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For the Christinn Messenger,
CLOUDN AND SUNSHINE,

Ol this world is strangoe and changing,
Full of lights, and full of shades,
Awx the strenmlet slowly winding
In and out through dolls aud glades,
Vor w Hetlo, all in sunshing -
Lhen in shadow darkly bound,
Onward through the dusky darknoss
Where the sunshine Is not found,

So m fe, with Joy and sorrow
Intormix'd from day to day ;

Not In equal portions wlways,
As we wend our destined way,

O'or the lives of some, the shadow
OF w bitter fwto In cnsbe—

Anil the clouds hang thick, and gloomy
Shading jo,# tov dear to last :

Joys which enme and went so quickly
I'hnt the darkness secm’d more drear,
As the ** blue wky' all was hidden,
And the heart was fllI'd with fear,
But the light s born of shadow ;
And the sunshine Is more sweot
After days of dreary darkness,
Hpvo gone by with Inggard feet,

Do not droop in sad despondence
Though the clouds have fl1'd thy sky-—
For n ray ol golden ‘lor{. .
Giilds the ranks that rifted lle,
And through life, If we but see It
I o firm hand golding well
In that Hand our fates nre resting,
Clouds or sunshine, nono can tell,

Lot un trust our faithiul Pllot
For s arm I8 true, and tried,
He can move us safoly over
To the land beyond the tide,
Land whero all Is perfoot glory ;
Where the shadows never come ;
“* Where the wicked coase from troubling”
Find we there our rest and home,
Viowxr.
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THE FUTURE NTATE OF THE
WICKED,

LETTER 11,
Norws 1 Meruops, Canoss, Byrens or Tugoroay
=DM CT 0N~ PUNISUMENT AND CASTISK.
MENT == v B LANT ING = Erennar Live, Deary—
Guenesya—=Tue Wrarn or Gop = Tur In.

MORTALITY OF THE SOUL,

1. Meruons, Canoxs, and Bysrems oy
Turorooy.~The sum of all that has been
stated thus far is that men are represented
in Beripture as living after death, Their
souls survive, some in bliss, some under
chastisemont, They are to be summoned
to Judgment, and after the judgment the
are sent away into punishment that
described by all the words used in the New
Testament to set forth the everlastingnass of
the blessedness of the righteous, Lhe words
‘““death” and * ddstroyed " are applied
to the condition of men in this world, The
aro, therefore, coosistent with continued
life In the next.

Those exprossions, which are all taken

_ from Beripture, [ understand in their usual

Soripture seuse. Wo need no theory on

the uatural immortality of the woul, no |

systematic theology on the nature of the
Fall or on Rudsiaption, no special canons
of interpretation, to explain them, The
words -'ponk for themselves ; and I believe
that if it were not for theories on other
subjocts, or the difficulty we feel in admitt.
ing the doctrine they teach, the interpre.
tatlon would stand without dispute.

At the same time, If the words thua
used reprosent the truth, it must bs defen.
sible on sound canons of lnu;pmut!on,
and {6t mnst harmonise with sound,
atie. views of the Gospel Iteelf. 1 willingly
scoept these conditions, ‘

The only ocanon of interpretation con.
cerned in tgo

| been  written to

coso is that words must be |
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common meaning, not necossarily the literal
one, for reasons which Whately gives*
What the rulo means is that, if in nine
instances out of every ten a word has one
meaning, and in the tenth instance anothor
meaning, the probabilities are as nine to
ono that it has the common meaning in any
new instunce, Of course, the ** burden of
proof " rosts with the man who takes it in
the ** odd” wense,

Now to apply this rule. Books have
rove that * life,” the
opposite of ** death,” s in Christ, What
Is the moaning of **)ife”? T turn to a
Conecordanco under Zoe, the true Greek
word for it, and I find that in five cases out
of overy wsix (or therenbouts) life is u
special ﬁloulng. given to all who believe,
They were living men before they received
it; aud bad men, who are living men, are
without it, Therefore, the life is not ex-.
istence, but something which while implyiog
oxistence, is much more. Oconsionally,
the word is used of the lifo we all live on
eurth, the *lifo which is as u vapour that
passeth away "' but the deeper menning i
the common one, The ** death,” which is
the opposite of this life, is the state of
thoso who are without it, n state that is
aseribod nguin and again to liviog mon,
This meaning of lifo may not be found in
* Liddell uns Noott,” but it will be found
many times in the Old Testament, more
than fifty times in the New Testament,
and is the common meaning of the word
there. The common moaning is of course
to rule,

“To wsave,” **salvation,” * Baviour,”
are words that oceur 140 times-in tho Now

Testament, In 100 passages they have a
spiritual meaning, 1In forty they refer to
l{torul healing or physical deliverance.

* Dostruction” is the opposite term, SBome.
timen it is used literally, sometimes spirit.
ually, Nearly
“ suve” (87 of them) ure in the Gonpels,
ns are most of the lieral meanings of
“dostroy,” In the Epistles the spiritual
meaning of .cach is the wost common, In
giving, therefore, to * salvation” and its
opposito, ** destruction,” -their spiritual
meaning wo are only ncting upon the eanon
Just named,

Onee more. Nine times out of every
ten the words ** everlusting™ and * for
over” are ured in the Now Testament of
God and Christ and the blessedness of the
redeomed, and mean properly, I suppose,
“ gvorlasting.” In each tenth case it is
used of the punishment of the wicked, Ta
not the first usnge the usngo ** that ought
to rule

If, therefore, wo take tho words—Life,
Death, Salvation, Destruetion, Everlasting,
—In thelr common meaning—the ** ruling
meaning,” os it has boen culled, the discus«
sion is at an end !

Attempts to get rid of the doctrine we
are  discussing by appealing to some
comprehensive theory on tho design of the
Gospel, tako two forms, A theologian

Y | may say, man is naturally mortal, in every

part, body and soul.  Death was threatened
a8 the penalty of sin, Death is simply
the taking away of the life (the Psyche)
of tho sinner : for so our first parents must
have understood the term, They saw
brutes die; and could have no other eon-
coption than that they themselves were to
dio as the brutes. Tho teaching of the
Now Tostament corresponds. Men dio
through Adam, os ho was to die, and us
brutos die,

** Dust thou art, to dust roeturnest,
Wi first ** spoken of the soul,”

Eternal life, however—i. e., otornal
existenco~is the Gift of Christ for all who
believe, but for none besides, Of ocourse

systom. | it follows that ** destruetion,” annibilation,

in the destiny of all whose original nature

'remains through unbelief unchanged.

tukes another form.

Or, the theor
ave been the original

hatever may

undorstood In their common meaning ¢, ¢, Doture of the man, the consequences of the

in the meaning common to the suthors who
use them, until some other ‘mesning fs
shown to be required by the context or by
other tenchings of those authors,

The common meaning, I repeat Is the
most probable one onch case: the

B

first sin, and the meaning of the ponalty
denounced against it, the promise of the
Gospel, it is said, is one of universal sal.
vation, OChrist is to reconcile all things
unto Himself, God sent His Bon that the

#Whately, Logle, bk, L. § 16,

all the literal mennings of

PR "

world might bo saved, Tho free gi/t is an

wido ns the condemnation, God being the

Saviour of all men, and specially of those

who believe, must be the Saviour of those

who do not believe,t And, therofors,
yunishment must end and end for ever in a
lessed life,

There nare specimens of theologieal
systoms held fn support of the views we
are now discussing, Ono or two remarks
may be allowed in relation to them,

1.) They are mutually dostructive, and
oannot both be true. Universalists, from
tho time of Origen downwards, dony
annibilation; and  Annihilationists, from
Justin downwards, deny univorsalism, Sys.
toms, therefore are no more helpful in
sottling this disputo thah simple interpre.
tutlom-;;nthorﬂlcu it uo;smt. i

2.) The first system depends largely on
wh(nt)Adamﬁ‘um{nmood 'by dnntﬁ. yllu
may in his unfallen state have understood
less than three-fourths of all nations have
undorstood by ft==for that death is to man
more than to brates is the common faith of
the world. He had small knowledgo of 1!,
wo know, and porhn‘u he fuiled to griwp
all the meaning of this summary of all ills
Yot why, even if it were so, vhould God
mean no more, and we understand no
more, than he? Is his understanding ot
the first promise to be our rule Pe=nud if
not, why is his supposed understanding of
the first threat?  The wsecond system
depends lnrgclf on wide and weeping
generalisntions in the New Testament taken
out of their contexts, and without-reference
to far more numerous and more cloar
statomonts of an entirely different kind,

(8.) The notion that the life (Psyche) of
brutes is the samo as the life (Psyche) in
man s not so much humbling as degrad.
ing, is largely ocontradicted by nearly all
nations, an it is by Seripture itselt and by
Jowish belief. If any reader will turn to
** Boul” (the common rendering of Psyche)
in Cruden, ho will find that in by far the
majority of passages the word means in
both Testaments what is in man the seat of
affeotion, thought, religious convietion,
holiness, and sin, though wsometimes it
means the natural or animal l{fe in man—
tho thing wo give up when we die. The
word, however, is very rarely used in the
Old Testament of the life of brutes, and
only twice (RRevolations viil, : 05 xvi, : 8,)
in the New. Yot it is practioally on this
view of the soul that the nnnibilation argu.
ment rests,

(4.) The Universalist paswagoes ape nearly
all restricted in meaning in the contexts
whore they are found, &od vont His Son
to save the world, not to judge it; and yet
1o will judge it, and in the issue thowse
who Dbelieve not will perish. Tho * free
gift, which is thought to be as wide us
*the judgment,” is restricted in Romans
to those who * aceept it" (Rom. v. 17);
while the notion that God is the Saviour of
all ** who do not believe” s corrected by
tho teaching of the same Kpistle that there
nre doocimﬁ lusts which drown men ** jn
destruction and perdition,"==not surely a
“ blessed life.” But besides—

(6,) These arguments, based on the
goveral designs of the Gospel,~=systems of
theology such as they are,~~prove nothing
excopt the consistonoy of enoh system, not
with Soripture teaching, but with fuself,
Men adopt a system which denies the plain
tenching of Soripture and then boast that
the new meaning thoy give that teaching
matches theik system, and thorefore it is
true.  The common view of eternal punish.
ment is equally consistent with the common
systems of truth, and is so far as likely to
be true s the other views, while it has the
imwense advantage of lmurﬁoruting the
tenching of Boripture on punishment no-
cording to the plain meaning of the words,

IL Desenvorion=It is a favorite
dootrine with sowme writers that when men
ure ** destroyed” they ceaso Lo be, and that
when God * destroys” them Ho avnihilates
them=—systemutio theologians not withe
standing.

The au“ntlon is, of oourse, one for
diotionaries in part to settle, Does ap.
olumi” slways mean to snnibilate ? and
are apoleia und olethros always aunibilation?

“1Dr. John Young— 2 Ureator and the Ureation.
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[ turn to ** Liddell and Seott,” and find
that the Groek vorb means to kill, to lay
waste or ruin, to bore one to death, to
orish or die, to be undone or ruined, to
)0 lost; and examples of cach moaning
aro givon from classic authors, A house,
it seems, may bo ** destroyed” by fire, a
land by war, & wan by his pride. IHerodos
tus oven tells us what the Getm belioved
beoame of & mun when he was ** destroy.
ed,” and how ho was supposed to go
aftorwards into the presence of one of
their gods, The noun (olethros) means
ruin, destruction, death, andwhen applied
to persons=one who i the ruin or the
plufuo of anothers [ turn to ** Wakl" and
find that in the Greek Tostawmont the word
means to destroy=—i. ¢, (1) to take away
lifo, (2) to undo, to ruin without any idea
of annihilation, (3) to make useloss, and
1) to make mwrl{ misorable, spoken of
thoso who are excluded from eternal life.
Then it means==ta be lost, und is the word
applied to tho lost sheep of the llouse of
lvrael, and to the Prodigal Son, These
are not opinions of theologians, but of
lexicographers,

Of course, however, the lexicographers
are only witnesses, the true authority is
nctunl usago, I, thon, destruction used in
Seripture for annihilation and nothing else?
The prosperity of fools is sald to ** destroy"
thom, ?l’ruv. o 82) Ts that always
annibilation? Must the ‘sheep be anuihis’
lated before wo can pronounce a curse
upon those **that destroy them ¥ Jor,
xxiil, 1,) Did Christ come to seek and to
save that which was annihilated ?  Was the
Prodigal Son anuibilated beforo he was
found% Was it annibilation the evil spirit
foared when he asked, ** Art thou come to
dostroy us ' (Mark i, 24.) Was it not
rather tho *abyss," the bottowmless pit,
the ** torment before the time,” of which
the wspirvits speak olsewhore * When
Christ died_ for the people was Le annihi.
lated ;  (Juo. xviil, 14:) Was it for the
annihilation of the flesh that the incestuows
momber was excluded ? (1 Cor v, 3,) Did
God annihilate the wmen who * perished in
the flood”? (2 Pet. iii.6.) Have the
Israclitos whom God ** destroyed in the
wildernoss” been annihilated }  (Jude 8.
11) and all the unbelievers of Rahab's
day ! (Heb, xii 81.) Aud is there for
them vo resurrection of the just and of the
un{u'nt? Will noue »f them appear in the
Judgmont=** hoar His voice and come
forth” ! In all those cases the ** dostruction
{8 said to bo past; and yot those to whom
it is applied are supposed to be still living
~=s0me to be saved and others still to
suffer,

Even where the destruction is spoken of
a8 future it cannot mean annihilation, For
it is the thing threatened, and it is des-
erihed in words that imply oconscious
sufforing. Mon are to be ** punished”
with it ; they are to ** suffer” it; tlm‘y “go
away” into it they are ** cast alive” into
Jt§ they * have no rest day nor uight;"
*“ thelr worm dieth not, their fire is nos
quenched.” Tt is after God has killed that
o casts into holl, This is described as
the everlasting perdition with which men
are visited when Christ comes, Most who
hold ultimate aunibilation hold that it is
s:‘rooodud by years or ages of suffering,
Jither thoso agoes of suffering are * the
destfuction” or they are rot, If thoy are,
then clearly destruotion is oconsistent with
continued life, If thoy are not the des.
truotion, but only precede it, then the
destruotion ix not inflicted when Ohrist
oomes, as it Is sald to be; and the
threatened destruotion, which is always
spoken of as punishment, is & blossing, not
& ourse, It is eithor suffering or a moxt
woloome relense! From one or other of
these conclusions I see no esoape,

*Surely this s the meaning of * destroying
body and soul” in hellea thifig God can do.
(Matt, x. 28.) In the paraliél passage the phrase
Is simply “onst Into hell,” (Luke xil. 8,) The
demons express the thought in three .
“destroy,” “send away into the bottomless pis,”
and ‘‘torment before the time.” (Mark | 94
Luko Iv. 84, Matt, vill, %0, Luke viik) The evil
spirits thought that ** destruction” was ** torment,”
and though they might have got the notion-—-as 1
sov it Is sald the Jows got thelr notions of a future
lte—from the heathen, they were right in their
views. (Mats, xxv. 4.)




