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W H A T  o f  t h e  d e a d ?

A s t r a n g e  and complex problem is tho human soul. A question that with 
all the boasted advancement of tho day yet remains unans'vercd. Who 
cin solve its mystery? Who can estimate its powers? ■ Who can say 
I  have analysed the nature of the soul and will spread hi fore you in orderly 
array the nature of its attributes? That the soul is insatiable in its 
dcs'.re for knowledge, we know, for it is ever craving to know, and the 
more it knows the more it crave s—ever craving, continuously receiving. 
If  the soul could cease to desire, all energy would he removed ; existence 
would lose its greatest charm, for man will never cease craving for know
ledge while aught remains undiscovered ; if all knowledge were attained 
man would have mastered all—he has then but to pine away. There is 
no more work for him to accomplish; there is no more joy for him 
to reap; there is no happiness for him to attain to. We cannot say 
that day is near, nor can we say that we have a glimpse thereof. 
We cannot point upwards and say that we can even sc- the dawning 
of that day. I t  is far, far distant; the souls of men both here and here
after aro destined to run through endless ages of activity before even the 
thought of the necessity of rest ev. r  shall cross their minds. Ceaseless 
activity is a characteristic of the human mind. Grand and glorious have 
been the benefits that have accrued to the past and present, from this cease
less activity, for all the advancement that the age i3 possessed of to-day is 
due to this one simple fact. It is thought honourable to have an active 
mind, to apply that mind to the comprehension of nature and the problems of 
social life. To improvo the condition of the world wherein we dwell—to 
leave it better than when wo entered it. Let that activity once verge into a 
consideration of the nature and attributes of man, and then, that which was 
once meritorious ceases to be so; it becomes dangerous; it is a condition 
of activity that is not to be thought of, for, says the world, have we not 
Science to teach us of the laws of life ; have wo not Art to give us a due 
estimation of beauty; and have we not Religion that shall teach us of the 
mysteries of our spiritual destiny. Why, then, start an investigation for 
yourself? Why pass out of the stated authorities; who stated them? Can
not we trust to that bridge that has carried us safely over the stream for so 
long? Cannot you trust to the bark that has sailed over the waters so 
worthily ? No for we see the bridge is crumbling, it will ero long be 
carried away by tho force of the stream. Tho bark is no longer seaworthy ; 
she is well nigh a wreck, and tho first storm that arises on the waters will 
cause her to sink. A day shall come and the bark shall be seen no more upon 
tho waters. I f  the bridge is imperfect, we must have a new structure ; it  is 
the law that the old must give way to the new. Let us keep pace with the 
genius of tho age ; let us go with the stream, ever onwards towards tho Sun 
of truth, th it lights tho shores of eternity itself. Spiritualism may be called 
a new bridge ; may be said that it is a new bark, and, being new, it is un
trustworthy , I t  has not been tried say its objectors ; How know wo that this 
new thing can do us any good. O h! it is extremely dangerous, my dear 
friend, to trust yourself to this new scheme. I t  has been in the world no 
tim e; it has not been tried in the practical affairs of life ; it is extremely 
dangerous to trust yourself on this new bridge, or in this new bark. So say 
he objectors; so said tho objectors when Jesus preached Christianity; so 
aid the objectors when the Apostles of that heavenly disciple carried on the



battle of truth ; so said the objectors to those who receivod their authority 
from those Apostles. Each one said, Oh ! it is a new bridge, we must not 
desert our old gods ; we cannot leave our old religion for this new-fangled 
scheme ; we h?ve not tried it, and cannot estimate its merits ; and yet, to
day, if one dare to question the value of Christianity, what a howl is raised 
from one end of Christendom to the other. Wo say so udvisedly, for it is tho 
howl of fear. If Christianity was firmly fixed in the hearts and minds of the 
people, there could not be this slavish fear of error within us. Tiuth is in
vincible. I f  wo fear error from without, then do we betray the fact that wo 
are conscious of the instability of our own foundations. Christianity has 
had a longer trial than Spiritualism ; We admit it has flourished over 1800 
years; surely it could be well tried in that time ; its fruits and merits could 
bo well discerned, and its influence well known. Rut what is the case : wo 
find our jails and workhouses filled, aud the degradation and enslavement of 
the race exist to-day in the midst of Christian countries, where Christianity, 
the vaunted pioneer of progress, is said to flourish! I t  has had a long 
tr ia l; why, then, does this state of things exist? is its power of non-effect, 
that it hath not removed these curses and blots upon human society ? 
l e t  us be j u s t ; Christianity challenges us and savs that modern Spiritu
alism is but a new bridge. Can the new. teach better than tho old? 
Can it tcach truth better than the old? We claim it can. But, let us 
also be just on another ground, though Christiamtv to-d/iy declines 
and is losing power and vigour, yet, in its day it hath done great and 
glorious good in the work of human redemption. I t  was nn advance 
upon the religions which preceded it, and was the dawning of a glorious 
day in the world’s h iston . I t  hath done jnucli to cheer the heart of many a 
doubter and bring consolation to his soul. 'Ihe Christianity of to-day, and 
that of its founder, aro distinct in every particular. Jesus, tho man of love, 
preached love, taught love, practised love, universal in his aspirations and 
hopes; he sought to enfold humanity in one inibiaceof evei-flowing love; 
110  creed, no covenant, no condition, all were like unto himself children of 
God. There is no need for us to extend the parallel. I.ove may bn a 
cardinal doctrine of the church, ceitainly it is not a virtue. Universality 
may be one of its creeds, certainly not one of its practices. The church, 
as we have already said, has d. ne much good ; so lias science; so h«a art; 
so has philosophy. Many goods come from various collectors, v c must not 
elevate one above the other.

Simple questions are often related to vast issues, wherein are bound up 
many strange aud perplexing problems, the solution of which would replace 
darkness with light, error with truth. What of the dead? A simple ques
tion, one that any might ask ; it coul! even be propounded by a child, who 
might say to its father: Father, what of the dead? Can he answer the 
question ; theoretically in the light of his faith, yes ; in the light of his be
lief; in the light of bis hope he may answer i t ;  but to answer it satisfac* 
torily, positively, and conclusively, none of these methods cau assist him to 
frame a solution to the simple question of the child : Father, what of tho 
dead? Spiritualism brings au answer to the question—a question deep 
in its bearings aud relationship, and yet withal so simple. '

There are three forms of thought that are popularly supposed to be ade
quate to the teachings of the peoplo, Iteligion, Science, and Philosophy. 
Each of these aro thought to bo the levers that effect the elevation, of human
ity, educationally, morally, and spiritually; they aro the trinity in unity, 
whose mission is to educate, to elevate, and expand human thought and 
action. Let us, then, considering that they are the prinio causes of the
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progress of tho human race, see if either of these can afford us a simple an. 
swer to the question of the child: Father, what of the dead ?

The duty of religion must be to deal with questions of this nature. Is not 
the aim of religion to fit men in the life that is, to enjoy that which is to b e ; 
to prepare them in the present for the fu tu re ; to prepare hy moral precept 
and example; to aid them by proper spiritual culture to a due expression of 
the attributes of their spiritual nature ; to deal in fact with those complex 
questions, tho nature of man ; man, the spiritual, and man, the natural. In 
a word, to train man here in the natural life, that he may occupy a position 
of glory in tho spiritual state. Let us then interrogate the church.

Minister, what of the dead ? The doctrine of my church is, that when the 
soul is separated from the body it meets its reward ; if it hath lived a sinful 
and vicious life here in the natural state, it is punished in the life hereafter. 
Outragod justice, on the part of God, demands the sacrifice of that soul, and 
it  is consigned to the place of punishment. On the other hand, those who 
have lived a virtuous and faithful life, receive a rich reward for their labors ; 
they enter into a condition of never ending bliss ; there in that never ceasing 
day to o tern ally pntiso the Lord of their being— the girer of their jo y  ! My 
church, also teaches that, for the vilest sinner there is hope; that if they will 
come within our folds to receive the quickening grace of our religion, they 
shall be i'reod from their sins, “ though they be as scarlet. they shall be as 
white as s n o w t h o u g h  they bo as black as the darkest night they shall bo 
changed to the brightest noonday. Thus changed, they shall pass into that 
happiness and glory we spoke of. The questioner is not satisfied, but pro- 
pounds the question yet again: Minister, what of the dead? I  have told 
you ! You h ivo told me what your church teaches; you have told me 
honestly and conscientiously, I  question not, what you believe, but I have to 
repeat my question : Minister, what of the dead? IIow know ye these state
ments to be true? My church saith they are true. The revelation that has 
been granted to my church proclaims that they are true. The belief of our 
church since its foundation authorises me to state positively that they are 
true. My own convictions commend them to me as true. Minister, what of 
the dead ? These are only beliefs, faiths, suppositions. They may be for all 
I  can see vain imaginings. Minister, what of the dead ? How knowest 
thou that the dead live ? How knowest thou that when the consciousness of 
life has merged in the unconsciousness of death that we can ever be resur. 
rected ? Ho if do 3-011 know that I  who am now standing before you shall 
still live after death ? The minister replies ; I  believe that, it will be so. 
Thy assurance is not mine. Minister, what of the dead ? We can get 110 
further; the positivo, practical proof of the belief of the minister is not forth
coming. He will say that it is not the province of his church to give evidence 
of its claims, and that the posi'ion the church occupies is a sufficient warrant 
for its assumptions. By the same tule, any institution grown hoary with 
age, be it ever so corrupt in itself, must claim respect from tho multitude. 
By their fruits ye shall know them! Evidence, where is it?  We demand 
the proof. What of the dead ? The church knows not even that they live; 
it hath no evid<nce ; for if it offered evidence—if proof positivo was forth
coming and that the dead were seen and communications received from the 
mysterious land, would not tho proclamation of that tru th  be neither more 
nor less than an admission on the pnrc of the church that Spiritualism was 
true ! The church cannot make the admission for two reasons. . The first 
and most substantial of the twain is, that it does not receive that counsel. 
The sccond, equally potent in itself, is that if  it were to admit that com
munication could bo received from tho life hereafter, its occupation would be
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gone ; its  crow n w ould be taken  from  its  brow , for to  o ther hands w ould be 
delegated the  privilege of practically  dem onstrating , W h a t of th e  d ead ?  
The church cannot adm it ano ther in to  a field o f labour th a t i t  occupies itse lf ; 
if  i t  did  so, i t  w ould lose its  pow er : lessen its  pow er on th e  w orld, and  i t  
w ould cease to  have chains on tho m en of th e  w orld, and  to lessen its  pow er 
w ould he to  destroy its  influonce, and worse th a n  all i t  w ould be obliged to  
confess th a t i t  had  n o t received the seal of its  charte r. T h a t seal consisting 
in  th e  fac t th a t  th e  church should be th e  continual rec ip ien t 'o f  sp iritua l 
m anifestations. The church , then , apparently , is incapable o f answ ering  
th e  question satisfactorily , W h a t of th e  d ead ?  W e w ill no t deny, fa r from 
it , th a t  she has been useful to  th e  w orld ; g rea t has been h e r use, as w e have 
already referred  to, b u t she has allowed h e r p roperty  to slip from  h e r ; the 
g round is gone, covered as w ith  a rising  w ater, t i ll inch by inch  i t  has 
surrounded  h er. She sees now  th a t  the  rising  w aters of th e  ocean of tru th  
have en tire ly  subm erged the  dreary  w aste of churchal superstitions, a w aste 
th a t  w as once fertile  in  sp iritua l m anifestations, though  since choked w ith  
th e  weeds of ignorance and superstition . D isunion brings w ith  i t  its  own 
consequence^ thus the church to -d ay  is unable because of its  forgetfulness in  
th e  p a s t to use the powor w hich na tu ra lly  and  legitim ately  belongs to  it.

Science as a teacher of th e  people claims to  be practical, positive, and 
e x a c t; adm its noth ing  b u t w hat is capable of being dem onstrated. W e m eet 
th e  disciple of Science, and w e say, Scientist, w h a t o f the dead ? W h a t of 
th e  dead?  says th e  Scientist, we know  n o t ! Know no t of th e  d e a d ! indeed, 
how  is th is ? W e believe, we are obliged to, in  th e  teachings of our churches, 
because i f  we w ere to push our scientific researches to  th e  extrem e, th e  doors 
of th e  respectable portion of th e  com m unity w ould be closed against us. I t  
w ould be said th a t  we w ere infidels, th a t  we w ere outside th e  pale o f tho 
church because we did no t accept h e r statem ents. So you see we are obliged 
to  accept th e  doctrines of the church in  the m ain, though  we reserve to  our
selves the  r ig h t of believing or disbelieving ; b u t th is does no t answ er tho 
question, W h a t o f th e  dead ? Scientifically we know  noth ing  o f th e  dead. 
W o cannot experim ent upon them  in  any way. T hen you m ean to te ll me 
th a t  you have no knowledge, no t in  the slightest particu lar, of tho life here
a f te r?  N ot one jo t !  A ll our knowledge is of th ings th a t wo can handle 
and  experim ent u p o n ; b u t th e  dead are rem oved beyond our powers. 
Indeed , I  question very m uch th is problem, and I  cannot arrive a t  a  satisfac
to ry  solution of th e  question, w hether there are any dead to be experim ented 
upon a t all. I  see before me a hum an fram e, I  subject i t  to  all the  experim ents 
we have referred to, and I  can know  to a  grain w hat are tho w eights of tho 
elem ents in its  constituen t parts, b u t I  can find no trace o f a so u l; no appear
ance of an intelligence apart from th a t b o d y ; no indication th a t w ould lead 
m e to  assume th a t  a som ething has departed from  th a t iram e. I  find the 
hum an body, dead, allowing for its condition, is precisely the sam e as th e  body, 
living. 1 cannot come to a  conclusion as to w hether th a t body had  a  lit'e 
ap a rt from  itse lf  T his is th e  resu lt o f science ! I t  is candid, w e w ill adm it, 
and  th a t  is a g rea t m erit a fter all. I t  is w hen th a t  candidness becomes 
m erged in to  som ething offensive, w hen i t  ceases to b<i an open frank  confession 
of doubt upon th e  subject, b u t becomes a s te rn  denial of the im m ortal life, 
th a t is when we wage w ar w ith  th e  Scientist. I .e t him  not deny unless ho 
has positive evidenco to  enable him  to clearly disprove. The negative can 
only be disproved in  one way, by the production of th e  affirm ative. 
So hero I  stand  to  settle  th e  q u es tio n ! T hough science stands in  th is 
position, m any are its  trium phs in o ther directions. The fau lt has been 
th a t  scientific men in  all ages have been too m a te ria lis tic ; dealing
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w ith  m a tte r in  its  qualities and properties, d isregarding o r being igno
ra n t of tho existence of sp irit. D irectly  she verges to th e  region of tho 
unseen she returns. H ere  in  tho region of tbe seen sho feels s ife , because 
she know s w hat is h e re ; she know s her la n d -m a tk ; she is afraid, however, 
to  launch  aw ay upon tho wings of speculation ; if  she does a ttem p t it , she is 
fa in  to  re tu rn , aye, even when tho very know ledge th a t the w orld is panting 
for w as alm ost w ith in  h e r grasp, w hen her hand  lm d b u t to close over to 
b ring  i t  down to th e  understand ing  of h e r fellows. A litt le  m ore courage, 
one step fu rth e r on th e  road, and science w ould have redeem ed her true 
n a tu re , and stood foi th  in  th e  glory of m an’s best in structo r, because his 
tru e s t and m ost conscientious friend.

Philosophy w ill really  aid us litt le , because i t  is in some respects specula
tive. T rue, i t  founds its claims and them es upon tho experience of the 
Scientist, bu t i t  builds up m any a graceful theory  on assum ption. I t  mat
te rs no t even i f  its  assum ptions are untenable . Philosophy, w hat of th e  dead ?

W e believe th a t  they  ex is t h e re a f te r ; doubtless they ex ist in  a  s ta te  appro
p ria te  to  th e ir  n a tu re  ; and, if  so, they w ill be con ten t to  receive all the  joy 
possible for them  to receive. Though wo believe philosophically in  the exist
ence of an  im m ortal condition— you sec i t  is an in feren tia l belief. W e hope 
and tru s t i t  m ay.be tru e , and thus really  philosophy falls sho rt in th e  w eight 
of the essential fact. T h a t w hich is proof to tho philosopher and proof to 
th e  thoologian w ill be valueless in  th e  eye o f tho Scientist, for th e  simplest 
of reasons, th a t th e ir  proof is no t reducablc to m ateria l ex perience ; if  i t  was 
so, then  religion and  philosophy could jo in  h a n d s ; science would u n ite  with 
them , and they  w ould, itid ied , be a tr in ity , pow erful in  u n ity  fo r-th e  
dem onstration of m an’s im m ortal life.

W e m ust call in a now agency; we m ust in a  w ord ven tu re  on the  new 
bridge, and tru s t  ourselves on the new bark , and ri.-k i t  despite th e  lam enta
tions of thoso on tho shore. W e m ust go forw ard . I f  th e re  w ere no pioneers 
on th e  d a rk  sea of hum an ignorance, how could the w ay be cleared for the 
com ing d ay ?  A nd h e ie -n e  stand  face to face w ith  those strange insane peo
ple denom inated S p iritu a lis ts ; so insane th a t  they a ie  perfectly capable of 
giving a conscientious, up righ t and honest verdict upon any m atte r , ex 
c e p t  th e  most v ita l question— tho l.a tu re  of the ir own souh . On any other 
question th e ir  evidence would bo estim ated a t its rig h t value. B u t le t them 
speak of th e ir  experience of the  n a tu re  and pow er of the  spirit, and  all their 
in te lligen t pow er and vigour is a t once ignoied , and they  would bo stigm a
tised  as rav ing  m ad. I t  is very  strange, indeed, th a t for so little , th a t  lo r a 
belief in  one question, a ll th e  rem ain ing  portions of a m an’s actions should be 
forgotten and ignored. I t  is passing strange ; i t  is wondrous strange ; i t  is 
m arvellously strange. .Perhaps, a fter all, the m adness is on th e  o ther side, 
and they  are fa r m ore m ad w ho stigm atise. The v orld has yet to  learn  the 
lesson, and possibly i t  m ay w ake up to  th e  conclusion th a t  wo have ju s t 
sta ted .

L et us now  enquire  of these poor deluded m ortals. S p iritualist, w h a t of 
th e  dead ? S tay  ! pause aw hile before you give an ansu er, estim ate aright 
th e  w eigh t of th e  question. S p iritua list, w hat of th e  dead ? T hink  in  your 
answ er you are  called upon to speak to  a problem th a t involves tb e  dearest 
aspirations of th e  hum an heart. A question th a t contains w ith in  itse lf the 
m ost v ita l issues of hum an life. Speak not lightly , then, b u t speak w ith  due 
deference, lest by an incau tious w ord you peril the happiness o f yourself and 
fellows. Give i t  fu ll consideration, for i t  is a  deep, deep question . S p iritualist, 
a re  you prepared to  answ er, w ha t of th e  dead 1 Y our ad jurations to 
solem nity aro useless to  mo ; th e ro 'is  no need for you to press the wondrous 
w eight o f th e  questions upon m e ; no need to a tten d  to  the issues contained
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w ith in  it. F o r exclaim s th e  S piritualist, I  do no t m ean to  answ er your 
q u estio n ! Surely i f  you are not w illing to  answ er i t ,  who w ill ? W ho 
shall I  ta r n  to ?  Stay, though  I  w ill n o t answ er your question, I  w ill say 
le t the  dead speak for them selves. L et the dead speak for them selves! 
H ow  ? A nd then  th e  S p iritualist w ill te ll you  of th e  m eans, of th e  m ethods, 
of the  in strum enta lities th a t he employs to hold communion w ith th e  inhab it
an ts  o f tho life hereafter. And after you have pursued th e  n a tu ra l course of 
investigating  for yourse lf 1o prove the tru th s  m entioned by the  S piritualists, 
y o u  come to the conclusion after duo investigation th a t w h a t the  S piritualists 
assert is t iu e ;  th a t  the dead can and do speak for them selves! Thus i t  
w ould seem th a t  Spiritualism  supplem ents Philosophy, Science aud Religion. 
Thus i t  w ould also seem th a t i t  restores to  religion w hat she has lost. 
Confers upon Science w hat i t  has no t possessed, and proves to  Philosophy 
th a t her sublim e speculations aro correct.

W hat say th e  dead of them selves ? These th ings, briefly : T hat they are 
in te lligen t b e in g s ; th a t  th e ir  in tellectual or in te lligen t iden tity  goes w ith  
th em ; th a t th e ir  personality  is m a in ta ined ; th a t the  expression of th e ir 
in telligence, th e  m anifestation of the ir personality , the  continuance of th e ir 
iden tity , a re  dependant upon the fact th a t they possess a fram e, a form, th a t 
th e  dead are  organised existences ! I f  we were transported  in to  the  im m ortal 
condition, our b jd ies removed entirely , if  there  w ere nought th a t  we should 

3  know  ourselves by, how could w e gain tho consciousness of ou r existence? '
o  ]3ut intelligence is dependant for expression upon organization. I f  then , we 

separate  these two, could intelligence m anifest itse lf?  How  could i t  com- 
^  prebend  itse lf in  its  own condition ? I t  could no t do so. I f  intelligence 
c? rem ains, organisation m ust be associated w ith  it , and  th is im plies th e  p e r- 
u' sonality  and  iden tity  of the ind iv idual— th u s the g rea t and glorious fact 
3  comes forw ard th a t death  is b u t the  transference of the man from one s ta te  to 

another. Consequently the dead say th a t th e ir  condition is a higher, a  more 
ennobling one, than  th a t  w hich they have h itherto  occupied, so th a t  the trans

i t  ference of th e  m an from  the  one sta te  to th e  o ther is th e  elevation of the man. 
3  T he n a tu ra l life is tho in troductory  career in  th e  progress o f the soul, here 
^  for a tim e in th e  rud im ental sphere a t its close to be transferred  to  the life 

hereafter. T he dead also reveal the fact th a t th e  condition there  depends 
upon the life here, tho motives here aro the  accusers th e r e : as the motive was 
here , so the  position is over there. The dead also say, th a t possessing all 
th e ir  intelligence in  the life hereafter (for intelligence is susceptible o f infinite 
and e ternal unfoldinent), wisdom is the sole object of th e ir existence— th a t 
w isdom w hich perta ins to life and righ t. T hat over there, w hen freed from 
all anxieties aud cares accruing to th e ir n a tu ra l career, they  are freo to  
m arch onw ards and in w a rd s  to  the home of universal peace and  power, to  
G od—in  a  word, to e ternal progress. T h a t retrogression in th e  absolute 
is u n know n ; compensative re tribu tion , w e have already discussed as being 
th e  results of the motives of all hum an beings in  th is life. F reed from the 
consequences: for by th e ir good deeds they  have overcome th e ir  bad  ones, 
all m arch onw ards eternally  The dead say th a t  w e know  of the existence 
ot' th e  g rea t All father. I t  is an e ternal fact as indispu tab le  as our con
sciousness ; we cannot dispute it, nor a ttem p t to reason i t  aw ay, we are 
content to  know  th a t i t  is, we dare no t reason upon it, or endeavour to 
com prehend it, th e  older and w iser wo grow , the  longer we rem ain in  tho 
fields o f e tern ity , the less able do we feel ourselves to comprehend th is g rea t 
problem . T hey  are conscious also of th e  beneficence th a t flows therefrom , 
therefore w e  a re  conten t to live and know  th a t  even as we are, so is God. 
T his is w hat the dead say of the dead ; b u t they say o ther th ings, th ey  say
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th a t  w ith  us th e  pow er of love still rem ains, a  b rig h t and  holy ligh t, intenai 

“  fied and  streng thened , purified and  cleansed, th a t  w hich w as noble in  th  
n a tu ra l life becomes doubly noble in  th e  sp iritua l, th e  love th a t bound kindred 
and souls together here , s till bu rns w ith  a holy  rad iance th e re  ; and th a t by 
th e  aid of certain  law s in  n a tu re , th e  so-called dead are  enabled to  hold com
m union w ith  th e  in h ab itan ts  o f e a r th , th e  loved and  socalled lost can  and do 
re tu rn  to  hold sw eet com m union w ith  the friends they  have le ft b e h in d ; love 
survives dea th  itself, tho link  th a t bound k indred  souls together here  is ju s t 
as firm  over there  as i t  was before d ea th , and  love is th e  link  th a t binds man 
to  God. The dead know  th is, for God is love ; and  th ey  say for m an  to  ba 
godlike in  h im self is, to  cu ltiva te  to  th e  h ighest and  fu llest e x te n t th e  power 
to  love h is fellows. A nd th ey  also say th a t  i f  m an  w ould be happy and 
joyous in  th e  life hereafter, i f  he  w ould stand  free  from  s ta in  and  im purity  
in  th e  sigh t of th e  angels, i t  is w ell th a t  he live an  honourable lifo here , th a t 
he  endeavour in  a ll h is  actions to  fulfil h is du ty  to him self, h is  fellows, and 
h is G o d ; and  i f  ho tram ple underfoot any  of th e  sanctities o f h is life, he 
m ust suffer for th a t  act, for as w e cannot v iolate th e  law s of being  physically 
w ith o u t suffering th e  consequences, how can w e expect to  v io late the law s of 
ou r sp iritua l constitu tion  and  avoid th e  consequences? A ccording as he 
sow eth, so shall he also reap . See th a t  ye endeavour to sow seeds o f beauty 
in  tho garden  of life, th a t  ye m ay hereafte r reap  happiness and  peace in  the 
plains of e tern ity .

M any and  various m atters are om itted  in  conncc tioa  w ith  th is question, 
w h a t of th e  dead ? M atters th a t  wo have no t the tim e or th e  o p p o rtun ity  to 
en te r in to  upon th e  p resen t occasion ; b u t, previous to leaving th e  subject 
for a tim e, i t  behoves us to  d raw  a paralle l betw een w h a t is said o f tho dead, 
and w h a t th ey  say of them selves. T he C hristian  church sa ith  o f th e  dead 
— and certain ly  perhaps the  argum ent we now  use m ay seem m ore congenial 
to  m any th a n  tho theories of th e  sp iritualists— th a t  if  a m an  doeth w rong he 
shall reap  pun ishm ent as a  re trib u tio n , and  vice versa. , I t  sa ith  i f  he w ill : 
rep en t h im  of h is  evil w ays, and  come in to  th e  w ays of God and  tru th , he 
shall also reap  rew ard . T here is g rea t t r u th  in  these sta tem ents, for they 
are absolutely and unqualifiedly t r u e : for th e  dead say, in  th e  language of 
th e  sp iritua list, i f  a m an  w ill forsake evil and  tu rn  his efforts for th e  diffusion 
of good, then  he  shall free him self, h is good actions w ill atone, in  a  great 
m easure, for his evil life in  the past, b u t it  m ust be a thorough and  completo 
departu re  from  h is evil w a y s ; he  m ust eschew evil as he  w ould a pestilence, 
and p lan t h im self on th e  rock o f  tru th  and  r i g h t ; he  m ust moreover, from 
th e  very cen tre  of h is soul, endeavour to  rem ove evil from him self and  fellows. 
No h a lf  m easures, no professing to do th is  and  th a t, in  th e  hope of getting  
rew arded  hereafte r, b u t a  thorough h ea rty  renuncia tion  of a ll th a t is evil in 
him self, and an  unflinching adherence to  th a t  w hich is tru e  and  rig h t. The 
C hristian  church  preacheth  tru th  on th is  head— a t r u th  w hich we commend 
to  ou r friends w hether they  accept th e  conclusions of th e  sp iritualists o r not. 
Science and philosophy w ill, in  due tim e, receive th e  lig h t w hich th e  church 
once had , and  w hich she w ill have again . They w ill then  seo th a t a ll know 
ledge is deficient in  one rospect i f  i t  ignores the  sp iritua l, th ey  w ill see th a t a 
duo apprehension of th e  sp iritua l na tu re  of m an  is necessary. The tivo worlds 
th u s linked  together w ill come in to  view for m an’s benefit and progress, the 
religious teacher, th e  scientific teacher, and  tho philosophic guide w ill all 
u n ite , and  th e  resu lt w ill be th a t  there  w ill be a g rand un ion  of th e  three. 
H u m an ity  w ill then  possess a  p ractical and scientific religion, and  none will 
have cause to  propound th e  q u e s tio n : W h a t of the D ead t  fo r tho  answ er w ill 
be p lain  to  th e  m eanest u n d e rs tan d in g : A ll w ho ru n  m ay read .


