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'TWELVE PROPS KNOCKED AWAY.

BY REV. N. D. GEORGE.

“ wa y shall be as zf/"wugﬁ they fzad ?wé

%m ”? Obad. 16. o
- This is a propheoy of the overthrow of
‘the heathen. Ver. 15. They were to cease to
be, not as individuals but nationally, withe

.'fom the least reference to the future smte@_

Some nations have existed, as the Babylo-
‘nians and KEdomites, to whom :r-eferenee 18
had in this prophecy, '”ut are now as
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‘once a nation. It is so no longer. In this
sense it 1s as i‘hm‘wh it had not been.”
3 wvoul mL of con btmetm g an ar-
oUme prove the annihilation
of the Poles in ﬂm future state? F
nation to cease to exist is no proos whatever
that ﬁth@ CONSCIOUS existence m the sinner
shall cease. That national calam:lty is the
theme of the prophet here, and not the
punishment of individuals in the future state
- by annihilation, may be clearly seen by ex-
amining the short bhook of Obadiah., Yet
this brief sentence is considered a mighty
o in support of annibilation | It is a
motto text printed upon the title-pages of
some of their publications, and is a most
‘gross perversion. ' '
9. T Awy go to nothing, and perish.” Job
_---,”W? 18 -
- Job s comparmm his deceittiul breth"en to
“a brook, (verse 15,) the stream of which had

"changed its course, and other brooks had
N@ 9 - |




ANTL ANNIHILATION.—TRacT 1. 8

by the melting of the snow
by the heat were ¢ consumed
out of their place,” or dried up. Thetreshet
had changed their course. “The paths of
their [the brooks] way are turned aside;
they go to nothing, and perish,” (ver. 13;)
ﬂmt 18, the bmcﬂxs “ oo to nothmg, and per-
h,”  Caravans fmm Tema and Sheba look
f@l’“ the (ﬂd qtleam, and wait and are eon-
founded. They had hoped for water, but
are deceived. Then Job says of his bre"chw'
‘ren, “ IFor now ye are nothing; }e see my
castnw down, and are afr a.ld L His idea
18, as tfhe brooks had come to noﬂmw and
~deceived those who expected water thut*e,
so I am deceived and find no help from my
bre ethren when I expected it. See verses
15-21. The text has no reference to pun-
ishment of men either in this world or
the next; yet Mr., Z. Campbell (*Gospel
Light,” p 49) and others use it to prove the

? 7

ﬂnmhllatlon of the wicked! To take a text
' No. Qg .

acme out of it
and ice, which
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u~ed to denote the drying up of brooks to
prove the annihilation of the wicked in
ﬂw future state 1s a monstrous pewemom
We doubt if it was ever exceeded in any
polemical writings. Does the doctrine of
anmhﬂatiou demand such work ?
“Tet a little while, and the wicked
M,czZZ not be,” ete. Psa. xxxvii, 10,11,
What is deaﬂch as defined 'by materialists
It is a state of non-being. Do both the __
righteous and the wicked go into this state,
and so remain till the resurrection? So they
assert. L

[hen it may be stated with equal
propriety that “yet a little while and the
righteous shall not be,” and, we may add,
“Yea, thou shalt dlhoently consider Ens
vlace, and it shall not be.” Now if “shall
not be” proves the anmhﬂatlon of the
“wicked, does it not also prove that the
- HWhtLOHb share the same fate? Well, what
~thent W by, blank nothingness awaits all

thu race of man. This text refers to phys-
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ical death, and has no more reference to ex-
tinction after death than it has to Jehu's
“furious driving. ¢ Shall not be,” where?
- Why, upon ‘the earth, as the connection
shom, and therefore the text teaches noth-
_nm concerning the future d@suny of man.
“ Put not your trust in princes, nor in
ﬁw son of man, n whom there is no help.
His breath qoeth forth, he returneth to his
- em*zﬁ/& ©an that very day his thoughts perish.”
- Psa. c:xlm, 3, 4. -
~ Who ever knew an effort to prove an-
nihilation without the use of the sentence,
“in that very day his thoughts perish.”
Do men trust in princes becanse of their
‘thoughts after death ? Was it nece ssary to
dlswade them from so doing by informing
‘them that the thoughts of princes would not :
“continue after death ? No man ever trusted
in princes because of their thonu'ht:a after
‘death, but men have trusted in them because

of thew Sciwmes and shwning zwoyects Whlch
_ - No. 9, '




~their death. The Hebrew word rendered
thoughts in the text is eshfonath, from the
~verb ashaih, to shine, look ¢lossy. On the
anthority of Moore and Parkhurst the word
rendered thoughts properly signifies splen-
dors, or projects. Schleusner Iender-s iﬁ
“‘m(zqmﬁcmzﬁ schemaes or de%wm 77 MR
““ his projects perish 3 Thompson, “al hm
projects shall perish ;”’ the Ohaidee, “machi-
nations ;” (atoker, “projects »” Shulten,
“outward pomp.” Dr. A. Clarke agrees with
‘these. Here we have authority which will
not be doubted, that the warning is against
trusting in the projects, schemes, or splendor
of princes, which end with their death, and «
‘not that the princes cease thinking When they
die. Thusa prop is knocked away which is
.'much relied upon by annihilationists,

5. “The dead know not any zﬁ/z,mg, neither
fmve they any more a wewc‘wd .o . netther

Zwme they any more a pomﬁzon fore@er in
No. 9, ) |
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iy thing that s done wunder the sum.”
' 'Ecdes ix, 5, 6. | '
Sentence “ The dead know not any
thmw',” to our opponents is one of the most
momentous announcements in all the Bible.
It settles the whole question. The Great
- Teacher may talk as much as he WEH about,
the life of the soul after the body is dead,
(Matt. x, 28 ;) and of Abraham, Isaac, and
Jacob being alive, (Luke xx, 38.) Ile may
sanction the doctrine of disembodied spirits,
(Luke xxiv, 37-39;) and also declare that his
followers shall never die, (John viii, 51 ;)and
scores of similar things may be S&Id both
by him and his apobtles but these are all
- unmeaning jargon, since Solomon—who is
not superior to Christ, (Luke xi, 31}-—-—11&::-
sald, *The dead Lno"‘v not a,ny thing.”
But Solomon has said another thing. What
is it ! Speaking not of the second but of
the first, death, he s says that it “7s the end

(f a'ZZ inen. & (Eedec vii 9) \VLH now, we
o - Iw 3 S
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‘are putinto a fine fix by Solomon. Ilesays
that “the dead know notany thing,” and then
that death “is the end of all men.” Now,
My, Annihilationist, where 1s your resurrec-
tion? If men are raised from the dead,
then, the first death is not absolutely their
' Do you say we will go over to the
New Lestament, as there a resurrection is
“clearly taught? We will take a walk over
there with you, and there we find not only
the resurrection clearly tanght, but also the
separability and mtellectuahty of an entlty
| gsometlmes called sowl, (Matt. x, 28; Rev.
, 9-11 ) sometines szz*w (1 Cor n 11
vill, 163 Acts vii, 59 ; Luke xxiv,
f -37~39 5) and Sometlmes manj 2 Cor. iv,
_16 2 Cor. xii, 2, 8.) .
. The sense of Eccles. vii, 2 is evidently
this: Death is the end of the earthly living
“existence of all men, it havmw no meterence )
iito the future. '

- We come NOw to motlce the now-n _
No. 9. '




ANTI-ANNIHILATION.—TRACT II. 9

argument, the fancied Gibraltar of materi-
calism.  Paul said of a certain dmmmei“ 4
He 18 ¢ pmnd knowing nothing,” (1 Tim.
' .,) of Jonathan’s md it 1s wmd “ Luc '_
ﬂae lad Anew not any thing.” iq&m XX,
39. Of Absalom’s two hundred men it is
said, * they knew not any thing.” 2 Sam.,
xv, 11. Now who would understand these
expressions concerning Paul’s proud man,
Jonathan’s lad, and Absalom’s two hundred
men, as ‘teadunw that they knew absolutely
nothing ? They were ignorant of ecertain
' ‘thmbw This is a,ﬂ that is meant. So with
Eccles. ix, 5, 6, the dead are ignorant of
certain thmos pel*ta,mmw to earth, but not
unconscious. Is it said that it must mean
“unconsciousness because they are said to be
dead? Well, then, John must have had a
- gt uwe revehhon When he “saw the dewrf
sinall a.nd o*rem stand before God, . . . and
"'ﬂw cZecz(] were Judgcd out of those things

were Wmtten m ﬂle baok acomdmw .-
| No 9, |
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to their works.” Rev. xx, 12.  Are we to
conclude that unconscious dust men were
standing before God to be judged out of the
things written in the books, because they
are said to be dead? ™They were alive, and
CONSCIONS, Of course. See also Rev. vi, 9-
11, and Luke xvi, 19-31, where we }eam
ﬂm consciousness of the depavted “The
dead know not any thing.” From the fore-
going, and also the context, we find the
sense 0% this text to be this: The departed
“know not as they once knew the things of
earth, *“neither have they (here) any more
a reward.” This sense is fixed by the fol-
lowing: “mneither have they any more a
portion forever in' any thing that is done’
~wunder the sun.” Verse 6. Thaﬁt 18, they
“know mot, do not, and receive not, as they
“once did in this Woﬂ 1: and this no more
disproves the conscious existence of the soul
after death, than the expiﬂensmn “the dead,)’

_used hy ﬂm revei&tor disproves the con-
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gcious existence of those who stood before
~God to be judged according to their works.
By “the dead ” in Eceles. ix, 5, all the dead
are meant. So say our opponents. But if,
“as they insist, all the departed are in a state
of non-being, but by the resurrection the
righteouns are to find a home on the puritied
ewth will they not be rewarded and again
have a portion under the sun? DBut since 1t
is declared that they shall not be rewarded,
“and shall not have such a portion, then, un-
less our view of the text is adopted, the ex~
tinction of the whole race must follow, and
‘all men are left without hope of a future
life! Grant us the license taken with the
brief -text of five words we are considering,
‘and we will prove most conclus:we'i) fwm
Eceles. vii, 2; Job vii; 6,7, 9; x, 20, 21;
xxxiv, 15 ; Psa. xxxix, 18 hﬂ ni 10 ; Ism
Ivil, 1, and a score of other texts Whmh
' mwht be selected, that there is no resurrec-

tlon or fuhu*e hfe whatever for any of ﬂ.he
R - No, 4%
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race of man,
“of materialism, _
6. “Into smoke shall z‘]ze?/ CONSUME QWY
Psa. xxxvii, 19, 20,
- The p-«ah]mt obsmwes of ﬂ"ae righteous,
| shall not be ashamed in the evil
ﬂme and in the days of famme they shall
be satisfied. But the wicked shall perish,
and the enemies of the Lord shall be as
“the fat of lambs: they shall consume; into
smoke shall they consume away.” But When
shall the wicked perish and consume away ?
Is it beyond this life at the Pebm"rechon@
No; but in “the days of famine” at
Whlchtlme the righteous shall be supplied;
but the wicked, being unsupplied, shall
pellsh and consume away by starvation.
~Lhat this is the sense can be seen by i1
| moment?s attention to the passage. The
‘scene is not laid beyond the grave, but in
this world, where consuming away as a res

f'sult of m,mme mkes p ace. Agam it is said :
No ' - S

This text furnishes no proof

99
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#Let the sinners be consumed out of the
earth, and let the wicked be no more.” Psa.
clv, 35. The sense evidently is: let them
be no more apon the earth. Again: ¢ Con-
sume them in thy wrath, consume them,
that they may not be: and let them knmv
that God ruleth in Jacob unto the ends
of the earth.” Psa. lix, 13. Is there ref-
erence here to the future state? Not at
all ; but to the present world where God
éovm ns the Jews. ¢Consume them, that
»they may not be;” that is, that they may
‘not be on earth. W'lnle the word consume
and its derivatives are often used to denote
‘the cessation of earthly existence, they are
also used to denote great suﬁlnnw in this
world, both mentai and phyalca] as in Psa.
XXXI, 9 10; xei, T; Gen. xxxi, 40; Ezek.
xliii, 8, , amd other place Who ﬂllﬂhb@f
interpreting these words literally ¢ In the
strong language of Eastern poetry men in

deep aﬁ;wtlon Whether good or bad, are
- : fmo 9
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---4,5. '

Lhese words are used

said to be consumed.

more than one hundred
the Bible, and
they teach the pumshment of the sinner
after death., Yet with the foregoing facts
so patent wmemmg the apphmtw of

and tWth}" times in
not in a single instance do

these Scriptures, sentences of them, torn

from their connection, are often woven in
‘to teach annihilation after death! Thus the
word of (God is perverted.

1. ¢ For evil doers shall 5@ cut of &

Exxvu 9.

Scle

"7 mean an‘nﬂxﬂa‘hon? If
80, th@n ﬂxe pq&lmist became extinct while
vet alive, for he says: “Thy terrms hav

cut me qﬁ ?  Pgalm Ixxxviii, 16. i 18
.ﬂ.@xpresswe of great mental dmm ess. -

b
el

phmse “out off 7 is sometlmeﬂ used to de~

‘note a release from deep -afiliction, hence
Job praysthat
and cut me off. Then,” says he, ¢should E

yet have comi‘ow ; J ob vi, 9 N
H@ 9 |

God “ would kﬂoobe hzs hand,

It is also
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nsed to denote physical de&th and nothing
more, as in Psa. xxxvil, 9, mxd also the
following : God said to Esz* ael, “I will cus
off from th@@ the rwht&ous and the wicked.”
Ezek. xxi, 8. Does this mean that both
classes were to beeome“extmct% It teaches
.nofét ing more than that both classes should
die out of the land of Israel. The prophptb
foretold concerning Christ as follows : He
was cut off out of the land of tbe living,”
(Isa. liii, 8;) “and after threescore z:md
two Weeks shall Messiah be cut off.” Dan.
ix. 26. Was Christ annihilated? His
. physwal death was the fulfillment of this
In this sense ‘he was cut off
expressmn “eut off lS found at least
" two hundred times in the Bible, referring to
“ hair, hmbs heads, rivers, famihes cities, na-
tions, phy smaﬁ, death of the WICLUd of the.
TIO‘htBOUS, of the Messiah, and many other
ﬁubjects . but notina smﬂe instance does it

the pumshment of sinners by annihi-
- - - ' No. 9.
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lation, either at the first or second death:
yet it is often used to make a show of texts
in proof of this doctrine! The Saviour pre-
sents a fact of cutting off from life not very
favorable to materialism. Speaking of an
evil servant, hesays: “The Lord of thatserv-
| ant shall come . . . and shall cut hini asun-
r,”” (Matt. xxiv, 51 ;) that i1s, cut him in
M‘m which W‘WIV@S the tahnw of physical
life. Is this the end of him? What next,
“now physical life is extinet? Nonentity?
"No. The Saviour continues: “and appoint
| h]m his POI"tIOD with the hypoerites: there
shall be weeping and gnashing of teeth;”
that is, after animal life was departed hig
'poztzon was assigned him, which was a life
of misery after the hodv was cut off by
death. The tr act pawes of our opponents
are m‘t eneumbel ed with this and like cut-
*m o-off texts. The reason is obvious.
g Lor D@m(Z 28 N0t ws*cem?ed mm the

fzmvms » Acts Bi '
N@ &h |
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- Upon this our opponents always assume
the ﬂm:w in debate, namely, that David
was owmlzed dmbt and nothing 1 ’rvofre ”
Tms howevev is not admitted. That
David has not aceeuded into the Eleavens in
th(, same manner that the Saviour has, all
admit. Christ’s reunion of soul and body
was peculiar to himself in regard to time,
he being the first who arnse from the dead .
(Acts xxvi, 23,) and thus became the first-

fruit of the immortal resurrection. Peter
teaches this: Christ is risen, and ascended,
~soul and body, to heaven; his flesh never
having seen " corruption. David has not
thus ascended soul and body. Iis flesh
“has seen corruption, and his soul remains in.
Hades, (the place of depwted spirits ;)
_, the?efore the prol)hecy in ﬂle Sixteenth
Psalm has not reference to David peraonall; ,
but e\duswel.}’ to Christ. So far is Peter's
‘sermon from Subtd,u’mm materialism, tha,E

Wl

he eleaﬂy eachea the co npom]d nature Of
- - Na 9.




man by making the c-o.m mon @
between soul and flesh, or body. ‘E et Wi th
‘this upon the ﬁhe@ 0&? H:5 we fi

_Other fcexts to pzme fth&t no Smﬂ
separate ﬁ*mn the body ! '
9. “They shall never see lught.”

xlix, 19. -
‘This text is predlcated of the chked and
those among our opponents wh@deny the
resurrection of the wicked use it as a proof
~text; for they sa‘yf and truly too, that if
they come up in the resarrection then will
they see light. As the context shows, it
refers not to the second but to the first death,
and if it is to be understood without quah-»
fications it certainly teaches the non-resur-

rection of the wicked. But by this unquali-
fied use of language can we not most clearly
prove the mm-resmrectmn of the l‘lﬂlthOUn

too? Job was a g@od 111‘11’1& hat 1s hls.
- No.9. o
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testimony & ? He says: © Are not my chys
few ? cease then, and let me alone, that ]
may take comfort a httleﬂ efm" 1 go
~whenee I shall not return, even to the landr x
of darkness and the bhadow of death.” Job
x, 20, 21. Again, speaking of death, he
says: “ Mine eye shall no more see good.”
Job vii, 7. Bat, if Job is raised immortal,
will he not return from the land of dark-
ness and shadow of death, and will he not
“again see good? Job says he shall not;
therefore, Job is ‘annihilated! Solomon,
_speaking of the first death, says: L7 is the
end of all men.” Eceles. vii; 1, 2. If this is
80, unquahﬁed]y then, ﬂmwcm benoresur-
rection of any of the race of man, Now how
shall we interpret those Seriptures which,
by an arbitrary rendering, may be armved-
against each other? They must be com-
pared with other Scriptures treating upon
the same subject, aud thus dete?mme the

sense. The sense of these texts might be
' ' - - No. &
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determined by comparing them with other
Old Testament Scripture; but if we take
them to the superior light of the New Tes-
tament, we shall find the Master and his
servants teaching the life of the soul alter
‘the death of the body, and, also, a universal
Tequwetﬁon (Matt, x, 28; Rev. vi, 9-11;
- Vs 28, 99 Acts xx1v, 10) '
 The text, They shall never see light,” is
a stro ong expression,  in aceordqnce Wlti
Eastern poetry, teaching that the wicked
rich men named in the psalm should never
some back to their earthly possessions, and
not that they should never be raised from
the dead, and is no proof whatever of an-
mhﬂa,tu‘m at death or any other time.
- 10, “ Sleep a per pezﬁual SZee% cch ?wﬁ
wake? Jer. 1i, 39. SRS

This text is :fomed into the service of those
mﬂv who deny the resurrection of the wick-
ed, mr"u a general resurrection is admitted,

--ﬂlen all the death sleepmg Babylomans Wlu
NO g .
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ﬁrwale ‘But the per version heq in mvmm_
this a fature reference. It is the pr edwuom
of a national calamity, (verses 62, 64,) and
determines nothing concerning the fature

of individual sinners. Babylon was taken
on the night of an Implous ﬁedst day, (Dan.
v, 1-3,) and many were asleep in thew beds
by drunkenness when the soldiers of Cyrus
found them, and were put to death ere they
awoke, and ﬂmb they slept a perpetual sleep
‘and Lhd not wake. It has no refezenc@
whatever to the pumahment of sinners after
~death, yet the passage in its detached form
“does very well to aid in patching up an ar
~gument to prove that sinners are anmhﬂa,te@
'at the first death! -
' 11 . f/aeJ were not.”’ Jer XXX, 15, |
o was weeping for her children
« bec‘mse they were not,” and this is brought
“to prove that nothing of man survives the

death of the body. Itis de of Enoch that

é iw Was not 7 Gen. v, 24, Did he go into
L ) NO %m .
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N on- bel ng? N Uf ex %mﬂ y. IIe did n @fs die :
he ¢ was tr mzshted that he should not Se@
death.” Heb. xi, 5. Now, if the expres-
sion “ /ie was ywé ? fails m pmve the non-

‘being of Enoch, why should the declaration
“¢hey were not” prove the non-being of R:
chel’s childréen ¢ Many mothers who have
firmly believed in the separability of the
‘souls of their depmﬂted children have wept
because they were not; that is, because
they were not with ﬂaem 1 this world as
~they once were, and this is all that can be
Rachel’s weeping for her children.
| _l' galns no bupport from this. '

But man dieth, and wasteth away :
ye% NN gwezﬁfa wp the g/'aosé cch w/éem 8
]w'é Job xiv, 10. o
 Ananswer to this is found in these words :
‘hen shall the dust return to the earth as
"m W&sz and the spirit shall return unto God
‘who gave it.” ECL les. xii, 7. In this same

hapter J 0b Mvj 22) the compound natur@
Nﬁ 9,, - | o -_




of man is mwm It readb, ‘ But his { flesh

upon him Shaﬂ hme pain, and his soul-
within him shall mourn.” If man is a unit,
in the sense of the destructionists, why this
~distinction between the ._.‘esh ﬂmt has pain
“and the sounl that mourns? This text of it~
self refutes materialism. Mr. Storrs quotes
with appwbatmn the following out-of-joint
Tendemw of Jobxiv, 10: “B

But man that has
died 1is utterly oone ; and Whem a mortal 18
fa,Hen he is no mc‘n"e '—Dis., p. 45. This
text speaks not merely of the W'lcked but of
‘man, any man, all men. But does not M
Storrs teach thaﬁc the righteous will have a
‘resurrection ¢ But how can that be raised
which i is witerly gone and is no more?é By

indorsing this rendering Mr. Storrs dis-
' chm oes a gun which shoots down his own
theory. It shoots as destructively at the
breech as it does at the muzzle. A poor

gun that; yet it is in common nse in the
‘army to which Mr. Mows belo nw‘:i -

..E»&a- |
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- Thus twelve proofs, manufactured out
of pewerted Scriptures to sustain the cra-
zy fabric of nmtemﬂzstm aumhﬂatwn are
‘knocked away. S
The reader 1s mfewed to the foﬂowmw as
some of the texts which clear ly teach that
ﬂaeze is an intelligence capable of an ex-
istence separate from the body, and that
this mfreﬂwenee is sometimes called soul,
-g%memm@s g)zi’zé and sometimes man ¢
Matt. ; Luke xx, 37, 38; Matt xxii,
” 99 WEM‘L ;JXH 18-“2? Ecdeq XN ‘? Johnf
viii, 51 LHLL XXiv, 37 39 ; Actsws59$
2 Cor, iv, 16 xii, 2 3 ; vy 1-9; Phil. 1,
01--94: Iuhe zﬂm 40 ; Matt, :xvu. 3, 4 |
Mark m .;“?:.F;-—-o : Lnke ix, 80; 1 Cor v 5 @
Acts xxiii, 8; Luke xvi, 19--—31

1o m Vi, 36 3 9 2 The

59~11
evh..; X"W’ 13 Aech xii,
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