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REJOINDEN T0 BROTHER FORD,

Tn Bro. Ford’s roply to my article he says **Tho
writor of this buok (Genesiz) made no attompt to
givo a definition of tho word die but uses it his-
torically as whon a man died the fact was simply
atated. Noither spiritual life nor spiritual death
was then brought to light.” Very good. Here
Bro, Ford and T swalk hand in haud.  Spiritnal
lifo and death were not brought to light in Genosis.
Let us then leave Genesis as tho writer left it and
all will be right. Don't add to or take anything
from that book.

Again ho says, *‘Life and immertality were
brought to light through the geepel.  TTenco we go
to the New Testament for light on the subject.” ,
Right again.  With all iny heart I go to the Now
Testamont for light on Adam’s case, and whatever
it says of Adam T use it to throw hght on Genesis.
Thus far Lam glad to be in fnll accord with Bro.
Ford. Let him state what the Now Testament
says of Adam and Adam’s death aund ho will find
me firm for it. But when he attempts to mieasuro
Adam’s case by what it says of another man we
may have to part. Ile quotes what Taul says of
himself and concludes that the same must be true
of Adam. Panl, he thinks, died a spiritual death;
while yet physically living othors could do the same,
and asks, Was Adam anexception to this law ? con-
cludes he was nut, and sv has Adam dying a
spiritual death.  But the difference between Adam
and Paul is the trouble. Adam and Paul were
both men and bota sinful men, but so different
that the coat of one can’t fit the other. Adam fell
from a state of angelie purity. Paul did not. Sin
rovived in Paul, it did not in Adam, for he never
sinned before; Paul was by naturo a child of wrath,
Adam was not.

What would we think of tho man that reasons
thus? The potentates of Kurope rule for life.
President Harrison is a potentate. Is ho an ex-

epiritual doath -and not what Qod iaflicted upon
him, which was only a romoto comequence. I
understand tho peunalty to bs what God inflicted
upon Adam and not what ho brought upon himself.
I endeuvored in 4 formor articlo to show that no
law, buman or divine, would bo satisfied with tho
injuries a criminal did to himself, no matter how
sovere, bt that law had a ponalty besido, and re-
gavdless of self inflicted punishmont This fact
has not boen denicd nor even noticed, but it is as
earnestly as evor contended that in Adam’s case
tho penalty is the enmity Adam brought upon
himself called spiritual death!! Why does tho
law guard the condemned oriminal as much against
suicide as against auything olso which prevents the
law executing its own sonlence? The reason is
obvious. The luw and not the criminal mnst inflict
the punistiment.

For sinco by man came death, by man camo also
the resurrection of the dead. Tor as in Adam all
die, oven so in Christ shall all be made ahve.
(I. Cor. xv. 21-22) I understand that the hwmnan
race died in Adam when ho sinned — that
he and his offapring fell togethor. DBro. Ford says
no. Tho race did not die in Adam whon he sintod
and died, but died in him afterwards, when he was
banished from the tree of lifo. I have here to
notico a mistake our brother made (inadvortently
of courae) in quoting what was said only of the New
Covenant and applying it generally to all timo and
all occasions abouv tho children not bearing the
iniquities of the fathers, ete. See Jor. xxxi. 29-34.
Now about the banishment from the tree of life.
It was the Lord’s doing and no sin in Adawm or any
ono else. It was not dono to chango Adam’s state
but to prevent a change. Adam was precisely the
samo dying sinner before as after that banishment,
and yet strange, passing stravge, he says, This
was the titne and this the occasion that in Adam
all died. I have read over and ovor again what
Bro. Tord said of this so as not to misunderstand
him, There is not a word in the Bible of anyone
sinning or of anyone dying on that occasion. Yet
he says it was then that “in ddam all died ! !

Yes, Adam was nine hundred wears dying after
God had said ““1n the day thou eatest thereof thou

ception to this Jaw ! and yet there ia a greater
diforence between Adam and Paul religiously than
between Harrison and these rulers politically.
One of Worcester’s definitions of the word duath is
a stato of bewng under the power of death, *‘spirit-
ually dead.” Certamnly. That is one def.nition,
but a figurative one, and so rewmote that in the |
abridged one beforo me it is not given at all.
Webster’s unabridged gives this as its 8th or 9th
defimtion, showing how far it s from 1ts real hiteral
meaning. This contirms what J sawd of the meau-
ing tho dictionaries give of die, the samo as Genesis
gives it. So of Blackstone’s definition, **Death is
a separation from that to which tho person was
formerly umited.’ At death a man’s spirit is
soparated from lus body apd reunited at the resur-
rection. Such is the meaning of death and resur-
rection.

What would we think of the lawyer who goes
into covrt to prove the death of an absent man
with a full array of witnesses to convince the jury
that tho man is notoriously wicled, and although
yunning at large ho is spiritually dead? Such a
death is not recognized as vahd in either law or
goapol, although death, hke other words, is often
usea figurativoly. '
- Enmity to God i3 ono consequenco of Adamn’s
sin, and physical death another. Adam made him.
self an enemy by that wicked work., God did not
moke him an enemy. But God inflicted punish-
ment on Adam for his sin.  Whether of these coun-
aeqnonces was the penalty? Was it what Adam
did to himsalf 7 or what God inflicted upon Adam ?

shalt surely die.” This suspension of threatened
punishment has already been so fully explained,
and there are so many cases in the Bible to illus-
trate God’s merciful dealings with those he threa-
tened to punish, that further explanation seems
unoecessary now. [ have been over seventy years
dying, thuugh under the same sontenco as Adam,
and can only account for the continuanco of this
vapory Jife by the fact that the sced of tlhe woman
has bruised the serpent’s head, and now lives hold-
ing the koys of hades and of death. I can rejuico
io sceing Adam’s life lengthened by the merits of
the same Person even should this be ameng the de-
tails complained of.

Can Bro. Ford see no morcy at all extended to
Adam, nothing but the worst of all death executed
in all its vigor in that very day? Ho says “How
much labor and confusion it would save to admit
that God meant spiritual death, or the death of the
soul, the worst of all deaths, when Ie said the day
thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die. Tor that
death surely ho did die that very day.” I am happy
to think that Bro, Ford is sn much better than his
opinion thus expressed and hope that no reader
will judgo of his feelinga as the foregoing paragraph
would indicate. e seoms to think it would mako
quick and ec2sy work to admit that God meant
spiritual death, cte. But this I can’t admit. The
Lord did not put *‘spiritual” thero and wo must
not. His own words must bo heard at any cost.
Remomtor what a shorter word than spiritual did
just about that timo.

What President Bonton and (enennius said on

Here is a pi.in issue. DBrother Ford says itis
what Adam brought upon himsoli—his enmity or

the rendering of the day is all right, it meant the
same day of course. 1 did not overlook the montal
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' agony of Christ whioh made His physical death tho

more dreadful, but showed that He could not take
away Adam’s sin, called the sin of tho world, ouly
as the sacrificial Lamb of (iod or by suffering
physical doath. DBro. Ford docs not think that
Chriat sutfored what Ho calls spiritual death, that is
sennuty to Gud,” though His mental agony was so
intonse. Wo can have somo idea of His physical
death, although we cannot judge of tho intonsity
of His montal agony, Wo know this that without
shedding of blood there is no remiasion.

I have now n propozal to make Bro. Ford., I
think it is fair and just. Will he tell us huow many
times the Biblo says that Adam died a spiritual
donth for oating that fruit? Ie has told us this a
great many times in his short avticle (I wish I conld
make mino as short).  If thisis a Bible truth surely
he can read it in Bible words. Will ho kindly do
this, giving chapter and verse? Will he quoto
some of tho places § He says it is not in Gonosis,
\WVell, try the rest of the Bible and let us have
chapter and verso which oither says this or its
cquivalont, Adam died spiritually that day. 1 hope
from the bottom of my heart he will not write it
again till he quotos the words from the Bible. Is
this fair or not 7 He aays the writer oi Geuetis
did not say spiritual death. Well, that writer tells
us Adam did die. Hoe also tells what the Lord
told Adam.

Bro. Ford mentions Milton, Well, Milton
understood death in the penalty tu be tho same
death montioned everywhoro olse in Genesis., Ho
makes Bvo say :

“But what if God have seen
And death ensue ? then X shall be no more!
And Adam, wedded to another Eve,

Shall live, with her enjoying, I extinet.”
Book ix. 820.

So Isaac Watts uuderstood and thus expressed it :

Death way the threatening, death began
T'o take possession of the man
1lis unborn race received tho wound, ete.

So understood the larzo majority of poets, com-
mentators aud theologians of the present and past
centuries,

In Dr. Jenkyn's adinirab'e work on the Atone-
mont, he says: ‘“Even if the argument from
analogy failed us in proving the justico in suspend-
ing a threatening, there is one fuct in the history
of sinners that is boldly promirent and is present-
ing itself at overy turn. It is vhe fact that the
original penalty threatened to our first parents has
been actually suspended Had it been literally
executed there would have been no human race
aow existing. The penalty threatened to Adam
was *In the day thou eatest thereof dying thouw
shalt die.’ Adam did eat of the forbidden tree, he
was spared, he did not die, his penalty was sus-
pended, his punishment was remitted. Was such
suspension just? Oa what principle can it be
justified? Woe reply that it was suspended on the
principle of public justice, which m ade honorable
provisions that the spirit of the divine constitutions
should bo preserved without adhering to tho
letter of it.”

Adam’s sin was grevious. He broke the known
command of his wise and good Creator to follow
and obey his worst enemy. By this he fell from
God’s favor and began a course of sin which makes
all who pursue it worso and worse.” Still God did
not forsake him, but piticd and cared for him.
Tivon made coats of skin to cover his fallen children
and pointed them to a Redeemer by whom they
and their sced could bo saved. Rejecting that
Redeemer and continuing in sin makes men's caso
worse than Adam's,

The Antediluvians were -worso sinners than
Adam, becauso thoy persisted in doing wrong,
they waxed worse and worso and wero punished
with death, Who wonld argue that it was spiritual
death? They had as much of that as Adam had»
but that would never satisfy law.

They heard of
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