally deseribed, when it is
snid, * they eal up my peopls 1s they el bread.™
. We close omc remarks by repeating the questions,
whick we imuist have not been answered. They are as
folows: « Will Bro. Storrs tzll ns what he understands
by the word death, and by the ward annihilation, and
what, in hin view, is the difference between them.”

The questian is, ¢ what is his opinion,” & No
matter what ather prople believe; they will take cure
of their awn opinions. :

NoTe EY THE EDITOR OF THE Exawinen,

Br. Lee, in hia note 2% saya—'With us to
cenge to think ia 1o cease tu be 4 soul, for we know
Ti'e about the haman sonl, moere than what we
gather from iis thinking nperations ; with us a
thocght is the mind thinking,” &e.

Men #cease to think” when eound asleep:
then the soul “ceases'ta be a sanl”*’ Men have
been in 4 stale of ozl lsseusibility for days,
manths, and, in some instances, for years; for
these periods, longer or shorter, aceofding to Br.
Lee, the soul © ceasas 1o he a soul? Suppoae
thicn this ¢ ceasing to think * should last from the
deth of Abel to the resurrection al the last day;
of course, as Br. L. will have it, the soul Las
‘eeased to be a soal;"? but the power of God has
nut “eeased  te be omnipatent; and he ean as
wasily revive the soul in the last case as these pres
viously noticerld. ¥ With ns,”' says Br. Lea, a
thought ia the mind thinking." But in each of the
{tregaing cases there is no ¥ thinking 7' then Br
Lee * knows Jittlo about the human soul,” as it has
no ‘thruking operatums.’  1le hes said in s &y-
ucles oa immeartality, that ‘the soul is a simple
essente, immaterial, uncompoanded and indivisi-
hle:” that eeemed to imply that he knew a grem
eal “about? it; but now he “ knowe little about™
it "'mors than what * he ¢ gathers from its think-
ing operations.”’ There are times when it docs
aof thenk, and we judge that Br. Lee is now ap-
proaching the trui%l, viz., that theologians, on s
side of i question ¥ know (il obowt the Auman
soul 7 the sonl, aceording to them, is, after all,
orly theught: a glorious soul indeed ; and it
“eeases 10 be w soul® generally, once in every
twenty-four rours. Br. Lee says expressly, in
note 2" “ihe soul, whose very mistence 1s
norauT ;" and be adds—% which is vever koown
in exist vuly In connection with thought, and is
known za exist only from s thoughts” We will
rot call 1his ¢ éreating fog,” for we think
fopgy as ik is, jf is prolty clear: THE S0UL 16
THOULHT, acc.or'dlug to thik definition, Wo are
almost seady 1o say Awmen.  Perhaps Br. Lee
wioukl accepl it as an answer to hia ingoiries in
now 10" Bul he says, note Y97 “¥or the
sl Lo gxisl in our sense of the soul, is to be eon-
ecioug, for with usihe soul is a living conseious-

ness, and when it ceases to ba conscions Il will
peake to baa sonl,”  Br. Lee has, donbiless, seon

- peraons parfently unconacibos toder the mfnence

of chioroform, “and their “ thought™ ceaszed;
hence, wecording to lim, the soul “ceased 10 be
a soul:” there was not a © living conacionsnesa ;1
cut:and mzngle the body s you waukl, thete was
nao consciousness; and the lack of conmgiousneas
wad uot in the body:-for Br. Lee seys, note ™5 P
“ Congcivueness doed not pertain to the body. The
body,” he adds, *is never eonseiona ;¥ ard con-
c]urﬁvs by affirming, * Consciousness 1s purely an
operation of the mind.” This anthority, of conres,
is good in this argument. The matter then slands
thug —

S When the seil ceases to be conscious i will cense
to be @ amed '—

But the soul ceases to be comscious by the use of
chloroform i

Tnerirors # then * coases do be a soal??

But again, note 2, Hr. Lee says—* For a unul
to caase to exist, ie to cease o be a scul” Sup-
pose we put this together with the foregoing, thus:

To cease 1o exisl w to cease #n be q soul -

But, under the influence of chioraform the soul
ceases o be @ soul, inasmuck as # ¢ cogses to be on
scious ;7

THuerErent; if © teases {0 exist?’ of gush times.

In regard to Br. Lee's affirmation, at the close
of his ‘“notes,” that his *guestions have not
been anewered,” we will put our answer together
as may be foimd in car fetter. Itis as follows:—

¢ Death iovolves no cessation of existence in
either body or sen}; it is manifeet, however, that
the body besomee entitcly wneonscious: TaAT is
death, where the term is vsed in reiation to the
cewsation of the lifé of sensitive beings, butitis
not anoibilation ; it jnvolves na cessation of -ex-
istence of the body: it ia for'yon to prove thata
man only half dies, Nejther body nor aoul cease
to exist either in the first or eecond death :'and it
is perfeotly in the power of God to call them wp
tc conseious existence after the first or seeond
death if he will. God wills to call all men back
from the first death, but he wills not to call any
baek from the second death—they sink info B state
of elemal® unconscomsness by the will of God.
But not beyood his power to awaken them if ha
chose-—auch a atate weuld ba annihilation.”

The reader ean aew judge whether we did not
answer Br. Lee's questions distinctly, We thick
we clearly stated what we uaderstood by death,
what by annibilation, and the diflerence gelween
them ; and if Br. Lee had not pat #({5.)" insur
mouth before we wera suffered 10 finieh the sen-
teuee; it scems 1 us he muet have seen, and his
readers toa, that we did axpressly answer hia first
question, viz.: “ What do 'you understand by the
word death ¥ [ our letter, whioh we sent him,
our words ware made pmphalic asin the quumﬁon
above ; but he chose to remove the emphasis: of
that we dn not complain, for the reader would not
have been likely to stumblo swithont it, if the
#0537 had mot ealled off his altention before we
finished the seatence, so that after readivg lhe
“pgte’ he would not be likely to chaurve euf
refarencs in Lie expresaion * THAT ia death,”’ &e.;
especially as the emphasis was removed fromit

Not “emeraad,”’ g8 erroneously printed 10 the
True Wesleyun,
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We expressed the opinior, in eur previons arti-
cls thet the scarlet colored beast, Rev. 15th, isn
aymbol of the Papal oivil power just privr ip ils

nal destruelivn; or, the last form of that power;
and that whieh it wok afier it recovered from the
“deadly wound” received, by which it was sent
iato the boiterless pitfor a time. Having ascend-
od out of shat condition, it is pressnted’ in the 17th
chap., under the seventh vial, just as the judgment
i 16 be executed upon §ts tider, or the power that
tind rasnaged it. The rider of thia boast is de-
scribed as o corrapt woman, distinetly named,
¥ BasvroN rHE Grzat)” &oi, and marked as @
power that had shed the blood of the eaints, and
mariyred the fallowersof Jeans. Bhe is described,
at verse. I, as being ‘‘that great eity which
roigneth over the kinga of the earth.” It is mani-
fest; bawever, that the walls, etrects, bricks, and
mortar which go to make up a €ity, uever reizned.
over any hody. When it 1 said, therefore, that
the woman is that great eity that reigneth over the
kings of the earth, it is clear the meaning Is, the
power symbolized by this corrupt women has jts
eeat i that %enl city, or i Rome, This powerie,
mystically fon; and takes ils name Trom
Babylon of the Old Testarasnt. In order fully to
understand this prophecy, we must eompare it
with the prophecies of the 03 Testament concern-
ing Babylon, :

. Here we wish to state a prinsiple which we be-
lisve will he founil tine of many of the prophecies
of the previgne dispeneation. | Ttis this—Thas those
prophecies frequently emmbmee eveats which in
their fulfilment are &t a distaude from each other ;
or, a part of the propheey has its sccomplishment
in events near, and andiher part al & more distant
period ; perbaps. centuries after, Or, wa would
distingnish them thas—neqr and reviote evants, yet
combined in ene propheey withont, perbaps, any
notiea of this distiaction ; leaving the d%velnpmems
{esettle that point,  None een doubtbut thieis the
oags i those prophepies relating to Messiah's suf-
ferings and reign, or the first and second advents,
Nor had the Jews, or Diaciples, at firat, any ilea
thal Messinh tmust have twa advents ta accomplish
all that was written of him.  Ltis ensy to illustrate
this point by deveral prophecies which have had
a partial fulfilment, bat we do nol deern it neces-
sary now to go inte the evidence fnrther,

. In cxamining the propheey councerning Babylon
in Rev., we shall need constantly to refer 1o the
praphecies of Babylon inthe Ol Testament, which
will be found to contwin parls which either never
hzve had a fulfilment at al, or only & partial ane,
and that mainly as a ¢ fizurce of that which was to
came’  If this fuet is kepl before ovr minds it
will belp us mueh in understanding Revelation.

We will, before going on- directly, make a more
miuute enquiry a8 in what power is symbolized by
Babylon, designatad am a eorrnpt woman. We
beyrin with Rev. chap. 17: 7. 1t ia there called
“the greal whers 'Fho original worid is, poriees,
which sienifics one that prostitutes heracif OF v,
—&n idolatress——ﬁgumlively o corrupt and idola-
irous chureh. [t s used fraquenll_v in the (id
Testarnent in referenee to the departuves of the
Jewish chureh from God, her husband, by her idu-

latries. - The very first idea, therefare, in the
Revelation, is-that of n eorrupt and idelutrons
church, prostituting herself for gain; & Yopregt V'
charel worshipping idols, and -mattiplying gods,
for the sake of gainivg moncy and power. Apain
i yeree 3, she is ealled “rke mother of hax ots
She js therefore the chigf chureh—the great?”
charch, There is but one such church to be found
on the easth; and it seems akmost useless to argue
the caee, No ehurch can answer 1o Lhe description
except the ¢ Romup Cathotte Chureh.” She han
malnplied gods, from the virgin Mary down through
the whele catalogue of Teal ond imaginary saints,
and worshipped them, or prayed to them who are
dead, aed #koow not enything ;»? and henoe is just
as guilty of idolwtry as ifysha had done homage to
wood of stone,  She has also multiplied Y images?
innumerable, and thus skows hersell the proatitute
church designated “the great whore” Bhe s in.
daed e mothor churck *—but she is % the mothar
ofkfamiots”—pwnim- unchaste females, prostituting
themselves and the gospel for gain, It is not Jiffi
cult to ace who dre the danghiers. If yon eee
monay-loving churehes, confarming to the world
for gain or popularity, you eanmot fzil to know they
ara of the mother of harlots. Bat our object being
naw to speak of the * judgment of the great whore, ™
or mother, wo shall not, at prescnt, dwell upon her
davghters, $he is first described as & corrupt
woman—then ss the mether of other corrupt

-women—then riding and managing a corrupt eivil

power, symbalized by a searlet colored beast, foll
of the names of blnsphemy, with which she iz in
union. Naxt she is s%own as a bloody persecntor;
dionken—intoxicated with the blood of enints, &e.
8he is then presented as cunduocting hersell in snch
mannet, when Geod's words are about to be fulfillad
upon her in jadgment, that she iz hated by the horne
or civil powers wha had given thair sirenpth an
power 10 the beast with which she was in teague,
and which had ‘' carried her,” (verse 7} ard they
“ eat her Besh and burn hpr with fire" 1. 8 da.
stroy her. The 18th chapter gives 2 detailed e-
count of the judgment npon Ther, the réasons for
it, some of the means by which it is inflicted, and
the feelings of those interrsted in ber continuznee
and whe had eariched themselves by her. Al
this is done under the eymbal of a great 2nd proe-
perous city saddenly destroyed, and the conster-
valion and terror of such an event. A great part
of the seencry hers is drapery, thrown in to
hetghten ihe effvct of the pietire, but not to be
understoed as literally taking place; we speak of
that part particnlarly from the $th verse emward,
which describes the feefings and sayngs of those
in the interest of this corrupt chureh, or ¥abylon.
In the 17th chapter, John wns shown the beast,
that thise womau rode, n such cireumstances as
callix! far tha “iatervention of the “power ™ of
the horns, or governments, that wure under the
wotan pawer, ot eacleaiastical mfluence of thiscor-
rupt church. It was the woman that ¥ reigneth
over the kings ¥ or goveromenta *of the earth,”
or old Roman Kmpire, that invoked these povern-
ments Lo intarfere ta epatzin the scarlet colored
benst, or ¢ivil govérument the woman had ridden
and controlled, nud which had “earried ™ her in
all her bloody eoncse,  After noticing that ¥imer-
vention,”? by which the horns “agreed ard guve
their pawer and strength to the beast,” it iy eaid,
Hiheae shall make war upon the Lamb,” &e., thos
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jutimnring that this sembination with thc.heasl, at
the bidding of the woman, wus to censtitute anc
of 1hose agencies that should be specially engaged
in % the baitle of the great day of Ged Almighty?
Having thrown ont this hint, at verse 14, the pro-
phecy, befora proceeding directly to an aecanat of
the batlle, stops o take a jaticular notice &?f th_e
judgment on the woman, or Babylou,_wh:ch i
{y:]uﬁ 7 noted, verse 16, but given in detzil, chapter
18 ; though that chaptar, chronclogieally, we think,
synchroniges with1he 20th verse ol the 191h chap.;
but baing ‘ap event of snch vast imporiance, a par-
ticnlar dedeription e given of it by 3teelf, and of the
réjoicing et its fall, bofore armriving at the gencrai
aloount at_the close of chap. 19, Here also wa
rday ad wall remark, we think in the ordev of aventa
the varratjve, Rev. 19 : 1—14, of the rejoicing at
Bubylen's destruction, fullowe Rev, 20: 3, and forms
the inlroduction to Rev, 20: 4, and onward.

We zre now prefured to proceed to notice the
perlicuiar 2ceount of the ]indgmeni on Babylon. It
15 introduced as & speeinl and separate seene, and
therefore an augel is represented to come down
from heaver, to open it and declare the reasons for
this terrible jodgment. He first sunouncea that
Babylun is fallen—epesen—one scnse of the Greek
word is, to fall i judgment. She had been tried
and condemaed, and the pentence is now abmt to
be exrcuted. This judgment is righteos, or just;
ghe has “become a habitazonP—a place of, o
dwolling of —devils—daimonsa—deities, tduls, or
“knowing unes;” the character of whom is nest
spoken ol viz " foul spirit "—pneumatose="" fuil >
tempers, dispositions, feelings, sfiections, inclina-
tiona; ail these were the resuit of her idolatries ;
as the worship and sincere serviee of the trug God
is productive of holy terpers, diapositions, feelings,
wlwetions, apd inclinations, so Babylon's worship
of imeges, dead ssinia, &c., had made her “a
holl '—phulake—a den “‘af every foud,” impure
tempet, dispoaition,-&e. ; © and a eage of every va-
cleasand bateful,” datestable, loathsome ¢ bird "=
birds that feed on carrion, puirid flesh. What a
description!  Bot anawering exactly to Roman
Catholie christendom.  We preactied” en thia sub-
‘}':mt a faw wasks age in this city; 8 secular paper

ere; without any knowledge of what we had said,
biad an article the pext morning oa © The Cunaks
or Eviors,” in which it eaid, “ Most of Europe,
wspecially fhe Catholic pertin, is demoralized.
Jeasitism, Fonrierism, fanaticism of all kinde, have
made it a moral chags distracted by ex-
tremes, gither of suporstition or infidelity, deapot-
ism or amarehy."’ Itadded, spraking of the varous
canses—" Ail, eperating tugeiher, luve convared
uil Korope into Pandemonium. This Gresk word
signifies Al the Demds, or The Place of all the
Dewds™ When we read thiz, we were half ine
clined 1o think the cditor of that paper had been
Lstening ta ear sermon the dey previous; or at
lvaxt hewn Juaking st the propheey ; bat the former
we presume pe never does, aad the lutter we think
natolten, for” he s still deeaming of the wlimate
tiumph of répubiganism in Furope. Kven poli-
ticiane can see that o Catholic Kurope” is the
 Flaze of ol Devils,” bt they do not aee ita doom,
A further reason anneuaced by the angel {ar the
julgment ta be executed on Bubylan is-% Far ail
ratons have drank of the wine of the wouh of her
fornicztion”’—ehe-has spread her earupt and idol-
alrouy rgligion every where; and heace i} sl is

'as now going on; and as baving commence:

not soon destroyed ehe will muko “all nations ** «a
corrupt as ' Catholic Europe,” “And the kinga
of tho earth’’—tees gess—ihe land, 4, v. where sha
holls away, or the ofd Roman emnpire, otherwies,
“ Gatholip Kurope”’ — kave commm.é& {ornication
with her"'—have joined in heridelatries and fonght
her protection ; thue casting off 1eliance ulpon God,
and becoming ashlack in idolatry as herse f;f.’ hence
we shall find in the sequel, chap.19: 19-—21,that
they are destroyed with her, though the dessrip-
tion of ket fate ia peparately and at Jarge presented
in this 18th chapier ; wa shall find, however, that
those countries that have been under her power
will ba prominent actors in_her destrzclion, as re-
presented chap, 17: 16, which work they will do
it *the battle® as sat forth chap. 18 : 26, corres-
ponding with chap. 17: 16, those two verses syn-
chionizing together. .

Wa may as well'say, in this place, that we re-
gard “the hatile of the great dayof God Al fht'j;;

ST

the seventh vial of the seven last plagnes, which
we think begau either with the Freneh revolution
of 1848, or within a fow ycars previous to that time.
‘That battle is made np of a series of coents, passing
over several years; we Eralehc‘- not 1o say how
many—iime will reveal that, Wo are not 1o look
for that battle in one event, but in a protrasied

«conflict, made up of varioua events, or conflicls
both of Erinuiples' aod of physical force[:hxch we,

cannot doubt are now in progress. The scenery
of that battle in chap. 19 we regard as all symbo-
lical ; and have no idea that “1he kiigs of the
eartly, the beast,and tha false prophet,” &e., i
that battle &re 10 see Chriat or hig. army, or will
know that they are fighting ageinsi. him, any more
than the Jews knew flrey wera. * crocifying the
Lord of glory.#! Dot let us npt be mistaken o
thess remartks; we do believe that batle {s to ba
followed with the establishment of the kingdom of
God on earth, and the personal reign.of Chriat on
tha throne of his father David, with bis deminion
over all the earth. .

Let us not then be bewildeting our minds ahont
a battle literqlly to correspond with the symbolical
reprenentation e Rev. 19, As we presima no ong
supposes that w liters! “aword ount of Christ’s
mauth ¥ is 10 be employed in thei barile; o let ue
npt blind our eyes to the truth—selemn, awful
truth—that we are now actually living in the time
when that battle has hagun, aven ‘e battle of TITAT
Great Dav of God Almighty,” whick ia to elose up
this wge, and bring in the age of Messiah’s persmal
réign,  But the children of God who cxpedihitl
reign 4nay have need of patienice ; for most likcly
it will be several years before the battle will ter
minate ; for anght'wa can teli, however, Gad mry
take up hia saintd to meet Chrigt “in tha a7 fe-
Sore the batlle is over ; we are inclined fo the opin-
jon that he will, yet we have no positive assurance
of it. [f uot s, then there muy ba several years
of trial atill pwaiting themn here ; and they will ;.;ge:l
to heed their Lord’s ad menition—<"In your paliente
DOsTesS ye oy souds.

Wo shal say more of the battle, chap. 19, when
we come to explain that part of the prophecy:
and give our teasons for the suggeation we have
threwn out, that the armies and powers engaged
in it, opposed 10 Chrigt, will be ignorant of what
Loey are doing.

"Fhe nextthing we notice in *he accourt of Baby-
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lon’s destrizction is the cry—% Come out of her
my people, that {;e raceive uot of her plagnea.’}
We remank, in the first plece, that Babylon has,
{erzitory ag well as power and seat. It is therefore
12 be surveyed as a whole ; the judgment falla. oif|
ker &nd on those oeeupying the territory over
which' she has held eeclesiastical eway, s all to-
gether.go.ta maks wp Babylon: The peopte hets
calied to come out of her tesids on the territor
under her swey, but are not as & body of her rel-
gion—they ara clewrly a distinet people, though
someﬁqflh;emr frem varions catses, may have becn
leginatically conneoted with her. = Again we
remusk, it is 8 people that have been uppressed
by her, and suffered severely fiom her; For th.e?'
are direoidd to “reward her even as she rewarded !
them, &e., verse 6. To find vut who are this peo-’
pls, wa must have reference to the unfulfiled pirt.
uf the praphecy concersing Babylon in the Gld
Testament; or those prophecies ihat had only a
rcxrt_ml aceomplishment in events refating io Bmgy-
on in Chaldoa.  Forl mizel bath not been for-
saken, nor Jupan of his God, of the T.onn. of hosts ;
though their land wds filled with sin agginst the
Holy One of [srasl: Free.aor or ez minar oF
Basvrex end deliver every man his soul; be not
cut off .in her iniguity; for this is the time of the
Lord’s V(n%,'eano_e; ‘he will render noip het a re-
tompense.” Jer. 51:. 8, 6, The facts hera pre:
sented, anid the: exhottation given do not corres-
pnd with the facls of the return of the feiws frdm |
the Balglﬁﬁosh cap!-ivi‘tlz nor withany avents prior
to the Chitlstian era. This troth is 4 obvious that
it does seem 7oally unnicensery to dpend time to
prove it. The mast- thet could bs claimed with
any shaw of truth is, that shere waa & partisl ful-
filment. Bt the first prociamation in faver of the
Jews, ut that tithe, wus by Cyrus king of Parsia
and they left the sedt of their captivity not to gacaps
jodgment coming on_ Babylen, o fo escapy ber
plegues.  Hére then is a part of the prophesy that
1 10 be earrisd forward for its full zegoriplishment
to the time of the New Testamesnt Babylon, or the
Babylen of Rov. 18, Amuin, Jer. 517 §1—15, it 38
sid—* How is Sheshack [a mysiic name for Haby-
in] takien ! and how in the praise of the whole
eaeih surprised | how is Bah:F on become an aston-
ishment among the wations? the eca ik come mp
upon Babylon ; she is eovered with the multitude
ol the weves thereof 7 l[t!wtt ig, with the walers
where tha whore sitteth,” which * are peoples,
muilitndes, vations and tongues”] . . #
peapie, go ye out of the midst of her, and deliver
Jeevery moan his soul from the fierce anger of
ke Lozl.” Here is an exact corrcspondence
wih the language, Rev. 18: 4, and which bad
ne correspondence in any facts relating to the
return of the Jows from their captivity iv Babylou
of Chaldea, We cannot but think, therefore, that |
tie people called out of Babylen, Rev. 18, is that |
Jevple o long oppressed and erushed by the ide-
istrour Mother of Harlots who has beaped npon the
ofapring of Jrnan such untell wrongs and sufler-
s, We are ihe more inolined to thia view from
the %lrophccy ol laa. 51, whera we have the follow-
s la gruage.t Awake, awake, stand up, O Jaru-
aalom, which hast druck at (he hand of the Lond
the cop of his fury ; thou hast dranken the drege
& the eup of trembling, and wrung them ont. | . .

i.ller. 81: 20, says—""Thou art my

Thun eaith thy Lord, the Lorn and thy God shat

pleadeth the sause of his people, Behold, I hage
faken out of thy naND the cup af :rz'r_r’tbh'ug, even the
dregsof thacip of my fury; thow shalt ko ston g drink
of i aeain ; but L will pni it inte the hand of them
that ofttict thee,”" &c., verss 17—23, That this
prophocy relatea to the posterity of Jaeoh none,
surely, ought to deny: and it shows that  time
ghould eome eftera long season of cynst appression
when the hand that had crushed them aﬁguld be
taken off, and the vop sheuld Fo moks Asaw be
%t to thuir lips, but their, appressors shall drink it,
What do we see in these days? The Cathelic na-
ticny of Eorope have been and are termoying their
hands fror off this long oppressed peoplz, and at
the same- time judgments fafl thicg and fast on
those nations$ indieating that the howr of Mysticed
Babylon's lmfgmdnt bas come; dnd that tha pae-
ple 5o Jong oppressed by her ave called by the
Fwdree ' of Providenes ¥ frons heaven " to % soms
outof her; that ye recéive not of ber plignes’
Bofore leavilg the territory and dominion of mys-
tie Babylan, however, they will 1y 10 sustaint the,
Catholte, nations where they r\csi?a, denominated
by Jerétulalyan effort to. © heal” her; but thiz
difort wilt'pfeVer sbortive,. 1t is thita expressed by
the prophet. FEr 8,8, Taks bahn for her pain,

if 80 be ghe. xﬁa{ bs heoled, We wonld have

healed Babylon, but she is not healed ; whick
effurt ‘being” nnsuesessinl, it iz added—* farsake
fery and let ws go every one intn his own country,
for her jullgment reacheth nmta heaven,? &e, At

this veiy botr the Jews 4o trying to heal the Ca-
tholié naltons of Furope, or to” prevent their viter
rain, by Gghting in her

) battles, and loaning laige
warnd of money to the goverments to sava them.
from bankraptey and ruin,  Trye, sll this may be
but a selfish principle in them, that they may save
the milfions of doliars before foaned o thogs
vernmtents, and which musi robably be a. total
losg if thusa governmenta ctumble to pieces. Henes
the effort to heal Babylon; bot she will not be
Lealed; and when the' monied Jews clearly seo
{hig, the next cifort will ba to seek a refuge elso-
where before they wreck all in 1he useless effort
to sustain that falling power. Buch & discovery
will be to them a3 ““q voics from heaven, saying,
Come put.of her my people ;77 and it will be obayed.
TLis constitutes, ib our opinion, one of the evenis
of the battle of the great day of God Almighty;
and will be one of the most mighty enginesin
brezking Babylon and afl Catholic Europe in pieces
~-praducing entize bankroptey, and annihilating
thmr‘;ﬁmer, bringing In a sate of anarchy, fitly
deacribed by “donbling unte ber donble accordin
to her works ; in the eop which she hath Alled 51
to her double”—produeing “ torment and sorrew
in all her borders. So the prophecy of Jerumizh,
ttle-axe and
weapans of war ; for witk thee will [ Lreak in piecea
the vations, and with thee will T destroy king-
doma.”  The 1omeval of that people ent of Catho-
lie Karope, with what wealth ia yet it their power,
would be indeed the death blow 1o Babylon an
her adhevents; Titerally “hrealting in pieces the
nations, and destroving kingdoms.”" These things
happen immedialnfv aftera time that Babylon had
exaltingly said—*T sil as a queen, and um no
widow, and shall see no gorrow ;Y the exact stala
of that power two yenrs ago, when almest all the
workl were ready te extol the head of Babylen to
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heaven, and her praises were in ewdry land; but
afready the hisses of datred to the whore begin ti
be heard on every side, and indicaticns increase
that the period is Juat at hand when her fesh will
be eaten, and ehe turned with fire.  Then will the
wailine deseribed in the remainder of Rev. E8, be
heard from those who have been in her interests,
and who have weoriched themselves by her idola-
triewand corcuptions.  The joy of the sainta at that
event, chap. 19: 19, we shali consider in snother
article.
B ———

LEFTERS.

“atster 0. €L Whinrtass, Reaver Dom, K. Y., writes

Br. #7oRRS i-—T keew not how it is wilh others;

“but for myae!l 1 can say it is a gteal satifaction. aa

well as pleasura o be able 10 do 2 littls towards
disenthralling the mind of the mass, which the
Mun of Sin hae #o Jong kept enchained. 1 rejoice
that his hour seéms neer, and his destruetion cers
tein. The invineible swerd, the Word of God, ]
feel will triemph, Trath will and sast preeail.
Man will find gut wiai hs i3, and what he needs;
and those who learn that, eannot but adove: the
Being who plaaned and exscuted such a work s
has %!een wronght for them, to gecure to 1hem
something worthy of being breupht intu ‘being,
aed for undergoing here a cogrse of (rial—wiz. -
eternal life.  Flove te thiok, talk or writo upon it:
ves, and work loo, te spresd the Jight abeoad. T
think it must be trith, it looks so light.  Error
does oot thos, but Binds, looks suyeterionsy and
the more one tries te extrieate 1l§wmselves' the
roore cntangled they become. But this, ® ine;
seems 2 potent way of combating ae]f-atylai
Orthodoxy : amdl is ehuap, 100! Lo pit these works
o1 immertulity into the kands of all who will rend
them. And 1 think they ecun hardly fail of ex-
citing 2 spitit of inguiry ta know whether or Hiot
these things are su.

it,’aud we sHould soon see the battle ragingand
woluntecrs enlisting ; either on the aide of Truth or
Ecror, « staad woold be taken. 1 desire to zee
the work go on.—|%$3 enclosed.—Eb. Ex.]

Br. Pazeze Bawrza, Mompten, N Y., wrlles:

Be. Brpare i —It gives me pleasure to be instru-
medtal ip extending the eirculation of the Fx.
aminer, Dobney and the Six Bermone, for T betieve
they are and will be preductive of great . good
fonnded; as [ fifmly believe, upon the Bterm
trath of God, as revealed in his word. TFhey are
full of* ife and comfort to the Uhristian, and” con-
tain a rational appeal to the sinewre Universalist,
who, on_new ground, to him, is mer and refuted ;
whilst the Infidel listens with almost profound
silenee. 1 am with you with all my heart, now
and ever in the fearless defense of Grospel truth,
thaugh foes may deride aud fiiends fursake.
Yours traly. N

Br. 7. B. Tx;ma, Lckuwack, ¥, Y., writes:

Br. Srokre & By the smilea of a gosd Provi-
dence, twoe montha past [ have hal comfarteble
bealth, after a tedious ufffirtive five months nnder
a vhronie mflaminating of e brooekia, [ have
enjoyed the monthly visits of the Exuminer, and
often “think how little the earbly compensation
Euu have for the care and reaponsibility of jte pob-
zatidr. Will you send me eizlt or ten copies of

T'wish more wondd feel the |
importanee of doing eo, as well as the -comifort of

your Six Sermong, quarto? I think to cifpulats
them mmong my neighbots. “Edelosdd ig one, dal-
lur for eubseription and sermons ; T wish 1t were
$18 for the same; or that I could ﬁelpsyuu #oyour
Jabor mote. T hope to- help yon more in futnre,
From your well-wishing and pragiig brother.

Br. Gen. W_ByayEad, N. ¥., writes: .

Prean Bri: Sroknz: — Your works drb in con-
siterable demand, the paople will investizate the
question-the Bible queation of their final desting,

“ Babold, 1 come quickly auil my véward ig
with me™——says Christ. - The question nvisea who
is 4o be rewarded, and what is that reward.  God
has 2poken who shall not fear?  Weare inlerested
in the investigation of this subjegt. =~~~ :

Qur late ent mestings: Have been the means
.of good. to 1he peaple. - New ones; and-man of
jnfluence, have -stepped: into - pur thinned raniy,
DPressnt movemants among the nations are rousing
“up the ioveraof tha Bible to inquire what of:the
night t what do these things - indicate 2 .--Our
faith is unwavering in the speedy advent of Zion's
Deliverer. o

May God preserve yon, and the Saints with you
and us, in the truth, ustil that day, Yoors, iothe
hope of Etemdl Lils in the ngdom “God,

Br. davpe Dossznsow, Debroit, writesi— 5 & b
Br. STonps~May grade, marey and paate be
with you'andall the Tstast of God. Armen. <
Y was sorry oo recelving Examiner Moo b'to
hear that yon weré embirrassed with y’aur?ajje;.
I sotrow 9 thibl thabeyon- shnld b6 Hetotsd n
the dissettination ‘of trathy snd:in retord

& BN
‘gndibared witt débt. . This mtist- nogbe; po, no.
Fhope your readers will somply at-ance witli your
requent; to furniel New aubseribers, aud ‘thid e
ligve you from embarrassment. Tat offly- so; bt
express their readiness to pay ono dollar -or'fub
per year. [liopea determiied effort-wilkbs ma
tn securp the weekly or sémiimonthby publication
of the Esgaminer.. { ant glad you have-noticed
objectionstothe Exnininer. Many of your reeders,
so far-as T am acqudinted; say, wé dre with Br.
Storrs onthe imovbrtality question, but want mara
on the advent: we wish to hear mora from’ Bra,
Blorrs znd Walsh on the Kingd o, and don’t agres
- with, you that the advert papets Take up what s
wanted. We desive an éxposition of'the, Proplats,
to enlighten the heads and warr -the -heartd of
those watehing for Christ ffom Heaven. My
 prayer is, that you may be sbunduntly blesbed io
?:aur labors for trpth.” Yours, in hope of et_m’i!ﬁ]
ife.—{%% enclosed —En, Ex.]
——

177 Boozs —1). Roberts, P, M,, Fretnont, 11, sent
us™s lester doted Avg. 18th, stating that there is &
package of nine coples of our Six Scrmony in the Past
Office at that plate, nddressed to ©J. G, Yariak,
Blosmingville, }]1.” He soys, “We know of Ro place
of that nama in this State? &c.; and atates they will
be retived at Tremont until ke heara from us. W
have no knowledge of sending ihe above named
« package,” urt presume it must have been eent frem
Hochester, N, Y., or from seme of our friends i
Michigan. We give this notice, hoping that wheeve
forwarded the package will attend tc i, and write W
tha Post Master of Tremont on Lhe subject. M
Roherts will pleage accept our thanks for his attentiod
to the matler.

m# For Pricz or Boozs, Depositeries, &c.y 582
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