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Preface.

This Booklet needs no apology. The
discussion in which we now enter with
the Firm Foundation and with Mr. A.
McGary as champion of the first eight
propositions to be discussed joiutly
with us, is one for years anticipated
and desired by matiy. but for neither
earthly glory nor evil biag, nor vainam-
bition, it is desired, by either side.
But for the sake of truth and to save
the chureh from farther divisions now
multiplying by errors andinnovations.
Let truth, knowledge, and faith only
decide.

The respective basis upon which the
disputants stand,are the two that have
confronted each other from the begin-
ning, when truth stood on its feetatall.
The one in which truth was first de-
feated and wan and his dominion under
forfeit went down 1into darkness, dis-
honor, sin, death, and hell, Sheol.

We are aware weare meeting cham-
pions and well experienced cebaters
who are backed by the best skill and
the best labored efforts for trauth’sen-
emy since the world began. However
we have no fear, neither have we any
uneasiness as to what the results may
be.

I'his is regarded by many truth seek-
ers as the most momentous, joint inves-
tigation of the most vital issues of the
reformation age. To be published in
two respective papers Worp aND WoORK,
of Abilene, Texas and The Firm
Foundation, of Austin Tex.

Honest investigation by qualified po-
lemics exposes and destroys error, and
brings out, beautifies, and builds up
trath. Errorists who fear their sys-
tems will be injured by developments
of both error and truth, beg to escape
it. But truth holders and supporters
are not in any age afraid the truth will
be injured by rational investigations,
especially when the champions are
honest-gentlemen.

Christ and tke 2postolic ecclesia stood
up in the face of all error, and the world
standing in the sawme against them.

Truth has never ({eﬁrﬁ not has it
. E. Marsh Memoria
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~been hurt by criticism alone, where all

!things were equal. It is harmonious

with itsef from Alpha to Omega.

© The day is coming when truth only

"willstand, and all systems bmlt up in

error will pass’ away. And when a

man will be known or measured only

by the amount of truth in him lived out -
in his life Uheretore the apostles, the

igreat champions of trath going forth to

“conquer and fall, yet torise and conquer

‘for ever, said, *‘Preach the word. re-

I prove, rebuke, exhort with all long

‘suflering and doctrine. For the time

| will come (under the reign of error now

iclosing,) when they will not endure

sound doctrine, but after their own lust

(systems of the flesh) will they heap

to themselves teachershaving itching

ears. And they shall turn away (on

the fall of truth) their ears from the

truth: and shall be turned unto fablss."™

2 1im.4: 2-4. The greatest fable of
earth’s production is the Papal‘‘inner

man” not in Christians only, but"
exalted in all men under its power.

Paul’s man ofsin, which Jobn said de-

ceived the whole world. 2 Thess. 2: 6-
12. Rev.12: 9. But the day is coming

with the close of error’s darkness when

God’'s people will be strong in the truth

and will “have no fellowsbip with the

unfruitful works of darknes, butrather
reprove them. For it is a shame even

to speak of-those things which are done

of them in secret,’ 'I'he magic work

of the churches. Xph.5:11,12, A day

when truth will rise, and it is rising, to
fight against the might and its systems,
which are principalitles, powers, and
cgpiritual wickednesss in high places,”
and “their rulers of darkness.” Iph.
'6:12, A day when its supporters wil
test all things, or **prove ali things: and
hold fast that which is good.” 1Thess.
5: 21. A day when its people will “try
the spirits whether they are of God.”
1John 4:1. A day when Paul’s admir-
ers and .brothers will do as. Paul did,
stand up against **Alexander the copper-
smith?’ and all the church forgers, **tnat
the Gentiles might hear.”” 2 Tim. 4:14-17.
The blessed Savior suid to his.Jewish
congregation. **Ye shall know the trnth
and the trath shall make you free.”
Free men cannot live in error. Then
i let the voice of truth be heard.

Wn. I. GiBes.
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MecGary-Gibbs Disc;vqﬂ;_ssion.
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McGary’s First Argg’ment.

Proposition: There i8 a spiritin man,
which survives the dedth of the body,
and is conscious between death and the
resurrection, -

I have agreed to affirm this proposi-
tionin three articles, 'which together
with three replies to the same by Bro.
W. L. Gibbs, are to be published in this
paper and Bro. Gibbs’; the length of my
articles to become the rule for his.

I have not thought it necessary here-
tofore, to pay any attention to the nib-
bling and nagging Bro. W.
hag been doing at things [ have written.
But since having my attention called to
the fact that some of his readers have
been deceived into the idéa - that L.am
afraid to attempt a defenge of the teach-
ing comaine(‘l in iy proposition, and
being requested.to.write these articles,

I have concluded to give him a chance

to overthrow the position if he can.
[n writing my articles [ shalltake the

1. Gibbs;

|

i

liberty to anticipate him at any :poi

choose, as [ think T understand the ma-
terialistic maze through which heis try-
ing to grope.

[ will begin my argument at 1 Cor.
2 11, *What man krioweth the things
of & man, save the spirit of man which
is in him?”? ‘T'bis -“Spirit’’ that Paul
here speaks of, as being in man, is the
gpirit to which my proposition refers.
Paul ascribes to this spirit in man,
KxowLepgr. Knowledge implies con-
sciousness, perception, discernment and
sagacity. "These things cannotbe pred-
icated of the atmosphere that fills the
lung-célls in the buman body, or the air
inhaléd or “exhaled in respiration.
Therefore this spirit which Paul teach-
esis in man and knows the things of
the man, is .as distinet from my friend’s
hreath-spirit; as knowledge is from in-
sensibility. And right here I wish to
impress upon the mind of the reader,
as well as my opponent, that when he
writes of the spirit of ‘man, he writes

G. E. Marsh Memorial Library, Church of God
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about a mere breath, the same in sub-
stance and in fine, that which is 1nhaled

MeGanry~Gibbs Diseussion.

with Bro. Gibb’s theory, Paul’s refer-
ence here to the ‘‘outer” and inward

and exhaled by an ox, which bends man,"’ and his wide contrast drawn be-
the twig and causes the leaves to flut-: tween the two, i all sufficient to thor-

ter— that mere elastic, transparent,
ponderable fluid composed of oxygen,
nitrogen, and carbon! This is the all
in all ot his conception of the spirit
that is in man! Butmy proposition re-
fers to that spirit in man which isanio-
teiligent entity, and “*knows the things
of the man.” Hence we see at the out-
set of this controversy, that the issue
between us is as broad as the universe—
that we are as far apart as the gross
gpeculations of materialism and the ut-
terances of the Holy Spirit.

Daniel 7: 15 we find this: *1 was
grieved in my spirit in the midst of my
body .’ - Here Daniel i8 speaking of the
same spirit in the midst of his body that
Paul saysis in man,and knows the things
of man. Webster deﬁnes grief, as being
pain of mind on account of something
in the past, mental suffering. . ‘I'ben
there was an entity in the midst of Dan-
iel’s body that suffered mental pain.
1'his was not his body, but that some-
thing he calls spirit in the midst ‘of his
body. Was this his breath? - Can that
fluid composed of oxygen, nitrogen and
carbon, experience mental anguish? Lf
it can, then perhaps an.ox can repent as
well as a man, and & man who passes
through a cyclone may thus be baptized
with the spirit! The reader will par-
don me for calling attention to my op-
ponents’s position, occasionally as we
go along, as he does not aftirm on the
question, and I want to test his wiNn.

In 2 Cor. 5: 16 Paul says: ‘*but though
our outward man perish, yet the in-
ward man 'is renewed day by day.”

Here the apostle speaks so clearly of a’

duality in man’s composition, that he
ought to make an immediate, uncondl-
tional surrender of his-theory, or come
out openly in repudiation of the word
of God. If there were not another
word in all the "Bible out of harmony

oughly disgust any candid believer in
the word of God, with his gross, mate-
rialistic Paganism.

Now will my opponent be considerate
enough to tell just what Paul’s **inward
man” refers to? We hope he will for we
feel quite sure that he cannot afford to
attempt to ravish right reason with the
idea that this *‘inward man’ refers to
the mere breath in the body! . But in or-

der to make out my caseon this point I
In his first epistle

will consult Peter.
Peter speaks of **the hidden man of the
heart” after ‘it is ornamented by the
obedience of the word; as being’" a meek

‘and quiet spirit.”? (See 1 Peter 33: 4).

Will our friend tell us that Peter is rer
ferring to a‘‘meek and quiet’’ breath?
Hardly, we presume! What Paul calls
“‘the inward man® or *‘th? spirit of man
that isin him.” Peter calls the hidden

man of the heart and speaks of its.
defines’

“meekness.”” Mr. - Webster
meekness thus: “‘Mildness of temper;
not. easily provoked or irvitated; . pa-

tient under injuries; not vain. or haugh-.

ty or resentful; forbearing: submissive.”

Can such things as these be predicated
of the wild wind? Meekihess implies
consciousness; discernment; perception;
KNOWLIDGE— just what Paul ‘ascribes to
“the gpirit that is in man”. Now as we
have with the word of God, stopped up
the crack against the wiNp of our oppo-
nent, concerning “the spirit that is in
man,”  we wish to . accumulate the
the scripture thus far adduced in one
pile and leave it as a high stone. of
stumbling in the path of our opponent,
that he may break the neck of his theo-

Ty if he attempts'to force it over this

pile of trath, while.we are going on
with our proposition to ultimate victory
for the truth.. Paul said,‘**what man
knoweth the things of 'a man save: the
pirit of man which is in him?” (1'Cor-

G. E. Marsh Memorial Library, Church of God
General Conference: McDonough, GA; https://coggc.org/



MeGary-Gibbs Diseussion.

2:11.) Daniel said: “I was grieved in
my spiritin the midst of my body.”

~Dan, 7: 15). And Peter gaid: “Whose
adorning, let it not be that outward
adorning of plaiting the hair. and of
putting on of apparel; but let it be the
hidden man of the heart, in that which
8 not corruptivle.” (1 Pet. & 3-4.).
Now in each of these scriptures is'to be
found a clear contrast drawn between
the body of man and the spirt, And

to the spirit referred to, or the “inward?”

or ‘‘hidden man of the heart” is as-
cribed, KNOWLEDGE, GRIEF AND MEBKNESS.
The man who ‘will attempt to argue to
reasonable creatures that these several
-attributes, or any one of them. may be
ascribed to mere breath or atmosphere,
will succeed:in nothing more than con-
vieting hxmself of “imbeeility! - Right
here my opponent must either halt and
stack arws, or niake a square issue with
the word of God. But-we will. proceed.
The word “incorruptible” which Peter
uses in reference to this “hidden .man
of the: beart,” or “meek and quiet
“Spirit,” mearns eternal. Hénce this
hidden man of the heart? is an eterhal
entity. It -‘survives the death of the
body*” or the “‘outer man as my prop-
osition affirms. When Paul speaks of
‘thesame entity, he conveys the same
idea, by comparing it with the Spirit
of God. Listen at him: ‘“What man:
knoweth the things of. a mansave the
spirit Of man whieh is in him, even 8o
the things of God knoweth-no man, but
the Spirit of God.”” *(1Cor 2.11). We
learn in the  first . book of the Bible,
that God made man in his own likeness.
Our opponent-will not say that the out-
er or corruptible body of man is a like:
ness of God. Paul settles this point for
us by speaking of the folly of some who
had ‘changed the glory of the uncor-
ruptible Godintoan image made like to
corruptible man.” The “outerinan®
was the negative after which they
modeled their image of God, because
the inner man  is so "hldden”—as Pe-

6

ter says— from human eyes that they
know as little about his form as they do
ahout the form of that God- who is
Spirit.

That the body; or outer man dies, we
all know too well. " But in the light. of
the scriptures already adduced, we find
there is a spirit in the body, which Pe-
ter teaches ie incorruptible, or eternal,
and which Paul compares with the spir-
it-of God. 'This ought to quiet all gain-
sayers: but we will investigate a little
further ‘for the benefit of such as may
be marching in materialistic ranks like
dumb driven cattle.”

Our next proof will be found in Luke
20: 38 and Matthew 22: 82.. “Now that
the . dead ' are raised, even Moses
showed at the bush, when he call-
eth the Lord the God of Abraham, and
the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob.
For he is not the God of the dead. but,
of the living, for all live unto him.”
Now let us anslyze the language of him
who #poke as never man spoke; God is
not the God of thedead but of the liv-
ing, yet he is the God of - Abraham,
Isaac, and Jacob: The bodies -of these

-

three patriarchs had returned to dust .

more than a thousand years before Jesus
nsed this language. Yet God was their
God, but was not the God of the dead
How can'any man account for this state-
mént of the Lord from my opponent’

gross materialistic standpoint? He just
can’taccount for it at all; but must close
his eyes and stop bis ears and run rough
shod over this saying of Jesus, if he
holds to such a position. Bat with tLe
Light furnished by Paul and Peter, we

can clearly comprehend what our Lord .

here says. The outward man of Abra-
ham; Isaac, and Jocob perished, but
“‘the spirit which was in them” -=*‘the
inner man,” “the hidden man of the
heart,” their “meek and quiet spirit,”

which is “incorrnptible,”” survived
the'death “of their body,” or *‘out-
ward man” just as my proposition

affirms. '

G. E. Marsh Memoirial Library;€hurch of God
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Jesus said to_ his disciples after hisly time it he dares to attempt to sub-
resurrection, “Behold my hands and my | stantiate the silly exegesis I once read

feet, that it i8 myself:
see ; for a spirit hath not flesh and
bones, as ye see me have.” (Luke 24:
36). 1f they or their T.ord had.consider-
ed the spirit mere breath, would Je-
sus have said this? Would it have been
necessary for him to have told them
that a breath hath not flesh and bones?

But now, in conclusion of the article; "

and in substantiation of the last count
of my proposition, I refer to the Lord’s
Jesson on the cases of Lazarus and the
rich wman, found in Luke 16: 19-31. The
Lord gives us a  brief view of the
lives of these two-men on this earth, in
their dual condition, that is' while their
spirits were in their bodies. Then he
carries the lesson into the Hadean state.
Here we find one of them comforted,
and the other tormented. What are
we to understand by the wora ‘‘com-
forted?’”” By examining Webster, we
will find that to becomforted is to be
strengthened, encouraged, relieved,
hopeful. Can one be strengthened, en-
couraged, relieved, and hopeful if he is
uncenscious? No. Then Lazarus’ spirit
was after death, and before the resur-
rection, conscious. ‘I'bis proves that
part of my proposition which states that
the spirit of 'man is conscious between
death and the resurrection. But the
rich man was ‘‘tormented.” What are
we to understand from this? Mr.
Webster informs us that the word -‘tor-
mented’’ meansto be in extreme pain
or anguish, sutlering excruciating mis;
ery, etc. Can any entity that is uncon-
scious, suffer extreme anguish and ex-
cruciating misery? Every rational be-
ing will answer, No! Then the rich
man was not unconscious, but conscious
after the death of his body and before
the resurrection. ‘Therefore every
count and feature of my proposition
stands proved by the word of God, and
I wait right here for the windy afttack
of my opponent, promising him a live-

bandle me and ;from hig pen on the case of Lazarus and

the rich man.

Wm. L. Gibbs’ First Reply.

. It has been kindly requested by a re-
sponsible one of the F. F. Pub. Co., at
Austin of us here, at Abilene, Tex., that
this joint examination of eight proposi-
tions, four affirmed by each disputant,
be conducted on the merits of the prop-
ositions under consideration, and with-
out perscnality. We rejoined, and ac-
cording to rules of discussion, ete., also.
But almost the first thing that gréets
our eye is the violition. ."I'he contract i§
the limit of one page of WORD AND
WoRk to.each article of eitlier disputant
on any proposition. For we desire
more, aud that the book be published in
tract form now, and finally in book form
in all the languages of earth and. rent
to the whole world. For we regard this
discussion the most momentous and op-
portune one since the death of the. last
apostle. And 'that too-right in the
midst of heaven’s harvest. It will.also
be the most decisive one perhaps in the
greatest contest since said time, unless
the opposition surrender and come to
Christ, the head of the apostolic body.

Why should it not be all that we desire
as the opposition is a part of and.back-
ed up by some of the most skillful, ag-
gressive disputants of earth, and the
wing .of their opposing house, with
such ‘champion polemics as A. Camp-
bell, A. Willford Hall, Lawrence W.
Scott, (the last of whom bas met us in
discussion,) et. al,, the best qualitied el-
ement, and most persistent defenders
on earth of their claims, as their alds?

Not only this, but the most vifal is-
sues of heaven are involved. 'The eter-

‘nal issues of God are attacked by the

best equipped element on thatside, and
by stich polemics and lojicians as our
opponent,.A. McGary. ‘The element of

G. E. Marsh Memoirial Library, Church of God
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great pretension and defiant boast, that
has not only challenged all their oppo-
nents, high and low, on difterences, but
they stand up in the name of Jesus
Christ to agsault the most vital princi-
ples and saving properties of the gospel
of Jesus Christ. For claimsand rapidity
in their work and progress no opponent
of Jesus Christ has ever excelled them.
S0 we have accepted their challenge
and enter at once the discussion for the
defense of God’s word, and for the good
of alltruth searchers every where. The
ugly feature of our opponent’s factious
part of the great house, that has de-
clared non-fellowship with us dand our
colaborers inthe one faith, as we under-
stand it, ig; it, like he now does, appre-
hended. or anticipated us for years and
moved against us, charging upon us
. doctrines we'have persistently disavow-
ed, and which-they have done against
every established claim and rule of
right. We plead in behalf of Christ’s
cause as a brothér in the rights of God's
house to be heard. But without the
grant of this liberty we were charged
by unscriptural proceedings with here-
8y, and denied the right. of speech or
brotherhood, contrary to the word.
Why, then, does our opponent now re-
gard us.as a brother? Upon what basic
truth or principle, after such denials
by him and others, does he call us broth-
er? Has he not gone out? We ask for
information. ‘Fhis accounts for what
hecalls **nihbling,” *'nagging,” ete.
We have taken the liberty, dear sir,'
to explain what your liberry demands.
Now we come to your arguments
against your man of straw, not us.
‘us not go away from the Dbusiness in
which we are bound. ‘T'he tirst thing
we have to note is, we: know nothing
about your entity. either in life or .in
death, in eitber consciousnéss or uncon-
sciousness. It is neither in nor from
the Bible. It was hatched in the hot bed
or hell of heathen fables. Is yours con-
scious when friend McGary is resting

Let -

in unconsciousness in snund sleep? Or
does it sleep when yousleep, and awake
wheo you awake? Was it in its prison
house asleep the first nap the infant
McGary took? Did the little god peep
through McGary’seyes and know the
things of McGary, even the birth, pa-
rentage. and organism of his prigon
house? Did he know any thing of his
prison man, A. McGary? Whence came.
he? How did he get into that prison
house? Was he of huoman parentage
under the law of reproduction after
bis kind; or was this prisoner a seed out
of heaven, and therefore of divine, im-
perishablé nature? Define and answer.
Was he always conscious? If not how
did he become conscious? We would
bave been glad had you defined your
own proposition and explained yourown
claime, and let us define and speak
for ourself, Not doingso you give us
but iittle to answer. Come to the is-
sue. Take care of yourself and call
on that other man in prison to help you.
You speak of the duality in man, and
wake thereby two natures, two seed.
and two.men in one, as you have in the
pz{st, in barmony with *‘'the great city,”
the Spiritualistic world, that teaches.
that doctrine in all its branches of Spir-
itualism (or Paganismn), Papalism, and
Protestantism. You. like they, define
“*the spirit of man which is ih him” as
the inner man, which the serpent ad-
dressed; saying, **Ye shall not surely
die,” (Gen. 3: 4,) and as the eter-
nal man,.that survives the death of toe
body, the other mman, **and is conscious
between death and the resurrection.”
Leatbh of what? Resurrection of what?
The Devil’s man, or the one God creat-
ed of earth? Will you please answer?
You say this entity man is.the one to
which Paul ascribes knowledge. Well.,
can its organs of. conscionsness, percep-
tion, renson, memory. etc., exercise, or
be exercised in a house of dead organs?
Can they? Did this entity use these or-
gans that die before it. breathed the
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breath of Jife? 1If so where didits life
come from? Please define and answer
our questions. Come right up to the
merits of the proposition, and its terms,
and your claims. Which man inber-
its or possesses the other? The in-
ward man or the outward .one? Which
one sinned? Does not wan possess ‘a
spirit, a soul, and a body? How many of
these parts are preseri/ed in life unro
the coming of the Lord Jesus Christ? 1
T'hess. 5:. 23. Which one of these men
of yours possesses these parts? Answer.
Does he die? If he haveé sinned he must
die. *‘For rhe wages of sin i8 death.”
Rom. 6:23. Do the life giving pow-
ers and properties of man invade the
"precinets of the gpirit of man and'invig-
orate it? Are we treating of brenth
now, or something man possesses, that
in life cansee, hear, think,and spesak?,
Did your entity have its origin in heav-
en, or in earth, in aliving house, or
in a dead one, or none at all? Is it just
lik - God in its earthly house, nature,
senses, life, and organism,; or out of
these? Mark this and answer. Yes, the
issue is very broad, not because of .our
‘wind, but because of your spook.

Let us go to Rnach in the Hebrew
text. Itis rendered’mind and spirit asy
well as breath.. “Then shall his mind
(Ruach) change. * imputing this po wer
unto his god.”” Hab:i 1: 11. “The things
that come into your mind.’ Ruach'
Kzek. 11: 5. “*His mind (Ruach) harden-
ed in his pride, he was deposed from
his kingly throne.” Dan. & 20. A foot
uttereth all his mind.”” (Ruach).
Prov. 29: 11. Here we locate your
spirit, or entity(?) of knowledge. Bul:
it is the mind of the outward man.

Did the spirit in the midst of Daniel’s
body have another body? About the
‘middle of the body literally? Where do
you locate the spirit, in the intellectual
faculties and powers <of the brain, or

about the middle of the literal bowels?;
What became of your eternal, imper-l

perishable,' inner man when the old, un-

MeGary~Gibbs Diseussion.

righteous Adam died? Was such a
thing tuught as the inner mun till after
Jesus rose frow the dead, and was in-
ducted into the new house; *which is
Christ in you the. hope of -glory," the
incorruptible, imperishable man, word,
or bope n man that*purifieth him, even
as he is pure?” Col. 1:.27; 1 John 3: 3.
W hich wan lives like rhe ox,byinhaling
and exhaling oxygen and nitrogen, and
by consuming earthly food, and .that
thinks, speaks, moves, and ander the
penalty of death goes to the same place
with the ox at death? :MKce. 3 17-20.

‘How would your prisoner have escaped

had pot®the prison walls been found
guilry .of sin? o _ _
You make the spirit, or lieart of ‘man’
and “the hidden man,”  Christ, of the
gpirit or beart, one and the same thing,
and place Christ in the sinner. by your
unlawful reasoning: A windy triek in-
deed! 'Then it is the incorruptible word
in the Christian. not in the sinner, that
is the inward, hidden wan, seed, or
adorning. The hope that purities. 1 Pet.
1:'23; Jno. 3: 3. Your inner: man is

‘Rome’s prince, word, law, and. bope.

in Adam born of flesh. This inner man,
Chvrist in the word . form and pribciple
In the spirit.or beart, gives man knowl-
edge and promise, to which the 'possé's‘s-»
or is entitled. Has the sinner this in-
corruptible, imperishable man in him
that entitles him to oneness with
Christ? Has he the meek and quiet spirit
of Christ? Eph. 2 2; 1 Pet: 2:2,10, 11.
Are the dead like angels and raised out
of death, yet not dead,” but livingin
a glorious house above? Luke 20: 35-38.
Matt. 22: 32. Who arethe dead living
and comprehended in this text, “Lord
of the dead and living?”” Rom.. 14: 9.
Then do the righteous dead not live
unto-God in Christ, who is their -life?
John 14: 6; But'this life is vet in Christ,
not in them literally, and thus €ven the
dead liveunto him. . Then in view of
the resurrection *‘all'live unto him.”
However, **I'liey who shall be acecount-
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ed worthy to obfain that world, and the
resurrection from the dead, (the door
into it,) appear with Christ in that glo-
Ty, "equal unto the angels.” Tuke 20:
33- 33, Col: 3: 1-4. These resurrected ones
then like the angels, neither narry, nor
die any more. Was your breathless:
langless, dlspassionate ghost ever mar-
ried, dead, or : resarrected, fthat he
should cease from these lhmgs‘) They
shall receive this futurelife as a reward
at the *'revelation of the righteousjudg-
ment of God.” Rom. 2: 5-7 Thatis
What you and others in discussion tell
Baptists who preach your fable: What,
is the matter now thatyou claim Adam
(ull men) hag'it otit of. Christ in himself?
Is it because you are not before the Bap-
“tist?. You say the living-dead ~ are
strengthened, encouraged ‘hopeful, ete:
Do the inward Abraham, Isauc, and Ja-
cob, as well as the outer ones . that
died in Adam, and who bave lost their
.God by death live to him in a con-
scious state of their own unimparted
life vitality? What dothey hope for?
Did Curist request the disciples to
handle the **['’ and the “*me” that were
dead, after the I rose? Did.they then
handle that that was not dead in the
tomd? Tuke 24: 39.. i
Now our opponent keeps himself
away from death in .Adam. its cause a]-
80, and slips. another man inco Adam,
that sin and death can not kill, but were |
made the everlasting gates set up by
the prison hoase for the priscner to “‘en-
ter through into the holy cuy.” Rev.|
22: 14. Where neither the outer dog:
nor the sores he licked can follow. He’
fails to even try to harmonize plain‘
scriptures that teach the.man in the ﬂesh'
or house died. | Pet. 3: 18. The Christ
was “'put to death in the flesh.” - But
he uses them in a doubtful;isolated way
from the context and with doleful lam-
entation cries against the finger that
- points tothe unlawful act. “gross mate-

_rialism, its spezculatuons ” ete, ete. Yet

Tepresented like

lexuited Jews

| Micah 1: 4.

or to héaven to-dar,

10

Lmmaterialists accuse Materialists (as
they call thermn) of opening the doors for
them into heaven and-glory. Whose
benefactors then are they? Own up! You
havethe wedge. 'I'hen he comes with
a twist on a parable. T'he Lord told us
about this and points him out. *In that
dav one shall take up a parable against
you and lament with a doleful lamen-
tation,” Micah 2: 4.

'ne rich man and Lazarus figure has
burntso maoy they have droppod it,
and cry for the bealing bulw of Christ.

1t this Hades bad been a literal one,
would there not have been as much of
the literal maiy J.azarus in it as there
was of the rich one, ag Christ’s soul was
in Hades; wuile he was dead? Acts 2
24-31. This parable you have wrested
is the only proo! text you have offered
for proof ¢t consciousness in death.
Christ’s soul was held in death while he
was there, V. 24, A very hot place
for the soul,Christ, without water, if it
were a literal-one with irs titeral flames,
was it not? He must bhave called for

‘water to cool the tongue and stonrach of

his soul, as'like causes produce like ei-
fects. I'he Jews whowm this rich man
exalted Capernauwm
unio heaven, were ‘‘brought agown to
hell.” See Luke 19: 4l-44. Matr, 11
23. Christ was-to bury or baptize the
i tire. Matt, 3: 11, 12,
“*And the mouantalns shall be molien un-

i der bim, and the valleys shall be cletr,
‘as waX before the fire, and the wuaters

that aure poured down a steep place.”
If rhese were two literal
men with their two real, literal lives
portrayed,, .then beggary, laziness, ig-
norance, poverty, belplessness, lickings
of uogs 0d a fulness of sores, are-
a broid high way to Abrabam’s bosom
(whic¢h?) without
the neéd of honest industry, love, and
the spirit and zeal of Christ' and the
apostles, even without faith and right-

eousness, or ‘'GoonT HINGS,”' bhut with
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“RVIL THINGS.”  Read again.

for the rich are:the sure way to hell for

both the righteous and the unrighteous. ;
However the |

That is, your Papal hell.
crumbs of this table would help help-
less. shiftless beggars on to heaven, that
is, the inner ones the dogs cannot’ lick.
Mr. M¢Gary’s undefiled, imperishable
ones, faith or no faith, that have no
sores,hunger for erumbs, dogs, and such
like. They have rongues and stomachs,
but rhey will need no cooling water in
Abraham’s bosom for these if they will
study heaven fancies and hell flames.

‘I'he dogs do such a grand work together:

with the crumbs they ought to go to
heaven too. Rich folks will have better
eyes in hell, and they can look through
the coffins and clods into dead Abra-
ham’s bosom (gone to dust) away over
vonder, from where the Jews stand afar
off fromGod to-day. But how about the
believers, whose sores have been wash-
ed away in the blood of Christ, and are
therefore not buried in hell, but are the
seed of Abraham in Christ “and heirs
according to the promise?” Gal. 3: 29,
Those who die to the world of sin like

And pur- |
ple, fine linen, and a daily, rich repast;

MeGary-Gibbs Disecussion.

them and those who have left their sing
(sores) and changed sides with them.

“For the days (not days of their good
things) shall come upon thee, that thine
enemies shall cast a trench about thee,
and compass thee around, and keep thee
on every side.” Luke 16:. 43. A fear-
ful hell for the cut off, natural brinches.
Was not Liazarus, the present, believing
Geniiles once in the saime evil-things in
his day of darkness thatthe Jews now
are? So your proofis yet absent.

A. McGary’s Sec’d Argument.

My friencd Gibbs upbraids me for call-
ing him "*Brother Gibbs.”" Well, as-he
doesnot wish me to do so,-and has gal-
lopped. his wild materialistic filly into
the camp of -inridelity. [ promise not to
so offend him again. * In fact { hardly
know what ro call’ him or what to say
tohim,  He has come back at me with
such a déluge of words  and such a
dearth of .ideas [ am forced to conclude
that my argunment threw his balance
wheel out of whack and started his Hur-
ter-mill” on such a reckless Tunaway
that he could not stop it t1ll it exceeded

Lazarus, instead dying to righteousness’lthe "lepgth of my article one whole
and being buried by and in the dead!colnmn. And the helter-skelter, tackle-

world, like the once rich man or Jews,}sbackle bang noise made by him is-as
are not buried in the parabolic hell. Je-!unintelligible to me as the buzzing of a

sus is Abraham’s bosom friend and in ; bumble bee in a bottle; or the humming
whom is the promise and the lite. Gal.|ofa swarm of June bugs over my head.

8: 16-19, Thosein Christ are cleansedl am not able to do more with it-than

in the faith-bosom of Abrabam, but not|to grasp, here and ‘there that which

buried. ‘The world isthe gult or trench ! sounds to me like the echoes of jnfi-’
digger, the god of the deceived, and,delity, in question form. Hunting for
God’s agency of wrath with flames ofja clear idea pervading his so-called

fire. Deny itif you will. A nation ini“reply.“ is like a hunting cambric nee--
sin, dead in polity, is the man dead dle in a hay stack that his been scat-

and buried in the flames. This hell of tered over a league of land by a cy-

fire  i& round about the Jews till clone.. . .

1his day, which nation once faired Ience. it would be as impossible f(.)r
sumptuously at God’s table of wisdom, I me to n'mke a general reply to his Artl-

oracles, prophecy, and promises, Actsi(."vle as it would to reply toa scrap-book

3 25 Row. 3: 2. Behold the change of [led with the sporadic hierogliphics
sides! The gulf of opposition, igno-i How does hre attempt to m'ge;my quo-
ance, and unbelief. is great be_tween ‘tation from Panl, in wh_iéh’tl]a’t apos-
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tle spoke of the spirit which is in man) 01 aceept the Lord’s lesgson on Lazarus
and knows the things of man? (See 1;and the rich man,and with it the horri-

Cor. 2: 11).

By asking a question about | ble idea that the soul of Christ, between

some*little god peeping into the eyes; the death and resurrection of ‘his body

of McGary and knoswing the things of suffered the torments of the rich

W{Ichry " How does he seek to.dispose
of-my quotutioh from the prophet Dan-
iel, whrein he said: **[ Daniel was
grieved in wmy spirit in' the midst of my
body?’ He tries to dispose of it by
poking a lot of fun at it, consisting of
vulgar irtevernce-about “‘the middle of
the literal howels.”” If he had taken
pains (0 examine his dictionary on the
full meaning of the word ‘- midst,”
perhaps he could have exposed hisin-
fidelity without making an exposure of
his-ignorance of the” meaning of com-
mon words. )

Now if he does not believe what Paul
‘and Daniel3aid, why did he not ¢ome
outopenly. like an Lonest infidel, and
say soinstead of trying to get behind
meito mock and scoff at.what they sald
over my shoulder?

I am responsible for my behct in the
statements of Daniel and Paul. butTawm
not responsible for what they said. I
stand ready to aflirm that they spoke
by inspiration and.told the truth. And
it seewms that this is a point we should
discuss, judging from my friend’s man-
ner of dealing with their statements.

See what a baseless fabric of nonsense
he has squeezed out of his infidelic be-
fuddlement ‘apon the Lord’s lesson on
Tiazarus and the rich man!” How. does
he get the idea out of the scripture, -or
my ‘remarks upon it, that. laziness,
ignorance and poverty are expecfed to
be taken as a passport to Abraham's
bosom, or .salvation? And how didhe
learn that Lazarus was ‘‘ignorant and
lazy?? Does he consider all poor men
“lazy and ignorant?"’. He seems to offer
us our: choice between two alternatives.
T'hese two alternatives are, either to re-
gard the intermediate state between
death and the resurrection; as a myth.

{

. to which Jesus referred

all the spirit Mr:

man
during this time. Well, we will not ac-
cept either of. these infidelic alterna-
tives. But we will accept the Lord’s
lesson on Liazarus and the richman, and
at, the same  tine believe with .all
our hearts that the soul of Jesus, be-
tween the dealit and resurrection of his
body, was in “‘paradise.” We do¢ not
believe that paradise is a place of tor-
ment, but on the contrary believe it is
that department of the intermediate
state where there is comfort. .instead
of that-department where the rich man
was-tormented. Mr. Gibbs idea is that.
when a man.dies there is no more of
him than there is of a hog when it dies.’
There lies the dead body.of the man,
and there lies the déad body of the hog.
and that is all there is of either the man
or the hog, Borh of these bodies once
had breath in them and that breath is
Glbbs is willing to
admit the man had. When the body of
the man is buried all there ever was - or
is of'that man isin the grave. This is
what he thinks was the case with Je-

sus between his death and resarrection.

But I ask him if- the body of Jesus was
in p-ll‘ddlbe between its death and res-
urrection? [s the grave the ‘‘paradise’
when he said
to the penitent - thief: *“I'o-day thon
shalt be with me in paradise?”’ Now s
cording to this statement of the Lurd
lie went that dﬂ/y to  ‘‘paradise.” [is
body did not gé to paradise unless the
grave is *‘paradise,” But the grave is
not “paradise.” and the body of:Jesus
did not gointo-the grave, and yel Je-
sug- went to “paradise.” 'I'herefore the
body of Jesus was not that part of Jesus
whmh w ent to “‘paradise.” Now.we are
rendy to read Acts 2: 27-32, remember-
ing that:the body of Jesus was in.the

o
ac

and ‘accept his breath:spiritidea of man,l.grave while his. soul was’in “paradise.”
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Peter quoted from Psalms, sixteenth
chapter, and remarks upon the tenth
verse of that chapteras follows: “He
seeing this before, spoke of the resur-
rection of Christ, that his soul was not
left in hell (hades,) neither his flesh did
see corruption.” Here we liave a mark-
ed distinction, drawu by the apostle,
between the “flesh’ and the ‘soul”
of Jesus. My friena may poke some of
his irreverent fun at it, - but there it
stands in the power of God’s word star-
ing him in the face. Since we see that
Jesus went to paradise” and his body
went into the grave, and God did not
sufler his “*sonl to remain in hades” nor
his “‘flesh to see corruption,” all of us
who do not have the hog idea of Jesus,
and all the human family. can see that
“paraaise’ into which Jesus went was
the hades from which bis **soul” came
and was reunited with his body du-
ring his resurrection state. Thig Para-
dise into which -Jesus went between

the time of his death and resurrection

is also called hades, Abraham’s bosom
and ‘third heaven.”

Paul tells us of a man who was
caught up into the third heaven,
which be also calls “*paradise.”” He tells
us that man heard unspeakable words.
He said he did not know whether he
was caught upg'in, or out of the body.”
(See 2 Cor. 12:2-4) Now, if Paul had
been as wise as our friend Gibbs claims
to be, he would have known that there
canbeno such thing as a man being ont
of the body any more thana hog being
out of its body, But Paul bas before
spoken of the “inward and outward”
man, and about ‘“‘the spirit which is in
him.” and knows the things of man.
(Seel Cor 2:11 and 2 Cor. 4:16.) The
only thing Mr. Gibbs knows of in man
that can be canght up ‘‘out of the body"’
is his “*breath,”” and it could not hear
words speakable or unspeakable. And
it cannot “know?’ any more of ‘the
things of the man‘ than the breath of
a hog can know the things of a hog.

MeGary-Gibbs Diseussion.

Since my friend has depended upon
his exegewhilikens of the lesson on
Lazarus and the rich man, to defeat
that part of my proposition 'which says
the spirit of man is conscious ' between
death and the resurrection, I want him
to complete the job. I want him to tell
us who these *‘five brethern’ of the rich
man represent. - They must have been
Jews, too. )

He will please explain.to us why these
natural-branch Jews represented (?) by
the rich man, wanted Lazarus, who vep-
resented (?) the believing (Gentiles, to
testify to these “five brethren?” - How
was it, when wasit,’and where was it?
I wonder what he does with the dogs
that licked the sores of Lazarus. I will
help him ont with the ‘dogsi" - Inas-
much a#s the Gentiles were at that time
called ‘‘dogs,” he can make these dogs
that licked_fbe sores of Lazarus repre-
sent his Gentile followers, who will
lick or soothe the sores he gets in. this
discussion—of coursehe considers him-
gelf the Lazarus kind, exceptiug the *‘ig-

porant and lazy teatures he has found’

in Lazarus! He says the case of Laza-
ras und the rich man is the only proof
I have subinitted to establish the - con-
sciousness of the 'spirit of man between
death and the resurrection. Suppose it
is, that is all sufficient for those who be-
lieve the word ot God. I wonder if he
thinks any intelligent believer ot the
word of God will pay any attention to
his wild infidelic eflort to parry the
force of that scripture! 1 would not at-
tempt to reason with anyone who could
for one moment, tolerate that bold,

blundering effort to obscure the light

of thatscripture. Butl will give him
another case over which he may exer-
cise his materialistic awkwardness,
heis in the same irreverent state of

heart he was in when he turned his-

blasphemy loose on'the case of Lazarus,
and the rich man, as well as the state-
ments of Daniel and Paul:
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MeGary~-Gibbs
from the dead. (See [ Sam. 28: 7-16.)
Here we find the spirit of Samuel call.
ed up, and he talks to them. Was he
unconscious? He asks: **Why hast
thou disquieted me to bring me up?"
What farfetcbed nonsense will my
friend concoct to escape the force of
thislesson, against his theory that there
is no spirit in man'suve the breath that
be inhales?
_theforce of this lesson against the idea
‘that there is no conscious existence af-
ter death?
I cheerfully grant what he says aboat

the different renderings of the Hebrew'

word - ruach. But in what. way does
this bear adversely upon my proposition
or help his materialistic notion? My
proposition is already abundantly prov-
ed by the word of God.
How didhe attempt to meet the point
- made on 1 Pet. 3: 4. that the expression,
“not corruptible’ in that pussage;, was
translated from an original word which
means eternal? He did not attempt to
meet it at all, because he knows he can-
not successtully grapple with it.
This one expression of itself, simply
paralizes bis breath spirit nonseuse,
and esrablishes every count in my pro-
position, from flrst to last when 1fight-
1y considered, -
Because the Roman Catholic church

teaches the trath, that there is a spirit-

in man that survives the death of the
body, Mr, Gibbs calls us worshipers of
thelittle Romish god, because we believe
the same truth. Well, if this is Romish,
then I prefer this Romishness to Gibb’s
hogishness.

I wonder what Mr. Gibbs’s idea of de-
moniacal, or unclean spirit.is? What
about the ‘‘unclean spirit.’’ in the man
mentioned in Mark 5:. 5-13? Will he
say they merely had a foul or unclean
breath? ) i

And since he makes out the spirit in
man to be nothing but his breath; why
did the eending of this man’s breath in-
to the ‘‘herd of swine” create such a
consternation among these hogs.as to

And how can he escape:

1%

[cause them to run into the sea and
i drown? According to Mr. Gibbs these
) hogs had been inhaling and exhaling
the same Kind of breath-spirit that-men
do, all their lives, 1 don’t think a-
mere breath would. have created such a
panic among a herd of hogs, as this
*‘unclean spirit” did. even if it had
come from ‘‘the middle of the literal
bowels."?

“Bur I must leave his materialistic rot
to comfort such as can. derive comfort
from being placed upon a level with
something better for those who have
higher conceptions of man and can be-
lieve the word of God.

Paul teaches us that there ig a spirit
inanan which knows the things of man,
and that the spirit.of ‘God knows the
things of God. Paul also calls this spirit
in man ‘‘the inward man,” and teaches
that while the “outward man’ or body
is perishing, the inward wman, orspirit
in the Chrisrian man; is being renewed
day by day. (See 2 Cor. 4:16.) All of this
Peter calls *‘the hidden man of the
heart,”” and says it ie eternal. We are
raught that God made “nan in his own
likeness. 1t must be the inward man
that is like God, a8 . we are taught that
God is Spirit, and Paul teaches that
there is a epirit in man. Baut according
to materialism spirit i breath, there-
fore the materialistic god is mere breuath
—this is worse than the Romish god.

Paul says: “'I'he Spirit itself beareth
witness with our spirit, that we are
the children of God,” Will our friend
explain to us how this is? Is it the con-
‘sonance of two currents of wind?

When Stephen was being stoned to
death he exclaimed. **Lord Jesus, re-
ceive my spirit.” Now; wmy friend
what part of Stephen did he call upon
the Lord to receive? Not his body,
What then? His breath? ’

What did Paul mean, by the expres-
sion, ‘‘outward man?”’ WkLat did he
meat, by the expression. ‘‘the inward
man?’’ Whatdid Peter mean by speak-
ing of the hidden man of the heart?

Discussion.
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How, according to-your theory, conld
‘the inward man’ be gaining strength
day by day; while the outward man
was perishing away? (See 2 Cor. 4:16). . .

Is God mortal or immortal? Lf God
who is spirit isimmortal, and man who
is made in the likeness of God is wholly
mortal, where is the likeness between
God and man?

Now, if vou can possibly express
yourself in clear. terms please do so
in your next, as I would like to have a
fair chance to grasp your idea. if you
keep any thing of -the kind on hand.

My argument in my ‘first article was
no more affected - by .your; so called
“reply,” than it would have been-if you
had repeated, “Hickery-dickery-dock,
the mouse ran up the ciock.”

lin 1 Pet. 3: 4:he rcfuses to recognize
the existence of the ‘*‘hidden man of
the heatt,” but sees only the ornament-
ation. I call special attention to that
which is .said to be thus ornamented.
He accuses me of putting Christ.in the
heart of the sinner by my use of this
passage from.Peter. -Ido no such thing,
but call .attention to .the: existence ot

that which is to be ornamented, or.if. it.

is not,-it is.to sulfer.the eternal conse-
quences. - Right at this..point I call at-
tention to Matt. 10:28: ‘*Fear not them
which kill the body, but arenot able to
kill the soul: but rather fear IHim which
is able to destroy both soul and body
in hell.” Does not this clearly imply
that the body may be killed and the soul
survives the death of the body? And

is this not in harmony with every other

passage of scriptare 1 have quoted
about the “spirit-in man,” the “inward
man,” the **hidden man of the heart?”
Isitnot also in harimony with the lesson
presented on the death and resurrection
of Christ? When Christ’s body was kill-
ed on the cross, they did not because
they could not kill his soul. He asks
me if this idea of the lmmonalxty of the
soul or spirit was ever taught before
Christ came? I answer, yes, buf.not 8o

“"Pim. 1:10.

MeGary-Gibbs Discussion.

clearly as. is it was afterwards tanght.
The case of the appearince of Samuel
after death exemplified it. ‘And it is
tanght in Job 32: 8. ‘“There is a spirit
in man and the inspiratien of the Al-
mighty giveth them understanding.”.

Paul says there is a spmt in man and
that it knows the things of man.
But my oppouent says this 1s mere

breath. Can breath gain understanding,
and know things? '

Paul says, Christ “brought immmor-
tality to light through the gospel.” 2
This sounds quite different
from my friend’s idea. Something that
exists may be brought to light, but it
must first exist before it can be brouOht .
to light!

He asks meif the spirit: that was in'the
“midst’” of Daniel’s .body had another
body? I answer no, it needed. none
other as long as that one it was in the
“midst of*’ was living, Bunt when that
body it was in the “‘midst of*? 1aid down
in death. it was without a body and
hasremained without one ever since,
and will so remain until that time
when God shall give it an:incorrup-
tible one. (See 1 Cor 16: 36-38).

But why Wwaste furthertime with his’
impertinent questions? Let him believe
the word of God I have adduced; and
his questions will be answered, and his '
materialistic donbts ~will vanish like
mist before the rising sun; and he will
then have occasion to rejoice with joy
unspeakable, at having come to an un-
derstanding of the uplifting-idea, that
man is superior to a hog.

Wm. L. Gibbs’ Second Reply.

Our opponent’s verit.;zble faithin hen-
thenism Romanized has turned out- in
its vocabulary wild wind; a filly, an in-
fidel camp, a balance wheel, a . flutter
mill;: “helter-skelter-tackle-stiackle-
bang, buzzing bees,swarns of June bugs, *
n cambiie needle, & hay-stack, a hog, *
hickery-dickery-dock, the monse ran up .,

G. E. Marsh Memorial Library, Church of God
General Conference: McDonough, GA; https://coggc.org/




MeGary~GibbsDiscussion,

clock, lunacy, an entity, etec. But |
there 18 no chance for this god breathed ;
into the middle of his temple of Baby-
"lonial hallucination toescape, till he ob- i
tainthe key, death. Our opponent does ]
believe anything dead will be raised
and delivered. Itseems lightning arid a
cyclone hliad lefv his entity besmattered
and wasping in the midst of its immor-
tal debris of June bugs, hogs, etc. Such
debris is his. winning definitions and
logic, or illogic. We tried to get him to
do better, and call for more aiticles.
This is inexcusable in him and a viola-
tion of the rules .of honorable discus-
sion. Fitting pith, and forcible; lively
“points energize and toné up, ‘but. hob-
goblin, out-of-joint, personal reflections,
belittlement weaken and injure the
champion’s ciuse ‘that resorts to these.
His entity seems turned _&iriﬁun'd, over,
and scattered. Please improve. Frankly-
and fully define your entity, the contro-
verted terms, answer onr questions, and
apply your texts and logic, 80 as to do
justice to the literal context. Your di-
versions, and pervérsions of God’s word
inyyour effort to apprehend andforestall
us are not proofs. If you ecannof go into
werits of the issue call on some one
who can. Our rejoinder was butchered
in . your -offie. We are not desirous to
grumble, neither does our opohent need
the assistance’ we kindly give, but we
desife hin) to come to tlie-issue.
. You would not answér our vital
questions as-to the origin and natare of
man. But heretofore you taught he
was immortal, co-existent, and co-eter-
nal with God. Not always however, as
- a separate entity, but assuch from the
time God breatlied him into his prison
house. - And now you endeavor toshow
him to be eternal, immortal. imperish-
able, in God’s image. Which, if true, he
wag not created, but derived. an emana-
tion from God’s .own being, life, and
nature. This sets aside the possibility of
his being temptéd, his ‘sinning, dying:
and his resurrection .out.of death . and:

1€
the dust, Dan.12: 2. Wher ce then his
knowledge that he is in prison and that
the doors through which he escapes are
sin and death?

The following is your former ac-
count and detlnition ot him:

*I'his nran Adam. the first man, was
made of the earth or dust and must dig-
solve back into its original element,
daust. But the spirit of God breathed
into his body God gives an incorrupti-
ble body upon which tbe wear and tear
has no eftect. Hence 1t 18 an everlasting
body. * God las sufficitent power to
make a body suitabie.for redeemed spir-
its to live in in the eternal state.”—A.
McGary in The Firm Foundation.

“Qur-bodies ars rerurrected by the
same spirit which dwells in:us in this
life,” Rom. 8: 11.—G. A. Trott in F. F.

**The body is the man to be raised,
‘nothiug more.”—35. A. Ribble in Eib-
ble-Gibbs Discussion.

“The soft transition. call it, * from
time into efernity.,”’—G. Lipscomb in
Gospel Advocate. -

*“I'here ia no death, what seems such
to us is only transition,” —Walter A.
Smith in Texas Preacher.” 3

“The goul is immortal.”— 8. A. Rib-
ble. **T'he soul is not immortal.”—D.
Lipscomb. *“The soul never dies.”
—>5: A. Ribblein Ribble-Gtibbs Discus-
sion.. *'T'he soul " dies.””—Lawrence W.
Scott in Scott-Gibbs Discussion:

“*Tbe household of God is bothin
heaven and on earth. Death does not ef-
fect it..Death’s momentary victory over
the earthly tabernacle is only apparent
and deceptive.”—J. M. McCalebin F. F.

Here one of your witnessse makes the
soul immortaly another says it is not.’
One says the soul dies, another says it
does not. One says the body only is
the man to be raised, gmother raises
him for saying it. Therefore the
conclusion of your house is death is not
death, but appavent and deceptive, in
that it is transition. One teackes that
God is the resurrection, Spirit and pow-
er,another says.the entity ie. Ono has
God " making bodies for redeemed enti-
ties; another has the entities quicken-
ing and  raising the old bodies. 1f a
house of bodiless(?) devils in bedlum
or in a sectet seance, can beat these hi-
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eroglyphics and positive contradictions
one of another and of God we pray
God, if il be his will, to have the busi-
ness kept inside of spook quarters. Mur.
MeGary has no resurrection, but has
a god, of which his bodiless ghost is an
image, to make & new body for his rich
man in a literal hell, that already has a
body in use. Mr. Ribble has the old
hull in dust, his only man dead, raised.
Mr. Trott has the fairy raising him.

MeGanry~Gibbs Discussion.

ino his lungs, and thereby produced

life in man, the spirit has unmade parts,

form.and life independent of man. “The

Spirit of God hath made me, and the

breath of the Almighty has given me

life.” Job 23:4. T'his is not yonrlung-

less, breathless life, and tormless, or-

ganless, senseless, dead thinkerin both:
saint and sinner, to be renewed alike
by both, in reading and . devotions of

the word. You have the meek and quiet

Such contradictions one of another! i spirit of Christ in all men .from the time.

and of God’s word have the wisdom in
them to prove nothing except to tares.
Paul says, “In Adam all die.” My
friend says, all survive death except
their bodies. Paul says, “Kven as in
Christ shall all be made alive.” 1.Cor.
15:22. His disputant says, even so shall
God “make new bodies suitable for
the redeemed, surviving men.

.Why do you tight your breath s0
much, as that is what went into man’s
nostrils, which you claim ‘is the inner
man God breathed into the first man?
We can prove by your theory joined to
Solomon’s testimony that your last,
Roman man is in both man and the hog,
and that it goes out of -the hog into
heaven at death. You say ‘God breath-
ed him into man. Solomon says, ‘‘they
all have one breath. All go unto one
place.” But Solomon then parts coip-
pany with you, and casts down your
theory thus: ¢ All are of the dust, and
all turn to dust again.” Ecc.3:19. 20.
As you therefore make the outer hog die
in Adam, its inner breath-hog may come
back for itsnew body. Such ‘is your
hogology. Therefore the hog is yours.

You agree with us, that .the mind . is

spirit in its undissolved, organized life, Abraham’s
that knows something. /ech 12:1, says, izing the parable.

God “formeth the gpirit of man within:
him,” wnot without him.

i

of the fall. Heathen philosophy! You

.make Aphtbarsia the incorruptible or-’

namentation and attribute of ¢corrupted
Adam, instead of the incorruptible
Christ, who was the rirst to rise and
put it on literally in gaining the victo-
ry over the curse and. its. bondage .of
death. Therefore God did notsay, as
you affirm, to Adam, if you are not-or-
namented en (with) too (the) Aphthar-
too (incorruptible) you “will suffer the
eternal consequences.” Because he was
already clothed in truth in God’s favor,
and if man had not sinned, but remain-
ed in Paradise clothed with God’s favor
Jesus could not have come, purchased,
and offered this Aphtharsia, inner man,
and his incorruptible ornamentation. 1
Pet. 3: 4. This purchased clothing is
the new grace. The man in the Chris-
tian, not in the sinner, to put it on, -is
“Chlrist in you the hope of glory.” Col.
1:27. **Who is our hope.” 1Tim. 1:1. Pe-
ter does not say it is the heart entity
but “‘the hidden man of the heart.”

You locate your third apartment of
the grave in hell, as your paradise, and
the gulf between it and other lower 8to-
ries of the grave. You malke paradise
literal bosom by your literal-
Thenhad man never
'sinned and died, Abraham could never

Can it have have gotten mto his own bosom in hell.

this active, life- form withont orgamsnﬁ Remember Paradise existed before man
You teach thatit wasbreathed intoman. and man existed before sin. likewise sin
Breath goes into the lungs notinto the’e‘clsted before death, and death: before

head.

If God formed the: spirit of man . hell,
before Fle made man nand forced the'air: etral hell

the grave. Then there wag nolit-
till Abel died.. Then yourbo-.
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fom paradise did not exist and get into { man, orin him who is our life, and giv-

hell with its tree till over 2000 years aft-;

er hell came.
entities

This left your righteous
in hell lames. A bad fix!

* i his'son.”

en at his coming in glory.? Rom. 2:'5-
8; Col. 3:2-4. Silence. “This life isin

1John 5; 11. You have it in

You feel your dependence upon your ! Adam and your faith stands in giving

twist of parables, and on demoniacal
spirits; And in this way yon try 1o
reason Christ out of-Abraham's bosom
he came out untouched by death
for his body, ascended above that bo-
som region in bell, and through your re-
union . all will vacate that hell bosom.
I8 your prisoner under the law of repro-
duction with his heavenly seed within
himself after his kind, and does he re-
produce his kind? - If not, did God ‘say
unto them, Be fraitful, and multiply,
und replenish the earth?” Was he, or
his prison only, to subdue the earth, and
have -dominion?” Gen. L: 28 You
give him this Edenic dominion in hell
in bodiless form. But God made ‘‘a
living soul,” mamn, (1 Cor. 12: 45,) and
_gave'him tbls dommlon in body form
with organs and senses to exercise and
to be exercised upon. Hence your mem-
berless, senseless . thing cannot see,
taste, feel; hear, speak, thirst, nor hun-
ger in any apartment of hell. [f it be
immiortal and: alive, how could it be
corrupt,andbe raised out of the dustin-
to consciousnessand life, and incorrup-
tion? Dan. 12: 2; 1 Cor. 15: 42. ~Which
one of your. dual inherited conditionally
honor, glory, and life? If these were
immortal how could he lose them?
Which one had the subtle power, that
unlawfully gained the dominion, and
seat, thereby stripping the other of'the
right to eat of the tree of life and live
forever? ‘Whieh hiis the image of God?’
Your materm] one got and holds the key
to deliverance. Does your immaterial
one have life, rest and sleep in common?
Is he like angels and God in prison, or
out of it? - In death, or the renurrectlon‘?'
JAh! to xepiy it would plunge the thing
out of heaven to earth into spiritualistic
seance, ete: Rev. 12 7-12, lts home:
Is its eternal life in flesh, born of wo-

God the lie.

Your theory makes God guilty ot the
unfortunate, uninviting removal right
over the ﬂaming sword of Paradisein-
to hell, and man’s return home through
the . gates. of hell. Diagram it please.
Then behold Rowme's stupendous pow-
erg, abundant means, life-time efforts of
her mighty nations on sea and land, in
persuasion with fad and sword to pre-
vent 'man from returning to his home, or
to ‘‘keep him out of hell.” Psa. I6, and
Acts 2: 27-32 have none of yonur paradis-
ic habble in them. - It is heathenism pa-
palized. Peter l6cated Christ’s soulin
hell. By elusion? He “poured it out un-
to death.” He ‘*“made his soul. an offer-

~ing for sin.”’ Isa. 53:10. Matt.26:38. Ad-

am ‘““became a living soul” withabody
and breath ere he enjoyed Paradise.
Your system- reverses this and hell’s
gates. Both Adam and Christ died in
their body out of Paradise and were
buried in their body in hell. After man
forfeited the right to the life tree for the
curse God said, “Now lest he put forth
his'hand, and fake also of. the tree of
life, and eat and-live forever.” we will
“gend him forth trom the garden of Ed-
en.” Then has a man‘the right to eat
thereof under the curse, either in hell
or Paradise? No! Christ could not eat
then till he rosé out of the curse. For
he was ‘‘made a curse for us’ until he
rose. -Gal. 3: 13. Your accarsed thing
in hell’s heaven has no harnd to put
forth. But your bodiless rich man with
a mouth and sromach shall not eat,. but
“live forever.” Gen. .3: 23, 25. You
are faithfu) to your master. He will re-
ward you. Resurrection out of Para-
dise of nothing dead. Wonderfull Who
is God? * He himeelf or his prisoner?
You make Abraham’s bosom, the
third "story of hell the intermediate
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state, or Paradire, Then wman bagan
bis career in -hell. You had Christ to
escape prison and death and return
there bodiless. He got home then in a
cursed. naked condition. You say you
koow he got there naked. Well you ex-
ploded that theory by quoting Paul,
who said he did not know, as he only
witnessed the scene in a vision. “I _will
come to visions: * I knew a MAN I
Christ (whether in the body, or out of 1r
he did not know) such an one was
caught up to the third heaven * into
paradise.”” 1 Cor..12: 2-4. Then you
know Christ was caught over your gulf,
up in hell into Paradise, while his body
remained below in hell. But God aftér
this ~ vision taught that no man
could appear there, the place of re-
wards, without being ‘‘clothed upon,”
when ‘‘mortality (not yourthing) might
be swallowed up of life.”” 2: Cor. 5: 4.

Johnexplained again what Paul while
in vision did not quite _eo‘mprehend. It
was not down in hell, but up where *‘the
tree of life is” and “no more c¢urse,’”
and nations being healed in theu‘bod-‘
ies. Rev, 22: 14. Which is still up, fuat-
ure, and forward into a higher life than
the present evil one. John - saw .the
throne, and the stream of life there,.and
the Lamb in judgment, not under the
curse in hell. Rev. 22: 1-4, How many
stories has your heil? Which one is for
the outward man? Which one is oceu-
pied by the tortured entities?

King James’ translators could not in
bondage, without violation of tradition,
render Crist’s prowmise to the thief
as it does read, “Verily 1say unto thee
to-day, Shalt thou be with me in Para-
dise.”” Be with him when in paradisie
glory and incorruption? When sown
or raised? “For it is sown in dishonor;
it israised in glory.”” 1 Cor. 15: 43.

You refer us to what you preach and’
term being raised or ‘“‘calledup from
the dead.” 1 Sam. 28:6-36. The expres-
sion is shocking. This is more than mod-
ern Spiritnalists claim,

b

I

that they ecan'unsually

MeGary-Gibbs Discussion.

raise thie dead in their bodies:in
with mantles on. Saul, theling of Is-
rael bad disobeyed God, and “the Lord
answered hira not, neither by dreams,
nor by Urim, nor by prophets,”” and He
sent him a strong delussion in a“liying,
familiar spirit. This woman, like you,
taught that the spirits of the dead could
be brought up anhd communicate with
the livmg You say, “Hére we find the
spmc of Samuel was called up and he
talks to them.” . Why do you -change
your darling withess’ Janguage God re-
corded? Are you' afraid she lied? ‘We
will cateh you both. Saul said,*“what
seest thou?” when shehad made the
call. She feared the king, for he had
“-cut off'those that have familiav spirits,
and the wizzards out of the land,” and-
the law was, “Not suffer a witck to
live,” (Ex. 22:18,) and in disguise the
king deceived her, (a8 the churches now
do,) hence she said, “1 saw gods as-
cending out of the earth.” (Not Para-
dise). Do you believe your witness? No!
Neither did Saul just here. But hav-
ing asked her. to bring up Samuel; “He
said unto her, Whatform is he of?”’. He
saw no form, but he gave no heed to the
first trick of having him to -honor ter
gods of wind. For Israel’s command-
ment is, *Thou shalt have no other
gods before me.” Ex. 20:3. She lied
again, and said, “An old man(not your
new one or entity) cometh up, (not down
from your third heaven.in hell), and he
is covered with a mantle. And Saul
(like you, by ber words) perceived that
it was Samuel.” Do you believe these
ventriloquists could go about disguiet-
ing and calling up the dead out of. the
third heaven in their old forms and
mantles, and.against: the prophets of
God supplant God’s voice in the true
|instruction of the kings of Israel?

The Hebrew word Ob occurs 16 times
in the O I'., the only word Tendered
“familiar spirit," and ‘in the singular
and plural is so rendeted 15 times. 1t {s
translated in the Septnagint
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by a term which Bigniﬁesa ventrilo-
quist, says Gesseniu’s Lexicon. Vem.l
triloquism was often misused among an-l
cients (and it is now) for the purpose!
of magie, and trickery. Called among
Greeks Pneuma Puthoonos, **a spirit of
divination,” familiar spirit, Ventrilo-
guist, is then from the Hebrew word
Ob. God has always condemned these.
This ventriloquist did not allow your
resurrected Judge to speak in the triek
till she succeeded in getting Saul by
trick to perceive he was present. By
her art Sail heard this, ** Why aast thou
disquieted me to bring me aup?” Again
“Tomorrow shalt thoa and thy sons be
with me.” ‘I'he record shows they
wére not killed till after at least:the
fifth day. Did the spirit of devils or
the old, dead Judge do all this lying?
These were the spirits that said to'Je-
-sus, ““Send us into the swine.”- We do
not limit Christ’s power, nor believe
your heathen superstition, that seven
of God’s images were in the midst of
demoniac Mary’s body. (or 'head?) that
conld tranmemigrate into hogs. Yet the
demoniacal power was transferred:. We
see these familiar spirits with bodies of

flesh (Rev. 16: 11-14) going into the
whole world to ¢ast them into the sea.
Rev. 18:21. Yet Joha says an angel
does this. But how? See Rev. 17: 16,

No power can act’ unless God suffersit:
Bat the great power of deception is one
of woe, consternation. and destruction.
You Jook to Matt. 10: 28, for the sur-
vival of your entity. “Destroy both soul
and body'in Gehenna.” Is that destrac- !
“tion of ‘entities(?) in your hell? Did
Grod give Jesus that they -might not go
into Gehenna and ‘*perish?’”’ John 3: 16.
Answer! You refer us to Job 32: 8. BnL
It doee not read right for you. There 1s]
a spiritout-of man n hell and God’s in- ‘
spiration ngelh it understanding, i sl
Bab’s text you want. This would not'
suit you: “Thereis no work, nor de- '
vicegnor knowledge '

.a hog? Thar is your logic:

" you,
is he pre-existent and coegual with

lodks

~
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dead know not any thing.”” Kec. 9: 5,10.
“I will sing praise unto my God while
[have any being.”” Fhe breath of the
being ‘‘goeth forth, he returneth to his
earth, in that very day his thoughts per-
ish.” Psa. 146: 2, 4. -*DPraise the Lord,
O my soul.”” Buf there is no praise, nor
remembrance, nor thanks in either a
dead soulor “*in the grave.” Psa, [46:
1, 38, 6: 5. You locate immortality
brought te light in  mortal darkness.
Paul located it inits Giver, **Who cnly
hath immortality, dweliing in the light
which no man can approach unte.”
1Tim. 6: 16. Because Paul stripped' you
of imwmortality by thie word only are you
Is your en-
tity of heaven, or of the earth? Born of
the flesh; or of the Spirit? Formed in
or hatehed in a heathen nest? Or

God? What form is the langless, sense-
less, bodiless, organless thing of? Trot
your litte god out in sight!

Cannunot the f.ord receive our spirits in
lite as well as Stéphens’s in death with-
out taking a conscious entity out of ei-

tber unto himself, or into Abraham’s
bosom this side in hejl?
God's entity have to be in an unclean

Which? Does
one literally to bear witness or to keep
them out of the *‘choke’ in the sea? [t
like your spirit is windy if not
wind. Kindly, we believe you know
beiterthan to charge us with teaching
hog wind that you breathe in gpookdom
being the spirit in the midst of man’s
intellectual organism. Which one of the
McGarys will put on immorrality io ihe

remrrechon the corruntible one or the
immortal one? 1 Cor. 15: 53-55. Answer!

_—_ e

| A. McGary’s ]‘hlrd Argume'n

We publish  W. L. (xlbbs‘ut\cle not
because of any werth in it, but because
we are under agreement to do an. He
ought to know that lenght does not
make strength.

1 have not one

o

Idea to offer ip addi-

. nor wisdom,in the|

grave (hell) whither thou goest,” “I'he -tion to what 1 have already snbmitted.

G. E. Marsh Memorial Library, Church of God
General Conference: McDonough, GA; https://coggc.org/



21

The acriptures being trne, my proposi-,
tion stands proven beyond successful
controversy.

My opponent has not even considered !

the testimony I have adduced to sup-
port-the proposition. He acts as though
Paul, Peter, and Jesus Christ are unwor-

thy of'consideration upon thie question.

at issue, in wha they have said. Hence
it would be utter folly for me to sav
more than [‘have, as he ignores the tes-
timony upon which 1 rest my case. 1
agreed to discuss _the question. with
hiw, upon the -supposition that he be-
lieved the scriptures and would pay
some attention to what they teach; but,
seeing that he treats the evidenceof
Holy Writ with stolid indifference, and
depends upon guestions to me, pro-
pounded upon the theory.of the invinci-
bleness of his idea that the spirituality
of man is upon an exact par with the
spirituality of hog, I am rendered pow-

erless to bring him ‘to an issue over any:

pomt
He ought to know that even a fool can
ask guestions that a philosopher ¢an not
_answer. And as l'am not a philoshpher
and he not atool, he oughtito know,
that I cannot answer all the questions
he asked me. )
[ can’t describe Panl’s: “inward man,”

but can and do believe ‘that he exists:

L could -make very fair headway.I
think, at describing the “outward man,”
But my religious ideas are not of such a
gross materialistic texture as to force
me to deny the existence of the **inward
man,” or “hidden man ef the heart,”
simply because he is' so.secutely “hid-

den” from me that I cannot see him;

with my eyes.

The questions 1 have asked Mr: G lbbs.
all of which he so studiously avoided
any attempt to answer, are questions
pertinent and germane to the issue, and
to the passages of scripture upon which
I rested my case. 1 have nothing fur-
ther to say, as  it.is useless. If Mr.
Gibbg conld he influenced by the plain

meGavy~01bbs Diseussion.

tenchmgs of the scripture I mlght .
hope to pursue him farther into his
materialistic maze of nonsense with
some profit. All Teadérs who have
proper rexence for the word of God,
will see that my proposition was fally -
proven in my first arguwnent.

1 would as soon watch a goose set:
ting on a door-knob, expecting her:to
hateli out a goslin, as to expect any’
protfitable result from further discussion
with my Friend Gibbs on this’question.
1t seems ‘that he cannot stop and: thmk
to think but goes on clattermg]arjon asg
senseless -ag it'is unsound; plunging
deepér -and deeper ‘into-his Inaterial-
istic darkness. '

Paul teachés us that there is a splnt
in man which knows the things of 'man.
This spirit in man he calls the “inward
man” in contradistinetion to the body
which he calls ‘‘the outward man.”
Peter refers to the same entity, calling.
it *‘the hidden man of the heart™’ which
he sayé is incorruptible (eternal). 1
believe what these apostlessay. and if
it is true it. establishes ‘every -point’ or
account in my- proposmou [ have no
means of making it strongel. Mr,
Gibbs does not believe it, and 1 have no
power greater. th'm thehower of God’s
‘word with whieh to force himto belxeve
it. THerefore further dlsputatxon Be- -
tween us on - the’ questlon ‘would . be
worse than folly.

e flatly denies the word of God
reference to Samuel’s coming up and
talking with Sanl. Now the Bible says:
“And Samuel. said to Saul, Why hast
thoun disquieted me, t6 bring me up?”* 1
Sam.'28;15. Mr. Gibbsl: says Samuel.
was not there-at alli 1f this is not a
bold, flat denial of the teaching of the’
Bible, then no man ever has or aver can
deny it: ’ o
' But, although this 1is a little more’
abrupt denial of the word than other
things he has denied, it is not virtually
any:more of a denial than other things
he has. said. His clumsy denial
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wbat Jesus said about Lazarug and the
rich man,
Daniel‘say about'the spirit that isin
man, are just as‘intidelicas is hig denial
of what the word says aboat Sarnuel
coming up and speaking with Saul.

Wm. L. Gibbs’ Third Reply,

Aside from the hararigue and buffoon-

ery -of our opponent we 8ee but littlle‘

to notice.- The joints “of the ghost

seems loosed and its knees on 'a smite.

one against another. Eut we are per:
fect]y w1ll1nfr ‘toileave the. mattér: to
sound mmded honest Bxble readers;, as
to-whether we have or ‘not, consndered
well all of oux inner (?)'D '\/[cGary stexts.
arguments,; and questions,’ and intro-
duced more than twice as many, and
have done all the defining ‘that has
been ‘done to -help hini. But all. his
scrlptmeq we have turned agaisnt him
and used as ours. He rests his- whole
proposition on'Papal twistsand false in-
terpretations of the word. This is’what
he wants us to honor, notthe word.
He loves his Papal incabator, or sp:gok
hatcher: His trouble lies in 'bis " .not
knowing' that the Bible teiclies there
are two. realms w1th their respectlve
spirlts of opposne ‘ natutes therein.
"Oae of heaven and the other of - earth,
“which we will define-in our afflrmative.
We will also answer ull the questions
we have asked by the word.. He can’t
describe’ his deathless prisoner. An
honest con{'essmn is good for the soul:
He bad the senseless, unresurrected
thing in the' image of God and the an-
gels in the outset; and not: again mar-
"riageable, “I'Nacdid not suit his idlea
of it and God, and now they are inde:
scribable. He had itbreathed into man,
dead'or alive he did not say, but we
showed him that would locate the inde-
seribable thing in the other man'slungs.
_ This brought him to the wall again.
" We had him tosee the thing he was after
But he' says it is bodi-

and- what Paul Peter, and ! Rome’s hell crying for water.

=
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‘less‘in death fill he gets a view of ‘it "in
Then it
becomes indescribable. Yet he.-has it
there with a body, angelic; and mem:’
bers in active use. Friend McGary,
what is the marter with you? We are
not surprised, IHe thinks it is there
with its senses in very- earnest use.
Papacy says, just so!
He was so botheved over his material-

‘istic prison that he cannot: get into his

hell he would not notice logically, nor
denv any thmo we mtrodnced but Ru-
ach, whether scrlptmes ‘definitions. ar-
'ouments or” quesnons Qo ‘his cause
drops ‘deid frow ° foundation to cap-
stone: /and -he - drops disarmed and-
speechless with it. ~'Fherefore we turn-
thie case over to tbe gound minded-el-
dersin the congregations who should
in honest fear and love of God never .
let it fise again. The proper reverence
tor God will ¢hain this spook.

It is possible with: the proper -effort,,
that be will yét lezrn “‘the hidden man
of the heart” is not the heart itself of
the alien, a$ he has it, but Christ .in the
heart of the Christian, while the old" ‘and

‘Gutward man of the saint is Adam.

We had him to acknowledge that the
heart. is the mind or gpirit, which he
terms entlty in prison. The sinner has
this. But he has not Christ, the hidden
manin 1t.: Phis silenced Bim. He did
not know Daniel wag speakmg of ‘the
midst of his intellectnal body  or, senses.
in ‘a figure, not the middle of his whole
form. Yourangelic thing is not there.
Thig is not to be wondered at.when

his thing in a lym;r wonder i in God’s
image, and like God apd angelsin
death and in a bodiless, organless,
senseless state, " Yet in hell with all
these freely using them, or on earth, un-
der the disquieting resurrection power
oflying spirits in “old body form, walk-
ing about with mantles on. Qur oppo-
nent’s aversion to the Word, and hisrev-
erence for the Pope’s idol 'born of flesh,
that like God. never dieg, forbids his
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notice of our questions, Does he ever
sieep? How did he get into his prison
house? [las he always been a separate,
congcions life? [f not how did he be-
come congcious? Did he ever gin?  Did
he ever die? If so, in what sense? Is he
preserved iun life, so that he needs no
resurrection, yet disgunieted and called
up at will of devils with his clothes on?
You call the thing man’s spirit. Do
the life giving properties of man ramify
and invigovate its precinets? Can it use
its senses of body and they dust? Did it
have its origin in heaven, or in "earth?:
Did it hecome conscious in man’s life
powers, or without these? [s it like the
angels while bodiless, or in the resur-
rection? Was the inner man heard
before Jesus rose from the dead,
planted it in man’s heart by faith?
Why did you avoid defining death,
and fail to answer -whether the man
that dies in Adam is the one to be res-
urrected. or yours like God, alive and
never dies? We showed you the man in
the house, the one **put to death in .the
tlesh,” was resurrected. 1 Pet. 3 18,
But you have it to keep out of death,
dust and bell, and yousend it to heaven.
some of your faith claim that he is
the rsurrecter of the man God made in
his own image. You say God will make
him a new man or prison house.. An-
other says the old body is the only wone
that dies and is to be raised. Anotber
says, **Soft rransitioncall it.”  Another:
says, *There is n¢ death.” One says the |

of i
aud

soulis immortal, another says it is not. !

One says the soul dies. etc.

Jecanse we quoted Solomon on' all:
earthly creatures, “*All go unto. one
place’ in death, “*All are of the dust,
and all turn to dust again.’” Ke.3:18, h
belitties our spiritnality. We are notan
immortal, Roman god. 1f be cannot
live like God he is aninfide
Bui God made his god(?) and gave it
consciousness, except when it is asleep
vither within or without-a body in dust.

Wakefulnes must come through living:

sentiency. Zech. 120 1,

I, is his logie. |

MecGary-Gibbs Disecussion.

! The following is'a diagram for him:
! EAKTH.

o 3
Hades 1 { -

———————} or Hell.

[t will $horten former argumentation
and aid explicitness and plainness. 1
represents Hades, hell, or the grave. 2
is his apartment of his escaped convicts
or prisoners therein. 3 denotes his par-
adise of the delivered and saved priso-
ners. The line betwen 2and 3 is his
impassable gulf. He had Curist to es-
cape death, elade the enemy. and go'in-
to Abraham’s bosom; his third heavea

n hell.. All dead bodiesare buried in 1,

lh 11 He did not note the place the dead
| bodies occupy therein. As there are but -
jtwo doors of entrance; death being the
"last one, it seems -thit Jesus and lhe
other rlghreous entities ufcer entermg_
went over the impassable guif into hell's
third heaven. He did not point out to us
the-apartment of his entifies in prisen,
they musthave it in Abraham’s bosom
where he. had Jesus, or with the rich -
man which would be. hot work, unless
| Jesus preached across the gulf. Friend
|Jac!\son must take holtd of all his apalt-
ments and get them in ‘‘shipshape,
orthodox manner,” with his .body and
prison stories thelem. He did not deny
that in the beginning the sinless man,. .
under no curse; was in Paradise out of’
hell. Sin was the first door hellward,
«nd death is the last one. Bnt he twists
I'these into iis paradise doors.

| Abel was the first.one that. went into
j the literal hell, tbe grave. How long
did he'wait in bell to get into Abra-
hain’s bosom? Sir?. Abraham thenhad
to die fo get in his own bosom, Eden in
hell. Welil It takes an infidel to be-
lieve such stuff. All go through the
same doors, but enter different apart-
ts. Eh?

God made a “living * 'soul”. in body
form in his own image and gave him
Paradise. and dominjon: over "all the
Tearth, 1Cor. 15 45; Gen: 1:°16. He

Sments,

G. E. Marsh Memorial Library, Church of God
General Conference: McDonough, GA; https://coggc.org/



MeGary-Gibbs Diseqssion.

only gave him consciousness in his forn.
We.asked you if your dual of two nat- |
ures share alike in life, temptation, sin |
sleep, death, corruption, and the resur- |
rection? Tosay no, you know it would i
release oné'from all these. .Hence you
stand silent. We showed you eternal
life is a gift in Christ,to be given at
his- coming. Rom. 2: 5-7; Col. 3: 2-4; 1
John 5:11. Youaredumb tothis. Your
‘theory makes God aliar, and guilty of
removing Paradise out of Eden into hell,
it having turned - out tobe Abraham'’s
bosom. Yetall Transitionists labor to
keep men out of hell, till their hatred be
kindled.. o
Isa. 53: 10, says Christ poured his soul
“out unto death” *‘an offering for &in:™
“Hissoul was not left in hell.” - Acts 2:"
. 82. 'You say it wasnot left in Paradise.
Christ, like all dead meén, wus under the
chrsewhile dead that separated man
from Paradise. Gal. 3:13. ‘Yet under
the curse you have thigm in .your para-
dise.. Man’s origin was'in Paradise,you
had that in hell, and Christ there naked,
 We showed you Paradise found is yet
future in the world to come, where
there will be healing of the nations and
no cufsq init., Rev.22: 1-5. ' v
We explained the parable of the rich _
man and Lazarts once, showinghow
Mr, McGary .destroyed the glorious.
le‘sso'n’:‘t_aughc in figare by his literaliz-
ing it. We showed it had no literal hell,
clothing, deaths, fairs. sores. burial,
dogs, flames, water, gulf, riches, pover-
tyorbosom in it, But it has the typical
hell, or Hades, of those cast down froin
God’s’ favor to the destructive flames.
of evil’s ‘agency God uses, orsuffers to :
be used, for the wicked living who die!
tolight and turn unto darkness.

ax and Christ’s burial of fire awaiting

them. John the Baptlst said, “The ax
‘ig laid unto the root of the trees.’* the|preservation of life in
: ) i make the mouthless, stomachless spook
. o . el A | beg there instead of the one that had
- Christ “shall baptize you with* fire.” | rv

i
The five bréthren were Jews. a figure |

fruitless ones will be**cast into the fire:’

to - complete the lessen. Such -only

The
‘Jews for their rebellion had the Roman |

‘tho resurre

25

called Abraham Father, and he in re-
turn.calls them sons. This house, (not
*yonders world”) had “Moses and the
prophetg,’* and their table of sumptuous
fair in the wisdom and promigeg in the
oracles  of God.” Rom.3:2: To this
house Jesus went first when He rose
from the ‘dead. The changed condi-
tions of the two men were changes by
figurative deaths to former conditions
and relations. The chasm. or ecut
off condition i unbelief of the Jews in
the consuming burial of fltames, and
blinduess, that hinders their eyes from
seéi'ng save ‘‘afar 'off,”™ and the belief
of the converted Gentiles “during the
first and latter rain, were to be: **until

-the fulness of the Gentiles be come in,”

and there was to be no deliverance
for ‘the cut off -branches, till' there
‘‘come out of Sion ‘the Deliverer:”
Then the chasm of ungodliness, (their
evil things and tormentsg) will be full
and tarned trom this house. Rom, 11: 25,
26. Then will your ungodly spook be
kuown of all men, and the dogs (alien
Gentiles) who lick your sores will turn
away from your deception. The life
rimé, and good things, and God’s com-
fort of theJews were before their bu-
rial in the flames of hell. T'hen, before
the gospel went to the Gentiles, were
the.evil things of T.azarus, for these
evil things are not after thizclass is
converted from their sores and comfort-
ed in the faith-bosom of Abrabam. A
change by opposite figures to opposite
sides. Now which one went away from
the Abrahamic house and bosom into
that burial? The angels are gospel
preachers. Rev.2and3. - Your literal,
Papal hell is gone, and your spook has
notbeen there. . It was your ountward
man that faired so well, any how.
You sent the wrong convict. Your
fable teaches'the wages of sinis the
torments. You

members. Which one will come np in
ction,the guilty one dead, or

the living one begginyg for water?
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Your theory is, the rich cannot per-ied in mcorrupnon "1 Cor. 15:42. Gone!

ish in torruring flames where there is no
tree. poor ones cannot perish, because
they are in paradise where the tree of
life is but with no members to eat
thereof. Wonderful logic. **What advan-
tageth it me if the dead rise not?’" 1 Cor.
15: 32. Our apponent can tell you, Paul.
You can remain alive in Paradise.

Suarely Spiritualists will gain great
Rhonor, prestige. and power from our op-
ponent’s teaching in Samuel's case. He
spoilt the theory of ‘his Bodiless entity
to save his consciousness of it, whether
coming up out of the earth or ‘down
from the third 'heaven. He claimed
more for the Spiritualists in bringing up
the dead than they claim. ‘They only
call up in the secret chambers bis Anti-
Christ man,
him in quoting his language in seances
if no more. It is capitalin their bhand.
'hey will show that the Ed. of F. F.
believes that holy(?) scripture. that
reaches that when God’s king was cut
off by God’s power for his evil work and
the Lord positively would not ‘‘answer
him, neither by dreams, nor by Urim,
nor by propheﬁs," that one of. their ;me-
diumy in BEodor took the matrer in hand,
disqnieted one of Mr. MeGary’s entities
in Paradise. and brought it down in its
old body and mantle, and made God’s
dead prohpet do the work for Saul. Oh,
shame! A sell ont!! You ought toknow
God sent, or suffered this strong delu-
sion, because Saul loved not His word.
Did God, Samuel, or the familiar gpirit'
lie?
lesson of warning agalnst thig work.
See 1 Tim. 4: 1.

Why did younot tell ns God’s love |
is to save man’s soul from perish-
ing 1n the second déath, in hell, Gehen-
na? Matt. 10: 28. Your fable'says no.

You did not .tell us which MctGary
will be swallowed up in life. and incor-
ruption. Because the oneZthat died
Adam, and you said would not be raised,
Panl says “‘sown in corrnption, it ig rms-

They will .greatly reward

God recorded- this as a proﬁmblel

in.

Solomon says there i§ *'no knowl-
edge in the grave’’ (hell) where it goes,
for *‘the dead know not any thing.” Eec.
9: 5. 10°. David says of the weak, cor-
ruptible one to be raised; *‘His thoughtsa
perish.” 146: 4. [s this consciousness?

As our opponent in doing all that
could be done for kis Papal wind has
warnéed us againstinfideliry, ete.. which
we appreciate, he should shiure the same
Kindness. for all of it is due him. ‘In the
name of our Lord Jesus Chrmt we earn-.
estly admonish you to quit your Papal,
religious “*ideas.” like. an honm man,
cease to be an infidel, stop " preaching -
ghosts, fables, hell féars. and heaven fan-
cieg, and obey and preach Christ’s gos-
pel. Rom. 10: 9, 10.

e

L. Glbbs’ First

W m.

«Man has one naturein Adam, and he
is uneonscious /between- death im'd the
resurrection.”

Per printed coftract we are to aﬁirm
and discuss jointly with Mr. J. W.
Jackson the above proposition. There
are some vital Bible térms so often tis-
used, and therefore misunderstood, any »
of which are liable to be blougbt into
use in this discussion, we desire (o de-
fine, that there may be a more definite,
intelligent. comprehensive, gystematic
dealing on both sides, which we bope
will be appreciated by all. Not only
thig, but the rules of honorable discus-:
gion require that the proposition be
clearly stated, and the issue and contro-
iverted termsbe unequiveeally defined,
lholdmg opponent in equal esteem in the
| point of ability with ourself, and . not
ebargmg upon him any thiog hedisa-
vows. )

Man in &ll his pnrts is a creation of
God; made in *God’s images ‘‘Formed
of the dust-of the ground,” - Gen. 27, =~
Therefore he i called Adam, which
means red ¢lay. Had he by the process
of hlowing been a heing or the seed to
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develop into that .being, . emitted
from God into an Adamic ‘prison house,

as it is claimed, he would not havebeen |

an’ Adamic creation, but a celestial, or
immortal derivation, an emanation from
out of God’s own being and life,
bow could its breath either give or per-
petuate.its'life, and thereby be called
*the breath of life? Gen! 2: 7. Take
hold of this, but caretully,lest youmake
the wind breatbed in the man that al-
ready had eternal life. The windy life
the Mother of Harlots gives her children
5a¢41eep ‘I'hé thing bresthed in is not

the crennon, nor the life, but the air

that gives life, thhout which ‘the goul
cinnot live, No inspired writer speaks
of the origin of wiore than two men.
_Pat yoar pin down bere. They were
_both made, not derived, and with oppo-
gite natures. Moses detines one, and
Paul defines the two, thus: *So it is8
written the FIRST MAN Adawm was
made a i’iVing goul.” fs he your prisoner?
Sir? “The last Adam was made a
quickening spirit?”’ [s this then your
prisoner? Sir? Has be flown? Which
one is the living:spirit like an angel,
that cannot “die any more?”® Paul an-
-gawers. ‘*Howbeit  that was
which mspimual bat that swhich is: nat
ural; and afterward that whieh is spir-
itudl: Bat our opponent teaches the
lagt and spiritual Adam bag been in the
first and natural man, his corrupt ‘one
from the beginning, and by his borrow-
ed Papal dogma,he makes the whole
. unwashed world the temple of God, in
which he exalts his lord and .god from
heavén, thereby giving. man "two nit-
ures, one a'n earthly, corrupt one, that
holds in prison the celestial one from
heaven. -1t is sad! For Paul demes it
and confirms our propoegition, saymg.

“The rrst man (aliving soul)is of the.
) - i
earth, earthy; {one nature;) the second’

sman is.the Lord from heaven.” This s
our Lyord .and Christ, the inner man in
the washed temple of God, not Mr.Jack-
son's. incorraptible lord and prisoner:.

‘Then-

not ﬁrst’

26
‘ Hislord is naked, hungry, thirsty. sick,
and in prison. He ought to visit him.

‘An entity lord from beaven? 1 Cor.15:
44-48. _ And this incorruptible priconer
from heaven:down hete in a prison house
that had to sin, corrupt, fall, and die to
let the prigsoner out? Mr. Jacksnn do
you really want any body to believe
this? Say yesor no, please,

Mi\nin in allhis parts is a ereation ot
God, any thing in or about him that is
not a part of this creation, has no life
in it. But mar have properties to im-
part life, such asair, water, aud food.

He carninot till recreated, or regenerat-
ed.be changed from that nattire received
in his creation. He came not into exist-
ence by evolution, nor by emanation out
of God himself. His celestial, or immor-
tal, or incoruptible; or heavenly naturve,
is not inberited by the seedof promise
till the resurrection. For ‘‘flesh and
blood cannot jnherit the kingdom of G« d,
neither doth cozrupnon(cansed by me
Adsamic penaltv) inherit (or hold) incor-
ruption.” 1:Cor. 15: 50. Thig then is not
a fallén nature of heaven, neiter did it
evolve out of lower forms of life. But
instead it hns involved in sin and igno-
rance downward. Some claim that the
pait ereated.for hiam is the prison house,

1y, but the real, inner man from
heavenisthe never-dying, immortal one,
like God, and co-eternal with him. And
in this prigon (not in Christ) is the im-
‘mortal, imperishable nuture and life.

Our opponent must hold in common
with this Romish dogma. or surrender.

*God formed man of the dust of the
ground, and breathed into his nostrilg
the breath (not the man)oflife and man.
(the one that received thelife giving air)
became & living soul.”’ Gen. 2 7. Of
what'was he ¢created? ~*God rmember:
eth that we are dust.” Psa, 103:14. One

inature. What did the air forced into
‘bis lung cells cause him ro become? A
living sonl.” The same creature unim-
prisoned that God gave jointly with
him honor, “glory. and ** dominion over
all the earth,” and the works of God's

Discussion.
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hands, (Gen. 1:26; Heb. 2:7,) and lifefo
be perpetnated on conditions, by whom
*gin entered into the world, and death
by sin; and so death passed upon- all
wen, for that all have (by one man) sin-
ned.” Rom. 5:12, Does this process
and penalty bring Mr. Jackson’s. priso-
ner to death . and the dust? No! Just the
prison house, that was tempted and
fell. The Anti-Christ prisoner that de-
nies the gospel, and tries tostrike down
the most vital principles of the gospel
gains deliverance at his unfortunate
ones expense.

After the formation of the first:and
earthly man, that dies a8 the wages of
gin, nothing was imparted to this soul
that he might live, think,and move in
honor, but “"the breath of life.”” The
perperuity of these were contingent on
his abiding **in the truth.’’ Johp 8:d4:
His mind, or spirit, was, then, by this
process of generating héat and life,
formed in him: Zech. 12: 1.. Then nei-

ther-the breath, nor the mind- alone, is:

called man, ‘“a living soul,” but the
creature that breathes is. -He is also
called a spirit, but not rheliving spirit
of heaven, of which Christ is first from
among the dead, *‘that he might be the
first-born,” on this plane. Rom. 8: 29.
For there are two realms, with their re-
spective natures and beings therein.
One earthly, for earthly spirits. For
this reason God is “'the God of the spir-
its of all flesh.” Num. 16: 22; 27: 16.
Pat your second pin down here.

We now come to the definitions .of
other controverted terms. In Gen.2:7;
the word rendered breath is Neshama.
‘I'his word occurs 24 times in the Bible.
.We find it in the nostrils of all living
creatures, and when it returns to the
giver all creatures share the same fate.
“All in whose nostrils was the breath
(Neshama) of life died.” Gen. 7:22.
The previons verse says this included
“every man’’ with all other ecreatures.
“Cease ye from man, wlose breath (Ne-
shamah) i8 in Lig nostrils.” Is this life:
giving element.given alike to all creat-

_derstanding ‘of ‘all in gettlng at

P
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ures of earth imwortality? [sa, 2:22!
Solomon says, they allhaveone breath,
““they all go unto one place,”* not two.
Lce. 8:19,20. What is this one place,
the lower creatures with man go. to?
How came man to gothere? Answer. Is
this one place Paradise? Had they all
one immortal man in their nostrils,
and all go tqQ one hell, or to one heaven?
So there is no’ever-living, conscious
entity that is called one breath, that
goes-into and out of the nostrils of all
these creatures alike, as the logic of our
opponent would force the Bible to
teach. The inner man,*‘the incorrupti-
ble seed,’’ or foundation, Christ, some
twist into tbeir entity of ‘all men, does
not gointo man’s nose and lungs, but
intothe heart'or mind throagh the ear
and eye. The same ear that hears the
clap of thunder when the eye sees the
lightning. Not an edr made inaccessl-
ble in life-by an Adamie prigon wall
Buat no flash,no yglce, no man can enter.
“the spirit’of flésh” :through its dead .
orguns. - This spirit stripped of its vi-
talized brain battery, bone :poles, and
nerve lines by death in every part is
wbollymadveltent unconsciouns:
Where we* find the word soul in the
Old Testament, it is rendered from the
Hebrew word Nephesh with two excep-
tiong, perhaps. Neshahmsl occursonce

where we find soul in Isa. 57: 16. “The
souls which I° have made” These be-
cause of sin die. In Job 30: 15° Nedee-

bah is rendered soul.
soul. as the wind.” This word is aldo
defined ‘‘excellence.”” The word Ne-
phesh,trom which we.get the term soul,
is sdid to occur by different. computers
feom 700 to 752 times, in the O.T. Its
corresponding Greek word in the New
Testament occurs 105 'times, or more.
It is translated in six different ways.
But a few . renditions will cover our
present needs. Suffice it to say, that nei-
ther Nephesh of the O. 'T. nor Psuche
of the N. T., are once rendered apirit
in the Bible. But this fact aids the un=
the

“They pulsue my
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truth in;, this ‘ discussion. . While. Ne-
phesh is rendered soul about 475 times
it'is also rendered life orlives 120 times:
person 30 times, mind:15 times, heart 15
times, creature:9: times; body 7 tlmes-
desire lo times, etc:, ete.
dered person, man, mm,vme',iwe. he,her,
yourself, himself, etc. Peuche is trans-
~lated soul fifty eight times: Some have
estimated. it 51 times. Life 40 times,
mind 3 times,.and various other things:
us, you, and heartily ouce each. 'How
could nothing but immortality and .in-
'COl[’L‘lptlon be implied.in-.all these vari-
ous things? ~ Such ideas are - not in
these unmodlﬁed térms. Butilet us learn

their nresenc apphcat}on and sxgmh~_

cante, and therebv clear away the.fog.-
‘Their great significance and use are
found in Gen. 1: 20, where ‘it is applied
to sea animals.
waters bring. forth abundamly(he mov:
ing creature that hath life,” Nephesh.
- Thus'it is rendered (life) 120-times in the
0. T: Have' sea fowls. etc, lmmortal
llives, or entities?’ "Lscape for:thy 1ife,”
* Nephesh.. :Gen. 9: 17, “Give life (Ne-
phesh) for life (Nephesh) “Bx- 218 23,
Does the life- continue here in death?
No. Then the ‘soul (\Ppbesh) can per-
“ish. . “‘Let the waters bring: forth abun-
'dantly the’ movmg creatare,’”” (mar.
©gin, “llvmg souly’) Nephesh Chayyah-
Gen,, 1: 20,7 All livilig creatures then
are living souls, 41l have one breath.
“Every living soul (Psuche) in the sea
died.” Rev. i6:3.
phesh Chayvah apphed to- all hvmg
creatures in Gen. 1:21.24,30. Then liv-

ing ‘sioul carries nothmg differentin its-

apphcatxon to man from its apphcunon
1o other creatures. Are any of "them
conscious in death?  No. Theterm "ig
-applicable alike to all, and all die alike,
and all go unto one place. ' '
Also there are four terms in the Bible
rendered spirit ‘in our translation as
follow: Ruach and ’\Ieshamab in:the O,
“p.; and Pneuma and Phantasma, in the
‘New Testament, We may find Nesha-
mah is only. rendmed spirit: twice in: the

Lt is also rens

“And-God smd Let the'

Yowwill find also’ Ne=

23
O. 1% But spirit i all other places in it
is from Buach. Phantasma is render-
ed spirit in Matt. 14: 26; Mark 6:
49 but from Pneuma in all other places
inthe N.T. Then the original terms are
not»synonymous, and spiritand soulren-
dered fromthese are -not one and the
same thing. ‘Fhe.Hebrew word Ruuch,
rendered spirit'is found -400 times, or
more, in the Hebrew text and its -cor-
responding Greek word Pneuina occurs
3$5times in the N, ‘I, and neither of .
them is once found translited soul.

When thhel one is used'the other is not”
meant:, ‘Kuach in the Hebrew text is
rendered in 20 different ways. Itisren-
dered wind 95 times. breath 28 times,
mind 6 times, blast 4 times, life, reason.
love, mercy. ete.. ete. Hence *‘thespir-
it (breath, Ruach;) shall return unto
God who gave it:” Eee.12. 7. Thisis
the Ruach of all men, which- God gave
to all men.  Does; the breath of allmen
retarn in & conscious state? If so this is
universalsalvation of the breath of ali
sinners in ‘a- conscious state. To-this

“trick- of saving Ruach; breath, by death

of the body, hias cofme heathen philosphy,
‘that has eloaked it with-a Christian garb
and mdde Ruach.the fable of the soul
bung the real man. that never _dies..
Gome mere modern have, forsuken this,
and fiy to the spirit a8 bemg the inde-
pendent enitity, or man, that never dies,

therefore independent life; and always
consuous.‘ One of God's sane; living
souls ‘that bas ever slept one night at
the age of maturlty ought to know bet-
ter. Seeing that earthly organs in
sound sleep cloge out all intelligence
or commumoatlon, even.in life reason
gays with the Biblesound gleep closes
every mental avenue, or faculty, to S8y
nothing of the greater power of death
and deeay. In Christ’s “*humiliation his
judgroent was taken away.” Acts 8:33.

Distin¢tion must be made between

Hades. hell, where Christ’s soul went
when his 1udomentqutaken away, and

Gehenna, hell-fire, "The word “hell’"in,
old .usage by ' Finglish ‘speakivg people
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¢y through her slull of changingthings
to‘‘practice and prosper’ gave it its pop-
ular, present signiticance. It was once
properly and synonymously used with
theterms.pit and grave..When the King
James translators could not get the tor-
ment idea into the text they translated
the Hebrew word Sheol grave, or pit.
When they thought the text wounld
ailow it they translated Sheol and
Hades hell. They were still entangledin
Romanbondage. But the translators of
the Revised Versionin a straitbetween
their scholarship and the enthrallment
of Papal theology transferred the words
instead of rightly rendering the terms
Sheol and Hades, while if they had
rightly rendered these termsthey would
have corrected hell terrors, ,and’th_eilj
terrors of hell, founded on the Serpent’s
lie. Then they got Christ’s soul into
llades instead of hell. Acts 2 31:
Therefore where you find grave or pit
from the Hebrew text by the King James
translators, you  will find Sheol in

the R. V. And you find hell in the Greek

tcxt when rendered from Hades in the
« V. of the N. 1", And where you
ﬁnd hell-fire, some times hell, you will
find Gehenna. The King James trans-
latorsalso rendered ‘Tartaroo hell.
Were the revisers afraid to face
hell’s throne, or aghamed.to face scholar-
ship, that they transferred words from
the original text, instead of rendering
them so 48 to be understood by the
English reader? It couldnot "he the
latter. The course that shields them
from popular criticism - dishonors God.
The King James translators had al-
ready translated Sheol the corespond-
ing word for Hades,
pit 3 times. Isthis a lake of fire in
which the dead are tortured .in con-
sciousness? ‘Do not keepsilent and cery

out ‘‘irreverence,’” -A traditional scare
I8 no argument, and it is never truth.
Mr, Jackson do not dread this profess-
ional secret:. God’s judgment will bring
it to light.

grave 31 times, and

Jackson-Gibbs Discussion.
simply meant to be hidden in darkness;)
to cover,conceal, to hide. But the P-tpu- thaps 65 times in the O.
iponding ‘word in the beptuagent Ha-

Sheol occurs at least GS ‘times,' per-
. lts corres-

des. also occurs 11 times in the N. T

Gehenna 12times in the N. T. Sheolis
rendered grave 30 or 31 one times, hell
30,0r 31 times, pit 3 times. The He-
brew Lexicographer, Parkhurst, says;
““Sheol signifies that which is common to
all; the common receptacle of all the
dead.” This is what the pure Hebrews
believed, and the text they relied on.
throughout ‘teaches.

Hence the first passnge in which
the word Sheol occurs is Gen. 3T 35y
where Jacob in mournig over tlie loss
of Joseph said “For I' will go down in-
to the grave (Sheol, hell) mourning-.”
Go down mourning, not mourn afrer he-

.went - down:into our opponent’s.hell

or “infernal regions.” Job said. “O
that thou wouldest hide my soal-in the
grave’ (Sheol, hell). Job 14: 15, Is this
our oppenent’s paradise or his_ rich
man’s typical bell?

J. W. Jackson’s First Reply:

lagfée fully with ‘Mr. Gibbs as to
“the rules of honorable discussion’ and

the necessity. of a clear definition of the

terms of the proposition. In the :latter
item Mr. Gibbs has failed for, though -
be has done much defining, he hias ov-
erlooked those terms of the pr0p0s1t10n-
upon which the issue depends.

Mr. ibbs also forgot one ot his rules
concerning thie rules of discussion as set
forth in his first parargraph, thus:—
*holding opponent i equal . esteem in
the point of ability with ourself, and
not charge upon him anything he .disa-
vows.” Isay he forgot this; tried to
state - what his ““opponent teaches,’” and
‘“‘his borrowing: Papal dogmas,” etc.
Now if { am to be held equal-to himself
in “point of ability,” I must ‘‘disavow”
bis right to state what I ““teach" or
“*borrow!” 'His tesching is now under
review, not mine; he is the affirmant
and should define his proposition and

G. E. Marsh Memorial Library, Church of God
General Conference: McDonough, GA; https://coggc.org/



Jackson~Gibbs
state plainly - what he ‘‘teaches,”” and
*‘borrows!” T'hough as to ‘‘borrowing,””
I doubt very much the ability of either
Mr. Gibbs or myself’ writing -anything
on this or any other subject w1thout
“horrowmg »  Qriginality is a” scarce
commodity ainong men of this age, and
the inspiration claimed by some adds
nothing to the divine vocabulary.

The proposition as affirmed by. Mr,
Gibbs is, according to hiz agreement, to
be understood as the opposite of that
which he discussed with Brother Me-
Gary. T'hat proposition affirmmed that,
“there is a spifit in wan which survives
“the death of the body and is conscious
between death and the resurrection.”
Hisg proposnrion as a ‘whole must then
be understood as affirming that - man is
"wholly mortal,” that there is nolhmv
inman that survives the death ~of the
body.

As to the terms of “the ~proposition
Mr. Gibbs does notdefine ‘“*nature” and
the phrase “in" Adam.”
riotig omission on his part. His proposi-
tion predicates something concerning
man, viz; that he has *‘one nature,’’
then he restiicts this affirmation, by the
phrase; *in Adam.”  In his next speech
1 hope that he will enlighten nson these
points: - )

About two thirds of Mr. Gibbs’
speech is devoted to a dehmtlon of man,
not man as . he is, “a llvmg soul”’
created in the image of God; but man

" formed out:of the dust of the earth.

I would respectfully remind him ‘that
in the questlon before ug TESTIMONY. i8
necessary, not philosophical specula-
tions based upon the elements out of
which man was formed, and this testi-

mony wust be scriptural - and pertment_'

to the point.

He says, “‘man in- all his parts is a
creation.of.(God, anything in or about
him that is not & part of .this creation,
has no life in it
"ties to impart life, such as air, water
‘and food.” l‘ather.o_n. be shows that
. what he calls'man,” was the body ‘that

Thisis a se-

But may have p10pe1-'

Discussion. ) 30
God formed o fthe dust, hence it. is of
‘this pulseless. -soulless, inanimate MaN,
that he predicates the ‘one nature.”
Forhe says: “Of what wag he created?”
*God remembereth that ‘we are dust.’
Ps. 103: 14. One. nature.” HHis argu-
meit would run thas: *“*Man in all
his parts is a creationof’ God” from the
dust of the earth.. But all his parts
thus created constitute - his nature,
therefore the one uature of man is pusT.
Burt 1 deny his premises, and from his

-own ‘reasonings willshow his position

untenable. )

He aks,**What did the air forced irto
his lung cells cause liiin to become?
“Aliving soul:” " And again he says:
*“After the formation of the first and
earthly man, * * nothing was im-
parted to this soul * * * but ‘the
breath of life.”. * #*.% * His mind or
spirit was theére, by this process of gen-
erating heat and life formed in him.”
Mr. Gibbs says thatthis ‘*breath of life*’
was also breathed into all animals and
they are also called “living souls,”
therefore man in this respect has no
pre-eminence overthe beast,but he as-
SERTS that in man’s case some kind of a
generating process caused by this
breath of life formed in man a mind or
spirit. \Ist‘h)_a philosophy, imagination or
seripture? [Te cites us to ascripture but
evidently made a mistake in his figures.
In Zech, 12 1, it is 'said that “God
formeth the spirit of man’ within him.”

" This word *form” is the same used in

Gen, 2:7- in speaking of the forming or
moulding of man’s body out of the dust
of the éarth. So thatif it be true that
God formed or moulded man’s body it
isequally trae . that God formed or
moulded the piritthat is within man,
and did not leave it to be produoced by
sonmie generating process. ‘I'hig shows
that his first premise is untrae, viz: man
in all his parts is a creation of God from
the dust of the earth. It is true that
“man in all’ ‘his  parts s a creation of
‘God.” ~God formed (created) his body
out of the dust of the earth, and He
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formed (created) his sp

nothing more wis given to man than
“the breath of life,”” and the very same
was given to all animals, how does he ac-
count for the different effects produced?
On one hand is man endowed with
min@, will, conscience, and a conscious-
ness of mortal responesibility, and on
the other hand ‘‘the living souls” with
the same nature, created i the same
manner, yet' -without these qualities.
Will not the same cause, under . situilar
‘circumstances, always - produce the
.same effects? " And as in the. credtioo,
in the life poseéssed, and in death :man
hath no pre-eminence over -the beast,
Mr. Gibbs’ theory cannot account .for
man'sintellectual and moral’ superlor-
ity, His phllosophy, if it can be 80 call-
ed. is very lame. He makes mind a pro-
duct of organization or combination,
and though he asserts that the very
same combm'mon of. air and dust is
found in the creation of ~all: “living
souls,” both man and beast, ' he fails to
show why such combination ghould in
one instance produce or genierate. mind
or spirit, and not .produce the same ef-
fect in al) others. Will he explain this
generating process? “Will he tell us why,
it produced mind in wmdan, and failed
with the other “living souls?”? Is mind
a property of matter? Or, does mind
depend upon some peculiar organiza-
tion of matter: for itsexistence? But
why try. to
speculation? Why not accept the plain

statement of Scripture that God ¢reat-.

ed the spirit of man within him ? 9

The man, then, whose pature we arein
search of, is presented to us in Seript-
ure as ‘‘created in the image of God.”
Gen. 1:26,27. Wag he “in the image of
(od’? before his spirit . was formed in
bim? And .even according .to Mr.
Gibbs his spirit-was not formed in, hlm
until God had breathed into him tbe
"breath of lives, hence man‘was not ““in
theimage-of God"” until he became “‘a
living -soul.”

dive into the realms of

Then man stood foxth saithhe unto t

were. saved by

Jackson~Gibbs D1seussxon.

jrit within biim. |*the image and glory of God,” and this
But aguain, as Mr. .Gibbs says that ' puts to rout Mr. Gibbs

' theory of eon-
fining the term MaN to the hody created
out of the dust of the earth.

Again man is called ‘wthe offspring of
God”. Acts17: 29: Did Paul refer ‘to
a senseless, pulseless, inanimate body
formed of 'the dust of the earth?
Certainly not. Tiet us look a¥
from the divine standpomt A
ing’ soul; *‘the offspring; . of “God,”
~the image and glory of’ god,” a being
whow . God loved and.for whom Christ
died To THis man ‘the gospe is 'ad-
dressed, and exceeding - gleat ‘and - pre-
cious proxmses madée. - We know enough
of his nature to know that” he. can- ap-:
plehend what God has spoken “and the
great and important question s wbat
is to be his destiny? Will'he accept
God’ spromlses and do his wiil and have
eternal 11fe, ‘or will he Teject them’ ‘and
go away into everlasting pumshment"
To “*fear God and keep his . cdommand-
ments? is of far more 1mpox ‘tapce-than

philosophical speculatmns ag to his nat- "

ure and intermediate state

~But this brings mé to notice what he
says nbout “living soul:”’- It igtruethat:
the .word soul’ is used sometimes as.
pqmvmlent ‘to persons; as ‘‘eight souls
water.” - 1.Pet, 3 2L.
Phen it is used tn Tepresent life; and
somefimes it is uged t0 represent the
mind or spirit.. AS instances of the lat-
ter 1 cite the following. ‘‘And fearnot
them which kill the body, but are not ,
able to Kill the soul, but rather fear::
him which is able to destroy both soul’
and body in hell. *  Matt. 10: 2‘5 Ev1-_
idently soul PSUCHE, here meaus wmore
than the life of the: body,.for though'
man may kill® the body the: :soul sur-’
vives; he - cannot kill it ~T'hat power
belonds only to God.’ “«Behold mniy ser-
vant wbow, I have.chosen, my beloved,
in’ whom my soul is well pleased.”
Matt. 1% I18; This is u‘od’s language
by the prophet. Here again God’s soul
means. more fhan God’s life. -‘Then:
hern, V,[y soul is exce6d-
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ing sorrowful even-unto death.” ‘Mate,

26: 39 Jesus did not here' mean “his 11v
was sorlowful but uﬂed the word goul
a8 equivalent to - spirit. :

[ have cited these insrances to show,
that though -we may huve exuct verbal:

detinitions we must also note the - vari-
ed usage of them. [t would be worse

than folly, formstance torapply hisdefi-.

nition of Ruaca, sir, wind. breath tivev-
ery p!ace where wé find’ the word spir-

it ‘God is represented to us asthe Fath-

er of the spirit of il flesh-or of all men,

‘Heb 12:9: \Tum 16:22;27: 16. And wheu‘
‘man dles “then shall thée-dust'retarn to

‘thie earth; as'it was, and the spirit ghall’
returt untg God who gave it "Ece. 12:
7.. Mr. Gibbs says, in his speech “the
gpirit, (breath Ruach) shall réturn unto
God who gave it.” He forgot that he
had 'man alréady posessed of  breath
NRSHAM4, and this beath or air forced
intohis fungs produced minds or Spirits.
Which do .you prefér, :the scrlpture or
tblsgeuemted breath Mz, (;rlbb‘i speaks
of?

‘We'have - already shown  that - God
forms the 8pirit - WIthm man - and this
list quoted Scnpture telle ‘us that the
Spirit'is somethmg God give man not
something generated by a- prncess su-
permduced b) puniping air’ into -his
lungs. - And that spirit even aceording
to Mr. Gibbs is MiND g0 that wlen man
dies hig' body returns to dust and his
mind returns to God who.gave it.

T'he next terms " to which he gives at-
tention demarnd some -notice. These
terms are Suror, ‘HaDus, GLHLNNA It
is a. lumentable tact thnt the fdllure of
the King James- nanslators, in .many

instances, has given occasion for s great;

deal oferroneous teachmg, and some-,
times greater error is: committed by
“would-be “translators. Lef s iry. to

avoid errors and keep strictly wuhm one of them.

tLe territory:of Scriptural trath. ;|
The ‘word.. Gehenria occurs but 12

1

‘will bring down my gray hairs wit:

Discussion. 32

that which ‘ig lnaden or concealed; but
in later tlmes the word is simply used
to denote a place of torment or punish-
ment, In ‘Acts 2: 27 it is Linproperly us-

ed as a txanslanon of the word Hapns—
the unseen world. The Ilebrew word
Suxor and jts Greek ‘equivalent Hanws.

are variously translated as Mr. Gibbs
says. Bat Ideny that either of the
words ever.does ‘meun the grave, The

quotation given from Parkhurst shows
that Sheol meant mére than thegrave;”
the coinmon: receptaele ofall" the dead.
The Hebrews had a word for grave,
'szmt ahd this word is used'in the plu-
ral numbeér. Sheol and Hades are al-
ways in the. singular namber. Bat
does it not.mean grave in ths .passage
quoted, Gen.. 37:35? No, it does not,

and on :this pointI give an extract
»borrowéd”  from Dr. George Cz\mp-
bPH s 6th. dissertation. He says:—[

freely: acknow]edge thnt by translating
SHEOL THE'GRAVE, the parport of the
sentericé is often expressed with suffi-
cient'clearness! “The exaiople last quo-
ted from Genesis' is an evidenee, Ye-
sor:
row ‘tothe grave, undoubtedly ‘gives
the meanincr of the sentence in the
or)vmal. notwnhsrandmg,that the Eng-

lish word GRaVE doés tot'hide rhe mein-

ing of the Hebrew word smmor. This
may, at first. appear-a paradox; but
will " not be found so when exdmined.
Suppose-one in relating the circumstan-
ces of a friend’s death; should say,
“*I'his unlucky accident brought him to
his shroud,” another should say, -‘It
brought. hlm to his cofﬁn," a third, “ [t
brought hitn to ‘his grave.” 'T'hesame
sentiment is expressed by them all, and
thege plam words.... “This acecident
proved - the cause . of his death;’ are
equlvnlentto what -was said by evely
But can we justly infer
thence; that the: Fntrhsh words SHROUD

_COVEIN, GRAVE, and DEATH are synony-

“times in. ‘Seripture and is translated|mnous terms? It would not be pretended

Tror T

The original sinflification of the | by.those who knew Kngiish. Yet] have

hell was “the under world;" or.not heard ‘my argument - stronger than
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this for accounting the Hebrew words
SueolL and KiBER synionymous?”’

[n addition, itistohe'noted that the
Hebrew SHroL is never represented
in the Greek by any other word than
#aDES. Kach language has words for
grave, sepulchre, tomb, but such ‘words
were never used by them as transla-
tions of, or synonymous with, SHEOTL
and Hapus. ‘

Hades occurs 11 times in the New
"I'estament and does not, in a single in-
stance, mean GRAVE—DNoOt even in Acts
2 27. Christ’s-body was in Joseph's
new tomb, and his soul which man
could not kill was in Hapbus, and was
not left there,

Having now noticed the main points
of Mr. Gibb’s speech, L’ will  give a
brief 1%4pnnl.1non of the pomts, and
then await his nextspeech.

As [ have before said this question is
not to be determined by philosophical
disputation, nor by ridicule, but by
seriptural testlmony lfwe cannot bring
such testimony to bear upon-the points
at 1ssue then the gquestions must remain
unsolved and be relegated to theTealms.
of **untaught questions™’ or strifes about
words to no profit. Mr:. Gibbs believes
he bas scripture testimony towarrant
his affirmation  that man is “wholly
mortal.””: If this be proven the second
part of his proposition follows as a con
sequence, for ‘when man dies there is
no more MaN, nothing left but the orig-
inal elements. which entered into
his formation, viz: dust and air.

We have seen however that Mr. Gibbs
failed to define the term ‘‘naiure,”
unless he means for us toinfer that by
nature he means the elements out of
which man was formed. Buteven in
this there is some contusion -for lie has
man made of but.one element, DpUsT.
Then by pumping air into the lungs .of
this dust man a “living soul‘* is pro-
duced who has no pre-eminence over
the beuasts of the field, until by a progess
of generation a mind or-spirit is  pro-
duced in man. Of this “living - soul”’

‘breathed into -it.

Jackson-Gibbs:Discussion.

possessed of mind or spirit Mr. Gibbs
predicates nothing more than he does
of the seuseless, pulseless, inanimate
body before the ‘“‘breathof lives” was
His ‘mind seems to
be fixed npon -dust and air and views -
the mind or spirit of man as the product
of those two elements, hence when man
is dissolved into - hig constituent ele-
ments mind ceases to be. This forever
destroys the identity of the individual,
and destroys the doctrine of the resur-
rection. For if his theory be true,
there will of neceqsnv be & re-creaion.

a reforming of the body out of the dust’
of the earth, and a repumping into it of
the breath of life.

l liave shown that ag: God

man’s body.-so he formed the spirit.of
man within him. and that his spirit
survives the death of the body. be-
cause, 1. Man cannot kill it though he
does Kill- the body. 2. The spirit ve-
turns to God who gave it, ‘
“1 shall await Mr. Gibbs’ second
speech for further Wmarl\s, hopmg t hat
he will not forgetto deflne :the térims,
nature and the phrase in Adam. and
also give the proof of the genppating’
process by which mind is produced in
man. ’

After printing Mr. Jackson's reply
to the ¢lose of page 32 he called-our at-

‘tention to the following errors, which

we gladly correct, and ask the reader
to closely observe before reading our
gecond speech:

On page 381,and in ninth line of the
first column, it should read moralrespon-
sibility instead of mortal responsibility.

At the close of paragraph near the
centre of the first column, page 32, it
should read ‘*produced mind, spirit, Ru-
ach, or some more breath! Father of
breaths! Father of minds or 'spirits“’
instead of produced minds or.8pirits.

In the next column twenty lines from
the close of column it‘should read ‘‘the
English word grave . does not give the
meaning of the Hebrew - word ‘saroL"
ingtead of ‘hiide the meaning.” '
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Wm. L. Gibbs’ Second Speech

Mr. Jacksonin F. F. of April 17 sat

injudgment on us and said, ‘*As to a:
1 did agree to .do*

discussion with him,
80, but now decline.” But some pow-
er bad him to decline this declination
and [ift him up on the rostrum, and
herelieis. . Hecould not suffer the dis-
cussion to close'in that shape. “Thou-
sunds thought it was closed by what
he said. perbaps, ere he began.

3%

How can man. fear God and keep hig
first commandment in the commission,
which is to preach the gospel, and in-
stead preach Papal bellfear,and itz god
and Christ, the immortal breath that
never dies? His Iuach,breath, his god
blew into his nose and forced into his
lungs, lives without breath for it is im-
mortal breath itself. This windy off-
gpring he claims, is that of God. But
Luke said that was‘‘a living soul,” or
son,that God made, Adam. Tuke 3'38.

Diseussion.

He does not find fault with the defini-1 gy op philosoply seems like folly to us in

tions we gave, but he wants us to define
more. - We w111 and prove all.

Our questicns were to bring out his’
g qvowals and disavowals. Should he'

, fuddle, muddle, puddle. Out of.the

!two propositions we get from the othier

mdeabodlless body  of breath in hell
flames. Breath tortare in hell-fire

deny his breath man we know he must witnout any deliverance.

hold to, as we have already shown, he
sarrenders all.

I'here is a.vast dlfference in: learn-
vlng and holding to the Bible and- fall-
inginto the trap of error, and it bold-
ing fast its victim: The: last is the
borrowing we had reference .to. Mr.
Jackson ‘must not then . supply his

Keber in hell, or liell in Keber,

, What never dies.””

Jackson has gotten.
which?
And a Christ that'was never in. Hades.
Therefore a man must fear God on ac-
count of His breath going to hell. Well!
A'badlikeness of God, this thing.is.
Tike the Frencli woman’s “Jay-bird,
‘ The idea of a man’'s

“And now. Mr.

terms and usage for those of the Bible.!njina or spirit being breathed.into the

Pléase be more caréful. In this way he !
leads himself into vain philosophy.

Our opponent’s mind isvcertamly' fix-
ed on'that breath, Raach, that God sent

:nostrils and formed-in the lungs, a pris-
}on'er- to

escape, pulseless, formless.
breathlexss, bodiless, senseless through
death -itsdoor, and deliverer, and Christ

into the langs of Adam; his third m“”\’,mto God’s plesence' This is Mr. Jack-

he calls lmmortal divine, and the Papal’
hell that his immortal air is to be
warned of, to have it go back to his god
in a conscious state, that it might not
be kept awake in hell flames for ever.
With his eye on this he says, “Fear
(God and keep his commandments.

Neither Solomon, nor any other inspir-

éd writer and speaker ever based fear

“on hell, the grave, for they knew and
. taught that all men bad -to go to helly
the grave, even Christ did this for all.
;But his Psuche, Peter said, **was not left
in hell,” Hade's.,the grave. Acts 2:31.

_Inspired men baséd their teaching of

fear, not on the destraction of .this
world and life, but on the judgmentand
destructlon of the willfully disobedient
‘then in fhe world to come. 2 T'hess. 1:9,

Ihen)

son’slord from heaven. “the-last Adam
(which) was made a quickening spirit.”
that never tasted death. 1 Cor. [5: 45.
But Paul bas thig, the man Christ, that
was dead in the deep, inhell: What
di,d' we teéll you, dear audience? He
| mast hold to this or fly from Rome to
Jerngalem: from the son of perdition fo.
the man of sorrow, Christ.

But we'will proceed to define, and

then come to farther classification, us-
age of more scripture, and arguments
based thereon:

Is there consciousness in death? Da-
vid said “Thou will not leave my
sonl.1n hell.” (bheol Psa. 16: 10. He

gaid ‘of Christ, * l‘hon wilt not leave
hig soul in hell** (Sheol). Is there con-
scionisiiess in.the soul “there? ~‘T.et the
wicked be silent in the grave.” (Sheol,
«Psa. 31:17. Not lJet them fall
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into a literal death and Hades, hell, |29 30; 10: 28; I8: 9; 23: 15, 33: Mark 9: 43,

and lift up their dead eyes and noisy
appeals to Abraham’in his (Abraham‘s)
own bosom, the paradise his partner
set up by his twist of parables, etc. ‘0O
that thou wouldest hide mein the grave»
(Sheol, Hades: hell,) that thou wouldest

keep me secret,” Job 14: 13, not in con-

troversy ‘with the bodiless bodies in hell
flames. * “Till my time come.” V. 14.

Then in the New Testament, old ver-
sion, we find hell rendered from- Hades,
Gehenna, and "Tartaroo. "Here when
we find hell rendered from Hades, it
never refers to ihe place of the punish-
ment of the - wicked dead, nor to: future
punishument after the resurrection, when
-the resurrected ones (now dead) will be
judged before the open books, and" ‘‘re-
warded according to their works.”” not
before. Rev. 20: 12; 32: 12.

Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible, says
that Hades means, ““The state of the
dead in general, without any restric
tion of happiness or misery.” Soloman
says “There is no work, nor device,
nor knowledge, nor wisdom in the
grave (Sheol) whither thou (the man in
God's image) goest. ‘Wm, R. Alger says
the popular doctrine is “a mythical
_growth.” )

Geo. Campbell,’ the author our oppo-
nent uses, 2 Presbyterian commenator
of"Scotland, says of Hades in the N. '
text, . ‘It signifies the state of the dead
in general, withoutregard to goodness.”
Moses Stuart. says, . “The -meaning
grave, sepulchre, depository of the
dead.” Hell, the old Saxon word
meant just the same, that is to’ cover.

Therefore when a thing - was helled it

was covered -up. It:had no reference
to ;punishment of c¢onscious, . bodiless
souls.

The word Gehenna in the N.T. text,

does not appear in the - beptunfrent
Greekof the Old Testament. It stands
to the resurrected who may die the
second death as Hades stands now to
those who die the first in Adam; It oc-
curs in the following texts: Matt 5: 22,

45, 47, Luke 12: 5; Jas. 3: 6.« This word
was employed, it séems, only by the
Jews, as it does not appear in any clas-
gical author of ‘the world: It referred
to'the Vally of Hinoim. It was not
employed by inspired speakers and
writers when they addressed heathens,
a8 orthodoxy uses it'to:day. ‘I'heLord
used it .in addressing : hypocritical
Scribes and Pharisees of the Jewish na-
tion acquainted with its use, saying,
“‘How can ye escape the Judgment of
hell?”’ Gehenna. 'l‘hns;udoment is not
that of Hades, the grave, but the judg-
ment that when used:in -reference to
persons carries the guilty body and soiil
into hell, (Gebennn) for destruetion .of
both.in the second death. When Christ
will do the destroying. There: the

‘soul perishes' withoit hope of anothier

resurrection. Yet it bhad its.'typical
meaning and as the Vally of Hinnom’
wasjust outside of the city of Jerusalem,
where sacrifices were once offered to
Moloch, - and iri -which they kept con-
tinual ﬁres, not allowed to be quenched,

for the censumation of the offal, gar-'
bage, carcasses; etc: of the. city, 8o’ the’
Jewish, defiled system,-and institntions
asdend ones ‘wereto go into the-judg-
ment of God‘s unquenchable . fire, the
spiritual Gehenna. John: theBapﬁst in-
formed ‘the wicked Jews that the ax
and burial of unquenchable fire”” await-
ed them. Matt. 3:10-12. But in-its lit-
eral use it. points forward .to' the
second death. When those in the fut-
ure not .worthy on judgment to enter
the holy city ‘will as. dogs, liars, eté,
be cast as ‘*‘death and . hell” (or -the.
dead raised out of hell)' into the lake
of fire. This 15 the sécond . death.?-
Rev. 20:.14; 22:15: - Matt. 10: 28, They,

‘were not permitted to torture any creat-

ure, - So no lives were in the Valley of
fire fortorture. "They then could only
cast the bodies of dead criminals for the
highest offenses into thistypical Gehen-
na, the Grecian mode ofspelling the He-
brew words -which are translated ‘‘the
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brew words which are translated (he‘
»*Valley ofHinnom.”” There were no.
conscious convicts therein.

Our apponents leave these terms and
their scriprural usage under the Papal
cover, making irappear hell is hell and
all Papal hell, both now and forev-
er, when this very house of the deadit-
self shall deliver up its captives. * All
that are in their graves shall come
forth.** John 5. 28 'The judgment
books must be opened first, then the.
grave shall **‘give up the dead which
were in it, and death and hell delivered
up the dead which were in them, and
they were judged every man according
1o their works.” Rev.20: 13. Then.*O
grave where is thy victory?’ 1 Cor. 15:
So Hudes, hell, is not eternal, bat it
delivers up its victims, for Christ pur-
chased all out of the Adamic sleep in
hell. “T'hen they that sleep in the dust
(not in Paradise) of the earth shal
awake.' Dan. 12: 2. Then it is‘‘af-
ter’’thislife in the next world where the
wicked will go into Gehenna, that none
shall fear the wicked, for there is
then ‘‘nothing more they can do.”
I'hose who quote Matt. 10:28, let Luke’s |
explanation remain gilent. 1t 18 the{
wicked one that kills the soul and sends!
it to hell in tnis age and evil world, but .
this power will not go over beyond his
vietim coming torth -from Hades., and
destroy his soul in Gehenna. Hence
Luke says, “I say unto you my friends,
(not others,) Be not afraid of them that
kill the body, (take the life of the soul lost
in Adam,) and after that (this present
evil world of thi1s age)have no more
they can do. Butl will forewarn you
whom ye shall fear: Fear him, which
after hé hath killed hath power to cast
intohell.”” Ge~henna, not Hades. Luke
12: 5 This explaing why .Jesus said the
evil one connot kill the sonlin Matt. 10:
28, After that, after his timeofKilling,
he cannot Kkill the soul under Christ’s
reign. Christ isto ‘‘destroy him that
hath (now) the power of death.”” Heb
2:14: Hades is tobe conquered and made]

G. E. Marsh Memorial
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to deliver up her dead. Afterthig, Ge-
henna is the place where Chbrist (not Ad-
am in his present wicked reign) will de-
gtroy life, or both goul and body in hell,
of those that obey not. o Matrhew did
notexplain how the enemy, Adam,is not
able to kill the soul **after that,” his
time of evil reign is up, but T.uke does.
“After that” Christ will reign and  de-
stroy souls in Gehenna. where Hades
power will be destroyed, or-swallowert
up. **And death and hell (Hades) were
cust into the second death.” Rev. 20:14.

The cessasion of Hades’ power to hold.

its vietims, and the death and tinal de-
struction of the soul in Geheuna. ‘I'he
enemy’s power and Hades areito pass
away. ‘hen why fear? 'I'his hody and
life are not the one we hope for: :
Neither of the witnesses had reference

to the wicked not being able now.to Kill.

living souls, but to being. disabled: from
doing more atter that. “I'nat. he counld
send none into the literal Gebenna;
eternal ‘deith in the age -or -workd to

.come. Mr. Jackson ought to rightly di-

vide and reach the word in:its seasons.
Answer this: Was God?s love manifest-
ed that man’s soul might: not die. and
go into Hades, hell, or that it might not
go into and perish in Geéhenna? John
3: 16. Could there he eternal life. with:

"out the conquering of Hades by the.res-
I'he apostate Mother might

urrection?
say to Mr. Jackson, remain speechless.
here. He has you, keep stilll
mind her? Theii where is your -con-
scinusness, now in hades, or in Gehen-
na, thefsecond death?. Be silent, un-
less you say that Adam is the giver of
eternal life. Thisis just what Rome
teaches. Will yon? ls this ‘‘eternal
life* in her son? or in God’sson? 1
John 5: 12.

Christ 1aid down his Psuche. soul or
life unto death. John 10: 17. “He
poured out his soul unto death.” lIsa.
23:12. “He made his grave, (Hades,
hell,) with the wicked.” V.9. Could
he have taken up his life from death
and Hades without the eonquering pow-
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er of the resurrection? [t is after the
dead come out of Hades, Paul said,
““Where O Hades! .(bell) is thy viec-
tory?” 1 Cor. 15:53.

Mr. Jackson admits we defined Sheol
and Hades its equivalent correctly, and
we showed that they were rendered
grave 31 times, ag wellas hell 31 times
in the Old Testament, but he says,
[ deny that either of the words ever
does mean the grave,” Good by Bible,
and the scholarship of the whole world.
‘I'nen no part of Christ was in the grave,
Note that Mr. McGary for denial of you
as well.

Tartaroo-used by Peter in 2 Pet. 2: 4,
is the ‘*nether parts of earth,” when us-
ed in reference to the *‘grave’ by the
Jewish scriptures. When Pharao and
his host.of Egyptians were overthown
and covered in the deep, God said, *I
made the nations shake at the sound of
his fall, when. [ cast him down to hell
(Sheol) with them that descended into
the pit,”” to “*be comforted in the nether
parts of earth,” “T'hey went-:down into
hell” {Sheol, the grave) **Down into the
nether parts of earth,” ¢‘the deep.”
Ezek. 31:15-17; 32:21-27. If sleep in rest
from their punishment and shame was
not their comfort God gave, what wasit,
congciousness. in hell’s paradise? Was it
not the deep,or*‘the heartof theearth”
that holds them in death as it held
Christ in this **deep,’” ‘‘three days and
three nights?”. Matt..12:40. Did not
Paul say, “Who shall descend into the
deep? that is to bring up Christ again
from the dead?”
the former living soul, *Christ, been
there 1n death? Were Christ and Paul
mistaken? ‘““Now (after he had risen)
that he ascended, (not to Paradise in
death.) what is it but that he also de-
scended 1IRST into . the lower parts of
earth?.” Was the one that descend-
ed dead, and the same one that ascend-
ed into life? “He that descended is
the same also that ascended up far
above all heavéns, that he might fill
all things.” Eph. 4: 9, 10. Will Mr,

Rom. 10:. 7: Had not'

Jackson-Gibbs Disecussion.

Jackson state whether or not he belive$
Christ was conscious 'in Sheol, Hades,
bell, the place the heathens called Tar-
taroo, the nether parts, or world?
Was he dead? asleep or awake? *‘But
now is Christ risen (out of hell not Par-
adise) and become the first fruits of
them that slept.” 1 Cor. 15: 20.

Now we return to the two spheres
and their respective natures, which we
gave from God through Paul. But Mr.
Jackson wants us to define nature, from
a more biological and physological §tand-
pbint, we suppose. Nature from the
Latin natura, 'signities the material of
which a thing consists, as he believes
also. “From the Latin natus, borrp or
produced,” says Wkebster., Not born
alone. Any species of being has but

one nature, but it may have different.

attributes for the various functions in
that one nature. Hence Webster says,
“The sum of qualities and attributes
which make a thing what it is. as dis-
tinct from others.” Native charcter crea-
ted, or essential quality.”
or species.’
than,two spheres
pective;beings can

in which their re-
live, and their or-

gans and sensens perform their func- .
Can functions act and they dead? ..

tions?
Your man in.God’s image is organless
pulseless, senseless, in death says Mr.
McGary; therefore functionless, and un-
coonscious. Yet

Hence sort,
Mr. Jackson have we more,

Mr. Jackson hus the .

wicked nothing returning to God who -

gave it, not formed it. Forit has neith-

er body nor form nor functions unless it

goes in another direction and gets in-
to hell-tire with full fledged organs.
Does he disavow this? He makes.>olo-
won shove them all off Godward. God
never gave - man mind, or spiri‘t‘ by
breathing the thing itgelf into his nos-
trils. He formed that in man's head,
not.in his nose and lungs.

He asks us what we mean by. gene- -
rate,and what .we mean by being in Ad- .

ram. We mean to cause, or to produce-

To create, to give -form. to originate...

Regenerate to reproduce, to create
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anew, ‘‘to form into a new and better
state,” ag Mr. Webster says. ‘I'o be in
Adamis to be of his prodiaction as a
branch of his nature and house, or lost
dominion, or world. Or a production
by God through a law created in him.
Therefore as &> member toshare hisloss-
es, sorrow, penalty, death.

We close, suggesting that both sides
be diagrammed in following speeches.

‘“Where Art Thou?' Gen. 3:9,

The following from Mr. Jackson, in
Firm Foundation of April 17, explains
itself. I'bat third Adam. orbodiless,
breathless lord and breath,in God's im-
agein the first Adam, was and is too
much for him. 1t was breathed in as
the life and immortal image of God: it-
gelf. not togivelife and - image to the
soul God had said He would make in
his own image:

“W.L.Gibbs, inthe March issue of his
paper, commenting on-a report recently
made by Bro. D. D. Rose in this paper
gays.”

“Itisremarkable that such good men
as D. D. Rose is 8o blind and asleep in
thé midst. of thunder claps he cannot
heéar the F. F. denying Christ and the
brethren of the Lord and cannot see

that it is no longer of the church, bati
Shall we eat with such -

has gone out? )
at the table of the Devil? No!”?

On another page of the same issue in
speaking of discussing a question with
me, he says;

“Not only this. but the rules of hon-
orable discussion require that the prop-
osition be clearly stated, and the issue
and controverted terms be unequivo-
cally defined; holding opponent in equal
esteem in the pointof ability with our-
self, and not charging upon him any-
thing he may disavow.”

**Now, Lhave letters from W. I.. Gibbs,
written fourteen or -fifteen. years ago,
addressing me as.“Dear Brother Jack-
son:” and can cite reports to the Firm
Foundation which show clearly that

‘years ago.

Discussion. 38
gition and work. He says the F. F.
denies Christ, has gone out of the
church, and eats at the table of the
Devil.

The facts in the case are.the F. F.
stands exactly where it stood .sixteen
It teaches the snme gospel
it then taught.is in the same chuarch it
was then, and euats at the sama table,
and does now, as then, beheve in and
bow in submission to any sind all teach-
ing coming from the Lord Jesgus. His
charge thenis not only utterly false,
but contrary to the rules of honorable
dlgcussion by his own statement, and
condemns himself as the party who
has ‘‘gone out.”

For. if he believed sixteen years ago
when writing to me as he now teaches,
he stands convicted of bypocrisy.
Then1t was ‘Brother Jackson,” then
he was in fellowship with ugs. Now he
renounces us in every thing as Papalists,
Imomortalists. I[ntidels, and associutes
of devils.- Why? Not because there is
any change.in our ‘faith and practice,’’.
but because he has changed, or.if he
denies changing convicts himself of.
having worn a cloak of deceit. The
latcer [ do not charge against him but-
teel sure he will not deny having chang-
ed, and thus prove that he ig the:party:
who bag *‘gone out.” An explanation
along this line is due his readers.

As to a discussion with him, I did
agree todo 8o, but now decline it. His
peculiar ideas ot ‘“honorable discussion’’
as expressed in above quotations, coup-
led with his blasphemous charge that
the table of the Lord is “‘the table of i}:e
Devil,” are sufficient reasons for de-
clining his effusions. Besides this, as
those of our readers know who have
had the patience to wade through the
flood of words which he calls an article
in 8earch of an idea, his entire writing
seems designed to darken coungel rath-
er than to give light, He either cannot
or will not express in plain, unequiv-
ocal terms what he believer and prae-

he -was then:in sympathy with our po-| tices,
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Doubtless Mr. Gibbs will flatter him- | we could bring to bear he prefers to be
self that we are “afraid” to dicusss the|a covenant breaker to the disgust.and

questions with him, and we expect
him to 80 announce in his paper. Yet
we desire all his readersto know that
we are at all times ready and willing
to discuss the proposed questions . con-
cerning wan, the Kingdom of heaven,
and the birth of the Spirit as set-forth
by Mr. Gibbs, with any one who will
conform to the rules of honoruble dis-
cussion. and has the ability and man-
hood 10 express himself in terms that
can be understood by the readers: and
if they have any such man produce him.
—J, W.Jackson. in F. F.»

So after all Mr. Jackson’s accusa-
tions, fuss of nany years with robbing
prestige, fun-making, and loud chal-
lenging, we can:not even get him toap-
pear-before God; his readars, and us, the
fool.for Chrigt’s sake, with the discus-
sion in *I'ne Firm: Foundation.

We were going ahead in good faith
when -the above came out. ‘I'he last
reply to. Mr. McGary had been: with-
held for weeks, for.reasons, he under-
stands. -and till after.ouc first .affirm-
afive speech went to.- the public in
WoRrD axp WoRK.
endorsements we are getting from :the
brotherhood:explain to many, at least,
the strange proceedures on his part.

We had been.Informeed by a reliable
brother preacher we would be treated
in this manner.

the mail that bhis violation of contract
'n such uncalled for manner was dis-
honorable.

He then-endeavored to make a new
contract. he has written us since, but
we misunderstood his offer for a new
contract, and instead of inserting:the
manuscript of his rejoinder as his in-
tender private debate on his part: away
from before his readers that knew not
ot it, we answered as all will see, with
the expectation of seeing it in F. F,
For we did,not understand his manea-
vering. But against all the protest

The comments and:

The pretext he gave,
April 17 received a notice by us-throngh

lost coufidence of all his own soberly
thinking friends, at least to those who
have considered the matter seriousiy.
Yet. he will not reconsider the uncoun-
seled. surprising manner of violation;
and come up like a man. If he is con-
vinced of his many errors he ought to
haveinformed us and his readers, and
repent, as the onlyright way out.

His pretext for his reasons of said
violation was well known to him, any
one can see, from his former. assaultg
on vy, if they were not the very ground
upon which he.challenged us, he hav-
ing # knowledge then of all he claims
now as his rensons of declining. And
his follwing statements in F. F, of June
16 confirm what we herein state:

““When we published- W. L. Gibb’s
last article, replying to Brother Mec-
‘Gary’s on the ftrst proposition, it was
announced that we could publish no
more of his articles. We believe that we
are fully jusittied-in this determination,
and when called for, will state in full.onr:
rensons, adding this much, though, that
no reflecroin whatever is intended up-
on the characrer of Mr. Gibbs.

Immediately after publishing his last
article. [ wrote him that. I would con=
tinue the discussion with him privately,

«<ach of us to write a reply as soon as

the otbher’s copy was received. and thus.
finish a dircussion, which at present
rate, would extend over two years
through our respctive. papers.. This [
deemed best for many reasons. He.is
bringing ont the discussion in book.
form—and by hastening the discussion,
the books or tracts would soon be plac-
ed before the people. In rhis way have
the connecred argument before them los-
ing none of it. In my letters.[stated
that if he agreed to this to send me a
copy of his first aricle on second prop-
osition and 1 would reply to ir. He
gent the-article immediately, and 1 re-
plied toit. He published my reply in
his paper, and now insists that . we
coutinue the discussion through our pa-
pers a8 originally proposed. He also
threatens that if [ do not do 8o, he-will
continue the dicnssion of. it, his side of
it. and publish .the book leaving blank
pages to rspresent my-part of it. [ have

Pwritten to bim kindly and respectfully
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and his replies.are not in keeping -with |
his high pretensions as one of ‘‘the
little flock.™

With this explanation 1 drop the
matter of discussing wirh W. I. Gibbs.
We propose. however. o publish, from
time to time such things bearing upon
the subjects which we were to discusg,
as inour judgment will lead thonghtful.
and reasonable persansto just scriptural
conclusions.”’—J.. W. Jackson in F.F,

Now we are not making thismatter
look dark and bad: Heisdoing it against
God, himself, his readers, and us. We
gave him to understand when we un-
derstood his move, that-we could not
encourage him in treating his read-
ers in this manner of withdrawling the
debate by hiscwn choice and violation
from before them, which would have
put them at the expense, and perhaps
disadvantage, of subscribing for another
paper when they learned of the change,
to get the debate. We also informed
him‘we could not make a new contract
with any man that had done whar he has.
“What would be the use?”” Could be not
slide out again?

Why did be get up on his high seat
and lug in a part of what we said to
Mr. Rose to disabuse his (Roses’) mind
of thinking what was done at New Hope
was (raceable to us as the cause? This

. article bad no more connection with the
discussion than a presldeunt’s meseage,
andno more to do with it than other
like articles we published before he
challenged us and made the contract
for publishing the eight propositions,
first in the two papers, and then in book.
form each office to publish its own books.
And now Bro. J. J. Larimore in our
last issue confirms all that we said in
the matter. and bhig, Bro. Larimore’s
article was written and published in
F. F. before he saw March copy of WoRrD
AND WORK.

Then Mr. Jackson changed our lan-
guage, but unintentionally perbaps. We
did not say ‘It isremarkable that such
good men as D. D. Rose,” ete, But ‘“ls
it remarkable?”’

G. E. Marsh Memorial
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Those who have denied Christ’s
brethren have'denied Christ. They are
proving themselves the darkness in the
fleld. But can darkness have fellow-
ship with light? Hence when they
taughtat New Hope that *‘it was not
God’s will that Christ should die,”
somecould not eat, at such atable, and
(teesar, (the ftesh) sought them out to
be rooted up as heretics. Now what
has this to do with the discussion, on
either side? Or what has leftters in
answer to Mr. Jackson’s lefters wrif-
ten years ago upon his false hearsay
have to do with 1t?. Nothing. What
bhashisdenial and wistrearment ofsome
for years, as though all the church was
in bis hands. have to do with his viola-
tion of confract? Nothing. All such
transpired before his chailenge as well '
as since. He, like the Pope, deals with
rnembers as though he is the head of the
body and denies them before the church
deals with them upon Bible law and
evidence, and finds them cases of with-
drawal, and withdraws out of order’
himself. But what has that to do with
the discussion or his’decline? Nothing.

He seems to be touched or  wants to
touch something, hecause we, ceased fo
call him brother upon his self-licensed:

| proceedure, treatment, and denial of
' the faith. Can we recognize theenemy
that denies Christ as our brother? But
what has that to do with his violation,
and seeking to cet away from his roa.rlp_r'in'
if discuss he must? Nothing. Nothing
atalll These things were known before
he challenged us. And we. tried toget
himto seek the truth and not enter in-
to the discussion, till we saw it made
him worse and did no good.

Where then is his pretext for declin-
ing to keep his contract? He has no
substranrial reasons. unless he is ready
to say, Honestly, [ am done for. 1 sur-
render to Christ like an honest man

should. This isnow the ounly gentle-
manly, honorable decline that our
moderate judgment can see he can
make.
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Notice he does not say our charge is'just the white paper, which will tell
in our speech with him, while we were ' the defeat asloudly as he can, and that
under the rules and contract of discus- Gibbs stands not guilty and Jackson
sion with him. That is another matter, gnilty. We can fill the space for both
and our charges are true, and backed of us and to a greater advantage to
up by Bro. Larimore, elders, deacons, “hrist’s glorious bleeding cause.
und many others under the test. [tis Yes, we have changed after the fash-
ull truth, and he has gone back to his ion of n growing, fruit bearing tree.
old trick of misrepresnrations, insread of | But we have not ceased to fail to recog-
coming up like an honorable disputant,|nize any man as a faithful brother
and using the grand apportunity of [ who denies Christ’s word even in the
proving by God's eternal word, and his mouth and in the heart of disciples with
inspired witnesses, that we are anin-|the ugly, opposing muanifestation Mr.
tidel and guilty ofall the schisms he  Jackson does.

snd his paper have repeatedly alleged.
His readers are anxious to see him
prove his many charges for many years.
He now even charges ns with saying,
“I'he table of the, Lord is the table of
the Devil,”” and although it was not a
matter in the discussion, he makes this
another reason for his decline. How
could bhe help but know we did not say
guch a thing? We cannot tell, unless
he calls the Devil's table of 1'ransition
the Lord's table. What was said about
the new table was said in another arti-
cle to. others. He then apprehends
that we willsay he is a‘*‘afraid to dis-
cass the question.” He wants a man
that **has the ability and manhood to
express himself in terms that can be
understood by the readers, and if they
have any such man produce him.” But
this was the kind of talk he made be-
fore the contract. Brethren, have we
a man in all the church that will bow to
such Popish dictates and will speak as
he gives the third man utterance, to
please the tlesh, orthe mortal breath-
lord, which? That fesh or breath lord

gits unmasqued and silent on the
throne before our Lord Jesus Christ.
Why does he not say, my fiat is, you

shall not have my defeat aired in F. F,
before my readers? And not contra-
dict himself by & new proposition to go
on with us away from before his read-
ers? ‘Therefore we wlll have to go on
and finish the contract on our part and
put Mv, Jackson's speeches in as blanks,

He bas in letter threatened, or ug he
calls it, warned us of coming trouble,
and that if our letters and those of oth-
ers to him were published he would do—
well what? Some more prejudicing and
obscuring of the vital issue. We grant
him the liberty to publish all our .let-.
ters to.him, and all those we bave
written to either friends or foes, ask-
ing them to send him a copy of them all
if either he or they desire them publish-
ed. [t :might interest some. Buat the
substance of all on both sides has been
published, 8o far as we know. We
wrote in view of God’s judgment, not in
view of his Papal judgment.

We wrote recently about as follows:
Your decline is inglorious; and with-
out legitimate excuse whatever. It ev-
en came after a part of the ‘*Jackson-
Gibbs Discussion had been printed in
the books weare putting up.

i You also suffered Mr. EcGary to
"make a rejoinder under pretense he
was not making it, when we had
through you and our rejoinders kind-
| ly asked him to use all the space and
"arguments he wanted, ere we made
our closing speech. We suppose now
as then, there is no use for usto ask
equalspace and argument to reply to
bis unfair, unlawful closing rejoinder,
as you have fallen back on your former-
methods of destroying the the teacling
of the Lord's word, etc.

Your mixing our speech with what

you said about the New Hope faith will
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appear to many of the unsuspectful.in |
a false light, as the speech containing
irrelevant matter, and that too contra- !
Ty to our views of honorable discussion. |

This will satisfy the unsuspectful for |
a time, but the great jadgment of God
will bringout all the hidden, ungodly |

spote. Do not forget these facts, that|
then you will know arefacts. Youn have;
gone squarely back on every feat-]

ure of honest manhood, to say nothing:
of your contract, Christ, and his cause. |
Have we written any thing in any of;
our letters in stronger terms than these?
The idea will stand out to muny very!I
prominently, whether you intended it
or not, we allow no defense of the truth.l
in ¥, F., publish none of the books con- !
tracted, and as Gibbs can not get up
the means and interest to push the
work fastser.or perhaps cannot com-
plete the work begun, we can let the
wtiole thing. with the interest killed,
down on him. The hope in putting Mr.
McGary forward was to accomplish
killing the interest,.it will seem, before
the second proposition was reached.
But it grew to the very great disadvan-
tage of Firm Foundationizm, and thank
God all the maneuverlng. taking ad-:
vantage, and ungodly opposition will|
only awake god-fearing ~people the;
more. Such only will besaved. Those'
who admire the mind poisoning, and
mind prejudicing plan are welcome
toall that kind of gain and glory. In
the face of our great disadvantage he
could afford to promise to enlist and
sell the books for a percent,and to vio-
late a new contract too on the same
pretext if be saw that conld be carried
out. : |
L.et God’s old Book stand, justice be
meted out. Rome fall also. if the going
up of the Banner of Jesus makes it
greatly fear. Rev. 11: 1[, 12, i
This we have always oppesed being|
made a personal matter, and we desire
not to see Mr. Jackson continne to cast
‘reflections upon himself bv wicked do-
ing as he has. T.et it be as it is, the
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greatest of all issnes. Oureflort for yeurs
has been to get himto see he against
the protest of brethren who wrote letters
of commendarion of wus, i8 fighting
against God and his servants.

Now Mr. McGary, tell him what you
think of a man that will not defend his
faith, especially under bisown challenge
and contracrt:

**Brother asked him why he did
not contend for the position if he still
believed it was the correct one? He re-
plied that he had said enough on it.
The.idea of » man who claimg to be a
defender of ‘the faith once delivered to
the saints.”” deciding that he has said
enongh on anitem, of what he conscien-
tiously believes to be a partof that fairh
when almost rhe whole world is oppos-
ing that idea, is preposterous, imporent
and contemptibly puerile. in the estima-
tion of all rignt thinking men and wo-
men!

Upon this point I bring against Broth-
er Nall the charge that he has lost eith-
erthe courage of his convictions on
this question or that he is too hard-
headed to confess thut he was mistaken
on that point! And from one or the oth-
er of these charges we think there s
absolureiy no escape for him! Again,
I state withno ill will, and from no mo-
tive save that of fidelity to God’s truth,

_that such a man i8 unworthy of the con-

fidence or sapport of true disciples, till
he repents and confeeses!” —A McGary
in F. F.

All the excuse Mr. McGary had for
speaking in this way to Mr. Nall was,
he was not making a8 much noise about

the confession as he once did. Now Mr.
Nall and all the world, what do von
think of Mr. Jackson and the F, F? Let
justice be done though the Roman
heavens fall? Come to God’s court, not
Caxesars, ‘I'ransition. takethe case.

J. W. Jackson’s Second Reply

Wm. L, Gibb’s Third Speech,

T'he above blank very conspicuously
represents ‘I'ransition and its defeat in
this joint discussion. [t must be the
old, run down, worn ont clock the
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mouse ran up. and- died. [t is dead!
dead!! Will Spiritualism sing its re-
quiem, or offer its hand.to lift it up? I[t’s
too much for Mr. Jackson to get oft
with. He will have togoforthe witch
of Endor.

This is the first time F. F. before the
whole world had to haul down her ban-
ner. But God’s word has surely made
her staft haul it down. Ingloriously it
bas fallen. T'his shows what other
preachers and churches can do for error
it they will only invite Christ in and
wield *‘the sword of the Spirit” faith-
fully. “7This is the victory thatover-
cemeth the world, even our faith.” 1
John o 4. .

Our opponent, Mr. J. W. Jackson,
the F. F., and all his cohorts for their
great cause of T'ransition of the breath
of man, wind of the image, which God
gave him, which is the foundation and
involves all other causes and interests
of the Papalsea, or sectdom. have left
without any good reason, that ‘we can
see, but defeat, *T'he Word of God” in
the field with unprotested sway for the
up-lift of Christ’s banner therein, He
has violated the printed contraet; with-
drawn the discussion from F. F.. with-
ountever appearing in the discussion be-
fore his readers, and ingloriously fallen,
with ull his false accusations, epithets,
odium, opprobrium and challenging to
rest up on his own defenseless, defeat-
ed, uncovered head. Yes thank God,

he has left the ecclesia rising in the pu-:'

rifving fire of God with no other banner
than that of King Jesus to fty to. Let
it go up higher!still higher!! with glori-
ous victory written and blazoned
thereon. Yes: Victory! Victory!! Vie-
tory!!! for Christ Jesus our Kihg. Halle-
luiah!

We now begin where we closed our
last speech. The resurrection coald not
take place in these corrupt dead, lifeless,
barren members of mortal Adam with-
out a reforming or recreating, revitial-
izing power. ‘And it is that bound in
death (not something else) that must be-
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,made alive, released, and restored by
the resurrection or reorganization and
vitalization, which power is Christ.

Manis a sentient being with all his
five senses under.the penalty .of death,
through which corruption, lifelessness,
and sleep come to ali ulike. God made
him a little lower than the angels, and
therefore intellectually (not in nature)
in God’s image, and higher in brain or-
ganism, or mortal power, than thelower

| spicies and forms of earthly life. lItis

i tlien the intellectual range that gave
him the asecendency, glory, honor, and
dominion over all things of tae earth.
Gen. 1: 26. e intellectually being in

‘ God’s image, could stand on n higher

_range of wisdom and move in greater

i power of wisdom than other earthly

creatures. He was able in the begin-

ning tostand in the truth of God but

;“he abode not in the truth, because
there was no. truth in him.” for the

i truth was in God, and only given him
"to keep so long as he coveted it wmore
[thanhe did the lie. John. 8: 44. Christ
for this reason said. **he . is a liar.and
the father of it,”” in that the lie had its
origin in him, the pinnacle of earthly.
intellectual power. God then did not
give origin to the lie that his (God’s)
image could live by the lie. He wmust
live by God’s word. But morally some
of Adam’s intellectual species and
forin have gone lower than sensible
brutes.

These five senses marred, weakened,
‘and fallen asleep in their father, Adam,
must be restored ina new body, and
brought back to God through the resur-
rection; or regeneration.

“You speak as though you think no
animal, or earthly life, is needful to
give form, life, and active power to the
spirit of man. Can you form or create
steam without water and heat? Can
vou produce sap in a tree without its
body? Can these produce, or form an
apvle without both? Can any of these
existlong without food, such as earth
and sunshine? Arethey not all earthly
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or.of the earth? "Yetthese parts have|16. Then our spirits are earthen ves-

different names. So it is with the con-
stituencies and organs for different
functions of man’s body. But they are
all of the earth, earthy, says Paul. 1
Cor. 15: 48.

Yon speak as though the lower ani-
.mals have nomind, jor spirit, because
you think that would elevate them to
man’s plane of worth, being, ete. Not
atall. The heathen women about Solo-
mon taught that there are two kinds of
spirits. One of man that went upward,
and that of the **beast that goeth down-
ward to the earth » Solomon asked
“Who knoweth that?’ Ece. 3 21.
He taught that they all breathed, died,
and went to the same place alike, (not
to two places,) the dust,- **All in whose
nostrils was the breath of the spirit of
life died.” Gen. 7: 21. In margin.
Then all animals destroyed by the flood
died. Then you will say that would
teach that spiritscan fait. ‘1 will not
contend forever, neither will [ be al-
ways wrath; for the spirit should fail
before me, and the souls wliich L have

made " Isa. 57: 16. Do you believe
God’s word? They are not immortal
then in eitherman, or animal. There

aretwo kinds of spirits, one of the last
Adam, Christ above, and one of the
earth. One sends out heavenly wisdom
the other earthly, and sowetimes sensu
al devilish wisdom. James 3: 14-18.
‘God made all creatures of the earth
outvof the same material? And man’s
higher, intellectual, organic powers en-
titled him formerly in truth to God's im-
age and the dominion of earth? Gen.
1: 26. Allspirits are of divine origin,
the spirits -of earth as well as those of
heaven, [t istheir respective nature
that constitutes and entitles them to
the two different realms. ''herefore
the endowments are spirits celestial
ansd spirits terrestrial. Man's spirit is
of flesh. Hence the Creator of it, not
the Breather of it, is the God of ‘‘the
spirits of all flesh.”” Num. 16: 22; 27

‘en  vessels.”

sels, the receptacle of wisdom out of
Gqd. “We have this treasure in earth-
2 Cor. 4: 7. The s8pirit
and not the body only is the vessel.
Spirits of flesh, or heart-tables of flesh,
in which God writes his law. Not in
immortal tables, *‘nor in tablesof stone
but in fleshly tables of the heart.” The
spirit. 2 Cor. 3: 3. The lower order
of earthly creatures are not in this high
rank of intelligence to receive such
treasure and writing to which your
Romish man is an enewy. Ie is a
breath ghost in Rome’s fog. ‘‘A never
dying soul’” in a living =oul, that. robs
the soul God made of that wonderful
image and takes it and all the life that
never suffers from death unto himself,
contray to God’s word. Hence you
make and deal with anothersoul in the -
iving soul. 2 Cor. 4 7. Our spirits or
hearts then do not.comprise immortal,
or celestial tables in which God writes
his law, for then the tables could never
go down in death into corruption and
unconsciousness. God’s Spirit writes
his epistle therein, not in immortal
tables, **nor in tables of stone, burin
fleshly tables of the heart.” 2 Cor. 2: 3.

For this reason man is recognized. as
a spirit as well as “a living soul,” or
as well as an earthly or terrestrial
creature.

To-find a spirit of a higher nature. we
must go np to the dominion, or realm
of angels, who are God’s ‘*‘ministering
spirits, sent forth to minister for them.
who ghall be heirs of savation.”” Heb,

1: 14. But John spoke of the spirits
of earth when he called some of these
spirits false prophetg, because they
would not confess that “Jesus Christ is
come in the flesh.’” 1 John 4: 2,
«Every spirit that confesseth that Jesus
Christ (not just his body) i1s come in the
flesh is of God.”” 1 John 4: 2. These
two spirits or prophets of opposite con-
fessions were men, not of opposite nat-
ures.but of opposite teachings, faiths,
and confessions.

We have millions of thesespirits now,
who will neither confess that Jesus, nor
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themselves are of the flesh. But they |1TUAL $5ED, He was put to death (in

teach that Christ camé in another!'
sphere and pature, and that Mary don-
ned him after he came with a coat of
flesh en route to his mission. If true
he was not tempted, therefore he could.
not have sleptin unconsciousnessg, and
the curge in which he had toshare. Paul
says Christ ‘““was made,” and that too
“of a woman, made (born) under rthe
law,”Gal. 4: 4, “Being made a curse
for us.” Gal. 3: 13. “Made a lritle
Lowlr than the angels (the higher or
celestial nature) for the suffering of
death.” Heb.2: 9, Formerly he was in
God’s form, or **in the form of God,"’
the word which John says “*was God,”
John I: 1-3, or the word in God, that
“came out from him,” not out of man,
John 17: 8, “and was made flesh, and
dwelt among us” (John 1:11.) “in the
form of a servant, and was made in
the likeness of men.” Phll. 2:7. He
was not like us in that we have the ce-
lestial, or immortal, divine nature, and
he had it not, nor that he had it in the
flesh and we have it not, but *‘in ALL
THINGS it behoved him to be made like
unto his bretheren,” *‘the seed of Abra-
ham,” for the suffering of death on the
cross, [eb.2:14-17. Do you say that
did not bring him, the word, out of
God’s form and nature down to man’s
nature and sphere in God’s earthly cre-
ation, and a part of it? He rhen shared
the nature of earthly epirits, or souls,
and not the nature of angels. 'Then
as Adam was the product, “offspring,”
or ““son of God,” Luke 3 3, 8 an earth-
ly spirit, did not Christ share all these
glories? Now washe the seed of the
earthly woman, or the spiritual one,
which last one gives royal inheritance?
“That which is born of the flesh is
flesh.”” John 3: 6. Then ‘‘except a man
(he was one) be born again, (borh of
water and the Spirit,) he cannot enter
the kingdom of God.” “That which is
born of the Spirit is spirit.”” Vs. 3-6.
He was made flesh, and thus came of
flesh, 2 spirit of flesh. Not MADE 4 SPIR- |

the flesh,” 1Pet 3:18, IHe found hig-
self downin man’s lost deminion under
tbe cusre. Gen.3:15. fHe had to die
to be delivered by a new birth from
the cursed dominion, born of the higher
woman and; nature, the Holy Spirit.
This deliverea bhim trom the nature
shared .by the saints in travail and sor-
sow to the inheritance he desired.
This gave him authority, power, do-
minion, and a nature above our nature,
that of heaven. One that never was nor
ever will be under the curse oritsdeath.
Christis the first fruits. of this divine
nature. So death and the griave have
the victory over all members in, or of
Adam, till the change come. ‘*So
when this corruptible (pature) shall
have put on incorruption, and thismor-
tal shall have put on immortality, (the
higher nature) then shallbe brought to
pass thesaying thatis written. .Death
isswallowed up in victory.”” 1 Cor. 15:
54. ‘I'hen these living souls, 1if worthy
shall see Christ as he is and **shall be
llke bim,” *‘a qnickemng spirit.”” 1
John 3, 2;1 Cor. 15: 45. Weakness then
will put on power. T'he sarviving,
deathless power is above,. in Christ.

The dead awakeoul of the dust, not
out of sleepless glory or Paradise. In
this way he said, -‘All poweris given
unto me in heaven and in earth.”
Power in the highier nature  over both
spheres. Matt. 28: 18, One is ‘*a little
lower” than other. Therefore he gain-
ed more than the first nature could in-
herit or did lose. 1 Cor. 1s:50. Do yon
see it?

Then the flrst man, **a living soul,”
had one nature, not two living souls,
one in the other, with two natures.
Then all the followers of Christ will, as
he did, have to put oft the first to put
on the last, and to gainits power, glory,
honor, life. and kingdom.

Then he could not put off two nat-
ures to gain a still higher one, unless
he had first put oo these. two natures.
But the scripture says ‘‘our nature,”

G. E. Marsh Memoirial Library, Church of God
General Conference: McDonough, GA; https://coggc.org/



Jackson-Gibbs Discussion.

not our natures, as our opponents teach. |
We haveone nature. not two, that of .
earth, and butone life 1n that, which is
the: one inherent by Adam. Hence
thereare no future conscivusness and
life, except in Christ, the lite imparted is
in the resurrection. John 14: 6. There
is no use to say,as Papacy does, the soul
is indestructible, imperishable. **For
it shallcome to pass, thatevery soul
which will not hear that Prophet,
(Chriat,) shall be destroyed from among
the people.” ™This is the spirit, or soul,
that has always been addressed by God,
the one God made in his image, (but
of the earth - in nature,) the one that
was tempted. the one by which *sin
entered into the world, . and death by
sin,”” and by whom that death was pass-
ed upon all men,’”” even upon Christ, the
first fruits out of that death. Rom. 5:12
Now the word of God is the seed .and

reproducer of the eternal man into the*

eternal kingdom. Therefore the seed
of Adam can not give us: this man and
life. Then Christ after he, as the word,
became flesh, had to be changed born
again to enter the nature that inherits,
Ouropponent saw where we were going
to bring him. and he ingloriously
flew from the fight. He could not take|
**every soul’ out here and putin just
the' bodies for destruction, He saw it."
He could not say Christ would save the
wicked soul from perishing or from de-
struction in Gehenna. Oh how it hurts
Rome’s decaying farces, and Mr. Jack-
son’s too. Whipped to death. Old Rome
you are dead! Did you know it? Let
‘Rome put her hand or mouth on this’
point -and it will burn her to death
Old Morher Queen, do you see it? Oh,
your stiff neck! How yondo writhe in
your hot bed. of lies. Our apponents
deny this gospel. But Paulsays*‘Con-
sider what [ say, and the Lord give .
thee understanding in all things. Re-
member that Jesus Christ oF THESEED
oF DAVID WAS RAISED FROM THE DEAD ac-
cording to my gospel. Wherein [ suf*
fer trouble as an evil doer, even unto

%3
bonds. Butthe word of God is not
bound.” 2 Tim, 2:7-S. But who binds
it and imprisons it now, by denying the
seed of the Adamic man, the flesh, the
product and reproducer of this kind
in man’s lost dominion, is raised out
of sleep, dust, death, and its earthly
nature into that of the higher, the spir-
itnal seed, the word of God gives? Who
now suffer also for this gospel?

Awaitonr next speech for the diagram
and Rome’s burial.

J. W. Jackson’s Third Reply.

Wm. L, Gibb’s Fourth Speech.

It is not a very difficult matter to de-
stroy the ahove blank, which repre-
sents the. defeated, self-contradictory
breath-lord of earth’s I'ransgition from
heaven, and such like, ete. Its banner
has ingloriously fallen, and the door of
the word standsopen to all true men
who will preach the gospel of Christ.

According to Mr. Jackson's teaching
Christ’s body was not in the grave, for
he was in Hades, and he says Hades
*‘in the New Testament does notin a
single instance mean grave—not even
Acts 2:27 " Mr. McGary said in his sec-
ond speech, ““Now we are ready to
read, Acts 2: 27-32) remembering that
THIE'BODY OF JESUS WASIN THE GRAVE
while his soul was in paradise’ A
positive contradiction of each other.
Shall we be their student, or Christ’s?
Peter taught with David that Christ’s
soul was in Fladesg, hell, or the grave.
No inspired writer ever gaid dead souls
were in Paradise. 'I'bere is where Adam
was when he was out of reach of'death
by sin. It is where the resurrected
saint's will be out of.reach of death by
®in.again. Rev.2: 7. How contradic-
tory and awful are all their teachings
on Christ and man.
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Mr, McGary made his last man God
breathed into the first an incorrupt-
ible one, and therefore without death,
even by sin, out of which to be raised.
He teaches also that this old Adam of
death will not be raised, but that the
living, incorruptible, breathed in man
in God’s image, will put on an incor-
ruptible body, * ‘“aneverlasting body.”
Neither of them in the face of this er-
ror they teach will say how then "is it
Paul says that it is corruption and mor-
tality that does the putting on? They

stand without the wedding garment’

on speechless. They have put both of
their men out in the cold, bodiless, yet
with bodies, naked, ana out of the right
of their future clohting and house.

Mr. 8. A. Ribble says, “The body is
the man to be raised, nothing more.”
‘I'his would leave his bodiless soul in
hell naked with nothing to put on, un-
less he should jump out and run into
the house his old prison, Adam, had put
on. G. Lipscomb says, “Soft transition
_call it, ¥ from time to eternity.” Why
not call it a hard lie full of big and. lit-
tle liars? By it Mr. McGary could see
how that the devil disturbed dead Sam-

uel and brought him in bis corrupted.

body with his mantle on out of Mr.
lipscomb’s eternity, or out of some
place. Mr. Walter A. Smith explains
it satisfactorily for them, in saying
“There is no death, what seems so to us
is only Transition.” He Lad j\hst as
well said, let God fool you no more.
D. Lipscomb affirms, “The soul is not
immortal.” S, A.
soul is immortal.” TLawrence W. Scott
said, “The soul dies."”” “G. A. Fitzger-
ald says in Perfect Lite, ‘“Death to the
humble child of God is only the begin-
ning of an endless life,”” G. N. R.said
in the same paper, “Death is only the
gateway through which we must pass
to reach the home of perfect happi-
ness.” Mr. W. P. Skaggs affirmed in
Firm Foundation February 2, 97,
“*Man’s Spirit is the oftspring of God.”
Our opponents teach this offspring is
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,the one to be saved, and that God
breathed this offspring (‘“the breath of
life”’) into man’s nostrils. Hence the
lungs must deliver up this divine priso-
ner at the death of the old prison. He
must take all the life and pass backand
out through the nose, we suppose, to his
father. Then what is he to be saved
from? Not from death, for thatis not
death,” but *‘is only apparent and de-
ceptive.” What then? ''he Papal tort-
ure of the Devil’s hell, not from death’
in Gehenna, hell-fire. where Christ will
do the destroying of both soul and body.
['I‘hen ifthis be true, death and hell were
victories for the righteous ere Christ
died. And W. L. Stafford was right,
when he said, *“It was not God’s will
that Christ should die,” and their first
man (just the tabernacle, ont the oceu-
pant) bad to sin to establish a door of
deliverance to all prisoners, and God
killed him for the wonderful act of set-
ting eternal prisonersfree. Hence J. M,
McCaleb who teaches this wonderful
doctrine to the heathens said in F. F.,
tThe household ofGod 1s both in heaven
and on earth. Death does not effect it.
Death’s momentary victory over the
earthly tabernacle is only apparent and
deceptive,”” Deuath tben has no gates,
no bars, and no bindings against God’s
house on either side of Mr. Jackson's
“boundary lne.”” It isonly a moment-
ary spell of the prisoner agonizing and
groaning till the dust delivers the pris-
oner though one door for either hell or
"heaven.

So Mr. Me(xary has no man to be
raised out of death, while- others have
the spirits after the ‘*apparentand de-
ceptivé’”’ work coming back from the
household of heaven in search of“old
prisons to be raised. But Paul looked
tor a house not made with hands ‘“‘eter-
nalin the heavens,” (not]in the dust,)
in the resurrection, This house of God
reached by the resurrection scared Mr.
McGary out of the Papal resurrection
of the old body, and left him with no
resurrection. Yet all Immortalists and

|
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‘Lransitionists: deny the Bible resurrec- | in thig heathen philosophy Christianiz-
tion of the soul with a new house, or'ed estublished the cluims” of Spiritual-
hody. ‘T'hey all deny the word of faith | ism. T'o this they have added rthe doc-
planted by the aposties in the heart and 'trine of Longfellow, a Spiritualist,
mouth of the ecclesia in their harvest which is, ““I'here is 1o death, whuat
work. Seems 80 is transition." They now
So much then for the claims, contra- ¢laim that death is ‘‘apparent and de-
dijctions, deceptions, apparitions, and  ceprive.” Thig heathen Enon then is not,
transitions of souls and nonresurree- | the son, Adam, Gott created, but the
tionits. Who wants to buy the trick for emanation Mr. McGary 8s4ays, “God
the sale of souls? How much? Going | breathed into his body.” Of thissame
—at what— do we heur? Does no one spirit, soal, or Aenon, Mr. G. A. Trott
want to buy -‘their merchandige any says, **Our bodies are resurrected by
more?” Rev. 18: 11. What do we hear? the same 8pirit which dwellg in us in
Savethe immortal ox and dove in the this life. Their resurrecter is deathless.
falling temple! Gone to the four winds Hence this uncreated ‘part of God
now striving on all the earth! breathed into man never sleeps nor dies
We in the word of God have buried in the death of Adam. Yet it multi-
the vld city. But she will bary her- plieg through his. on= man’s, seed of
self in the Adamic furnace of fire. flesh, and only died spiritually, even as
The claims then of Transition are fair- Christ died, according to their script-
ly met in rhis discussion and castdown. ures. But will they tell us how “their
‘I'ne man of Transition i8 a heathen Eon Christ was buried and rose out of
farce. a decoy that *deceived the whole that death and burial? Oh! this is the
world.” Rev. 12: 9. The “wman of sin. beautiful apparition, the deceptive part.
the son of perdition,” “the lawless one .Just so: Astrong delusion 1t is! Yes.
whom the I.ord Jesus shall slay  with An apparition Wirh which God t‘oolm
the breath of his wouth. and bring to enemies to the Platonic- Papalis
nought by the manifestation of his Campbellistic Christ, He is the heathen
cowing: even he, whose comingis ac- god. the great delusion of the blind
cording to the working of Satan with Christians(?), the Deceiver ofthe whole
all power and signs and lying won- world, rhe Serpent.theDragomnn('] the
ders.” | Thess. 2. 8-10. Satan was and Devil. Rev 8 9. He must go down.
is the unlawful prince of this world. We now see Adam was God's [image,
“The spirit that uow workerh in the in that he wag made a little lower than
sons of disobedience.” Eph,2: 2. This angels, yet in higherinrellectualmnge
heathen spirit or philosophy was ex- than the lower forms and species of life
alted in all things deified and worship- on man’s plane of nature. but under his,
ed. ltranrife in the broad, dark course man's dominion: Gen. 1: 96. “All flesh
of this world, whére lasts of the flesh ' is not the snme flesh; but there is cne
are more powerful, in the absence of {he ] kind of flesh of men. another flesh of
knowledge of the living God over the beasts, another of fishes, and another
minds of men than the Creator of all [ of birds . 1 Clor. 15: 39. Above these
things. ferrestrial forms of life “there gare algo
_Lt7is now deitied and exalted inthe celestinl bodies.” But the terrestrial
church as it was then, for the ralingele- one, man, is a litfle lower. Yet he is
ments of the churchesrun in that conrse higher in his mental belt an mind pow-
or teaching. Plaro and his followers, errhan other earthly forms. Man had
who gave rise and work to the iniquiry no right to perpetuity ot life and godly
and abomination in the ecclesia in .the honor and glory only solong as he abode
apostles’ day regarded this same Platon- in the ‘I'ruTir, But Christ said our fall-
ic-Papalistic, inner man in allbmen, and en father “abode not in the truth.”
thut went in through Adam’s nosrrils Had he done so Christ conld not. have
a ““virtue,atrribure, or perfection, exist- gaid: ‘‘because there is no truth in him.”
ing from eternity, and considered by the John §: 4. Christ abode in the teath
Gnostics as a certain substantial power  and gained all things the first man losr,
or divine nature emanating  from rhe"l‘hen hadnn_t Adam rinned he would
Supreme Deity, and performing vari- (have remained in the glory, honor,
ous functions in the creation and gov-| life, and truth of Paradise, Had there
ernraent of the universe,* been no sin there would have been no
This Aeon of heathenism A. Wilford | carse, death, and loss of the first in-
Hall called the “living sonl” of man an | heritance. Had fhere been no dearh
afflaence.of God, rather than a crea- | there would have been no Hades (erave
tion.” o this way he(‘;‘l.nlg.-}l\}lgrféﬂ'Mé’ﬁf&:‘i’ia’?l’.ib?él‘y,”@ﬁﬂrch@f Gathenna, hell-fire to

i
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come. Neither would Christ have suf-
fered the penalty or ~wages,” ‘‘death,”
to gain the higher gift of God. Let us
{1}

diagram it as follows:
—
{2}
—~ Sin’s Dominion 6,000 yrs. ——

o —_—
Hades, hell { } or grave.
9

~— Man lost.
Man restored.

Figure 1 represents Paradise, the
Garden of BBden, where man was in his

perfection and holiness, without sin.
Here the tree of life was accessible by
man for ever, a balm against disease,
decline, decay, and death, on conditions
he would keep himself boly and spotless
by keeping God’s word. His loyalty
was tested. ‘L'he temptation overcame
him, he sinned, then followed hell un-
defhe reign of sin for 6 days, or 6,000
years. His once glorious home of life
and light was forfeited for the domin-
ion of darkness and death. 2 represents
his dominion under the curse and death
where the grave holds down the
prinees of darkness under its power.
And these living princes in- life under
the wages of sin hold under rule, the
ignorant, miserable, deluded: creatures
of earth. Were eternal torture the wag-
es, Jesusstill suffers in the deep, or
heart of the earth and be has not risen.
The wages can never be settled, by the
Just One forthe unjust one.- T'herefore
the purchaser is powerless with' no
strength to pay the ransom. Then how |
could any rise? For “Ye =shall be
brought to the grave (iIades hell). and
shall remain in the tomb.” Job 21:32.
Notwithstanding Mr. Jackson‘s argu-
ment the tomband grave are used synon-
ymously here. The house of the eter-
nal dead, if the purchaser has not been
made alive. Otherwise thereis another
house *eternal in the heavens.’” “For
I know that thou wilt bring me to
death, and to the house appointed for
.all the living.” Job 30: 23. *If 1 wait
the grave is mine house.” .Job17:13.

Jaekson~Gibbs Disecussion.

But thank God, “we have a building of
God, an honse not made with hands.eter-
nal in the heavens,”” which house and
itg life is Christ. 2 Cor. 5: It Although
the ministering spirit of God said the
living soul is **mortal man,” Job 6: 17,
Paulsaid in looking to the coming
house and life. “We would not beun-
clothed, (like Mr. Jackson's bodiless
spook,) but clothed upon, that mortal-
ity might be swallowed up in life.”” 2
Cor: » 4. So figure 3 represents there-
deemed and restored, clothed in
strengtn, glory, and honor.

Will Mr. Jackson tell us which man
will be clothed upon with an eternal
house, and when? Will itbe the image
of God. now a corrupt living soul under
the penalty of death, or anotherliving
soul in this one, that never was in cor-
ruption, weakness, mortality, dishonor,
and death to be swallowed up of life, or
to rise and put on immortality, ete?
As silent as the tomb. s a man in God’s
likeness without mind or knowledge?
«For the living know that they shall
die; but the dead {that were once alive)
know not any thing.” Ece. 9 3. Da-
vid said, “I shall be satisfied when [
awake with thy likeness.” Psa.17: 5.

Then God never sleeps bodiless. with
no bouse but the grave like dead man.
Henece man asleep in the grave is not in
(God’s image. For that is his loss there.
a loss of henor, glory, life, and con-
sciousness; A dark,cold house of the
dead indeed, a sleep in the cold tomb
where “thedead praise not the Lord.”
Psa. 115. 17; 6: 5. Oh, how joyous then
will be .the glorious victory the resur-
rection will give to the sleeplng dead!

Mr. Jackson's innerlord from heaven,
immortal breath, in his god’s image,
never dies, therefore it never pays any
wages of sin, because it owes nothing
of the kind. Hence it never sinned, for
“‘the wages of sin isdeath, but the gift of
God is eternal life through Jesus Christ
our T,ord,” not through Mr. Jackson’s
lord. Rom. 6: 26. Then it is truth his
breath lord never went tohell, or slept in
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Jackson~Gibbs Diseussion.

the grave or dust. They go off hodiless

if they do not go with bodies to a hell
of fire, from which there is no deliver-
ance by resurrection. or otherwise they
are beyond the deliverer's boundary line.
But he has sealed his own mouth and
pen against honorable reply.  He seeks
rest from before God and his readers.
Shame on him, everlasting shame, if he
will not-repent:

Then let us sum up the proposition
left in our own hands untied asto kind
or.length by his inglorious violation
of contract. The *'living soul,” Adam,
(not-his breath, Mr. Jackson’s .lord)
stood in God’s image in the truth lord
of all the earth, or héad over all bis
“dominion,” Gen. 1: 26, crowned with
glory, honor, and life. out of the reach
and power of death, and 1{he grave.
Now what brought him down undertbe
power of death? “By one man (Adam,
not his breath) sin entered into the
world. and death by sin, ind so death
passed upon all men, for thatall (in
Adam, the federal head, not the breath,
tried for all) have sinned.” Rowm. 5:12;
Then bad he not sinned he would have
remained in Paradise with his glory,
honor, “life, and dominion, unmarred,,
untouched, and unconquered by these,
foes, the Devil, deatis, and Sheol, Hades, |
the grave. There wdild have been- no
weakness dishonor,:and corruption to
satisfy the power of man’sfoes, sin,
death, and. the grave. Now if (his
death was eternal torture in Rome’s
hell, whbhere was there any strength or
virture in any price or ransom to pay
the debt, to release the -slave and to
conquer hell? Ob, Rome! where?
Then what? There is one Mediator, con-
querer, ‘‘between God and men, (the
captured victima.) the man Christ Jesus
who gave himself a ransom tor all, to
be testitied in due time.”” 1 Tim. 2:5,6.
. Then all stood in figure, 2, with the pen-

“alty of death as victims resting upon
them with the query confronting them.
“1f & man'(“‘a living soul, not an im-

ligt does shine into our hearts.

50

\mortal breath in thissoul or in this
and conscious to God who gave them,:

image of God) die shall he (the one
that dies) live again?” Job 14: 14.
Mr. Jackson’s man in his. god's image
never diesto live again. But he under
God's condemning power has inglori-
ously sealed his lips and withdrawn
his pen and stands naked and speech-
less before his mighty host of readers.
Oh how our glorious God’s delivering
Bles-
ed be the name of our God and his exalt-
ed Son! THallelujah! Glory to God on
high!! Sweet is the victory shrongh
‘our Lord Jesus Christ. Al praises be
unto him! Amen! Yesg, he shall wake
ont of his dark house of unconscious-
ness and live again!

Butr where are the sleeping dead?
Are they in the life of eternal glory?
Jacob said, **I (not his breath or body
only) will go down into rthe grave
(Sheol, Hades) unto my son.” He had
not heard Rome tell about torturing
fires being down there. Gen. 37: 35.
“The T.ard killeth, and maketh alive.
He bringeth down to the grave and
bringeth up,” 1 Sam. 2: 6. Whatev-
er is killed here and brought down into
hell, Sheol, is the thing that is made
alive and Dbrought up in 8 new body.
It i8 not Mr. Jackson’s lord from heav-
en, breath. Mr. McGary said as we
showed him in our discussion, that this
old body is not the one made alive and
raised. Mr. Ribble said that the body
only ig raised. Mr. Jackson is speechless
and they too now. ‘‘If'L wait, the
grave is mine house, I - have made my
bed in the darkneses.”” Job 17: 12.
“Brought to the grave (Hades, hell))
and remain in- the tomb.” Job 21: 32.
¢“Yea, his soul (not the body only)
draweth near unto the grave (Sheol,
Hades, hell,) and his life to the destroy-
ers.'* Job 23: 22. Will the destroyers
have power aftet taking the life of the

soul to destroy the soul*‘after that” In
the. resurrection of the goul from death
and hell?
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51 Jaekson~Gibbs Discussion.

Are dead souls conscious in hell, the dust shall bow before him and none can
house, or tomb of the dead? *‘In death keep alive his own soul.” Psa, 32: 29.
there is no remembrance of thee; in the'“Thou wilt not leave my soul in hell.”’
grave who shallgive thee rhanks?” Psa.’ Psa:16: 100 “TLet the wicked (souls) be
6 5. ‘Let them be silent in the grave,” silent in the grave,” hell: Psa.3L: 17.
(Sheol, hell) Psa, 31: 17, “No wisdom, | Do these souls behold God’s face in Ha-
in the grave,’” hell Ecc. 9: 10. ‘“I'he des, hell? Are they in his~ likeness.in
dead know not any thing.” Kcc.9:5.|this weakness, corruption, and uncon-
Who are the dead? ‘I'he ones that liv-|sciousness? David said, [ shall b'é__ sat-

ed and knew they would die. But the!
spirit opponents say, **shall retura un-%
to God who gave it.” HKee.12: 7. Cer-
tainly. But they say this is also the
living image of.God, that never dies.
Would this not send all the devilish as
well a8 the saintly spirits back to God |
and to glory where they had once 'been
without death? Well, well—Well what?
Silence! What is the original word?
Ruach. [s it ever rendered into any
other term than spirit? We refer you
to the renditions the King James trans-
lators theraselves ‘gave, and: that we
brought out in our first speech. David
looking to the losing of breath and
being said, I will praise the Lord *
while I have being.” For the breath
(Ruach, the same word rendered spirit
in Kee; 12: 7:) goeth forth, (to God who
gave it,) e, (the being or soul) retarn-
eth to hisearth, in that very day his
(the soul’s) thoughts perish. Psa.

146: 3, 4.

When the soul returns to the grave
does it go1n God’s image and in life?
No. If itdid, how could it be raised
back tolife and this image? Will-any
one deny the living soul is God’s like-.
ness? No! God says, “L will ransom’
them from the power ofthe grave; [
will redeem them from death.” Hosea. |
[3: 14. Now who will deny the image of}
God that died is the one that shall be,
redeemed out of death and the grave
here? How could they awake and |
come backin God‘s likeness if not de-|
livered from death, sleep, and corrup-!
tion? We are getting down to business
now, but our opponent has flown.
Where is he? We willturn oar battery
on him? *“Ali they thatgo down tothe

i

' ness.”

istied, when [ awake with thy likenes®,
1 will behold thy face in righteous-
Psa. 17: 13. T'he prophet of
God said, ‘*Abraham be ignorant of
us, and Israel’(dead) acknowledges us
not.” Isa. 44: 16. Then the dead
have no image, thought, wisdom, pow-
er, honor, glory, life, crown, kingkom,
and no house but the dark one of hell,
where there are corruption, dishonor,
and death, all sleep and no concious-
ness. ‘Then they must turn while they
have being and look to Christ for
life and all its beattitudes, all of which
are to come by the hand that delivers
from the pwer of hell. *Shall he (the
corrnpt one in death) deliver his soul
from the hand of the grave,” Hell. Sheol?
Psa. 89: 48. 'I'his iz not Gehenna of” the
New Tesiament that points forward to
the second.death of the soul. Luke 12:
5; Matt.10: 28. How can those who re-
ject the life Giver, receive everlasting

life from death in Gehenna, hell-fire,

and not perish? *T'he wages ofsin i8
death,” destruction of soul, nota de-
liverance of an indestructible. incor-
raptible soul from a corrupiinle body
through death. If then death is the
penalty why should Christ and others
suffer after death to accomplish what?
10 pay the price that redeems the dead.
‘I'hen noman hath ascended up to glory
“.put he that came down from heaven.
even the Son of man? John 3: 13.
“Who is (now, not was in death,) the
image of the invisible Goa, the flrst
born of every creature.” The beginning
(of the new house and world,) the first-
born (of the Spirit) from the dexwd; that
in all things be might have the preem-

inence.” (Col. 1: 15,18, *I'he first-
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. born among many brethren,” of the
coming day, house, or world. Rom.8::
29, David was not first, therefore he “is
not ascendedinto the heavens.” Acts|
2,34. Even the Ancients have not .re-
.ceived: the glory and honor promised to
“These all died  in. faith,. (but
faith) not baving received
~ promise.,” Why? **That they with-
out us shouald not be made perfect.”i
Heb. 11: 39,40. "Then only “Christ is’
risen from the ‘dead, (and Lell NE and be-'
come the first froits of them that slept.?’
1 Cor..15, 20.. It was our Christ, not
opponents’ lord from heaven, that nev-,
er died, nor slept 'in bell, tbdt shared
* the death, sleep, and.resuirection of the
dead. Cry enough, when you repent. |
“Many of them that.sleep in the dust|
-~ of the earth shall awake, * *and they!
thut be wise shall shine as the brlght-'
of the firmament.” Dan,12: 2, 3,
Jackson’s breath lords. do not
sleep in the dust, 10 awake and shme
They all already shine as fox-fire, or
lightningbugs, through their -walls of
_ <darkness. They have a life.and light'
“+indestructible, inaccessible. imperisha-
“ble, unobservable, and indescribable,
- **Whben  Christ (not his immortal,
-breath)-who 1is our life shall appear,
then shall ye also. appeur, with him in|
‘glory.” Col. 3:4. **When he shall ap--
pear, we shall see himaus he is.” 1]
-John 3 2% Our opponents teach that’

"% ‘their immortal one in all men is uheadv;

like " him. But the old house shutsout
- this. view.

:*When the chief Shepherd ghall ap-’
_bear, ye shall receive a crown of glory
that tadeth not away.” 'I'he “inheri-

. incoruptible.”” 1 Pet. 1: 4,35,
fPe[: 5:4; 2 Tim. 4:8: T'he one our op-
ponent’s lords already have. They are

~dlready from heaven, but penned up in
flesh, awaiting their friend’s death to
“unlock the prison.

. But just here the question arises, if
bell-fire is the eternal.portion of these
< bodiless spooks, thatthe devils bring up,
"Iwith bodies like gods with their old

mantles on; as examgpled\y dhovida6e 1amnd ymabbich 5F e

cagain?

: “fill the whole earth.”

1

Disecussion. 52
Ty, what will be their future pornon if
‘called out by Christ and recompensed
We:hear the rumbling and ‘fall-
ing. But when do RECOMPENSATIONS
come? -*Thou shalt be recompensed at

‘the resurrection of the just.” Rev. 11:18,

liuke 14: 14, 'I'he dead in Hades, hell,
and Tartaroo, hell, and in the sea, and
the wicked systems of the heavens and
earth, in ‘which they died, are all in the
chains of darkness, or in prison ‘‘re-
served unto thejudgment” of the great
day of God: 2 Pet.2; 4: Matt. 11:21;
23:12: 4: 42, Rev. 20: 11: 13.

We here noticeé also -the-claim that
Christ will cast the Devil and his angels
into a lake of tire God has prepared for
them *‘the lake of fire and brimstone.”
: Matt. 25: 41-46. This is after the books
are opened, at Christ’s farther manifes-
tation of power, even after the heirs
come to the throne, when the evil of all
 nations on trial shallhaveb een separat-
‘ed from the good, even beyond Hades’
"delivery. If Christ be the life and foun-
-tain of living waters that empty out
into the holy city of gloxmed beirgs,
who, or what will:he the lake of fire but
the ‘fallen, consuming ecity of Adam,
1 where those who will then wilfully sin
comsume, perish, or die. "There will be
no literal goars, sheep, and lake of fire
there. God is not dealing with these.
i But He is dealing with the two men,
(Adams) their houses, systems; or
worlds. The one with truth, love, and
the right of judgment must grow till it
Dan. 2:
But our opponents cannot see the two.
Therefore. they cannot see that God
suffered Adam, the flesh, to build up:
the systewus, or *the great city,” that
will consume underthe incoming light
of the great day of God as fire.
This is the way God has always inform-
ed Adam, that he hasbuilt for the flood.
storm, wind, and fire. ‘*l'he wages of
sin is death.” Rom. 6: 23. *“I'be wick-
ed shall perish.” Psa.37: 20. Where?
in Gehenna, hell-fire. Who brought
about this but Adam, God’s man of sin
goul that sinneth it

¥
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