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precede his “coming in a cloud with power and great
glory ? ”>—Luke 21: 20-27. Everything must be lit-
eral and exact in the fulfillment except the answer to a
plain question! ¢ What shall be the sign of thy Parou-
sia ? ”—the answer to that must only mean the destruc-
tion of Jerusalem !

If Dr. Warren could find the least ground in the
passage itself on which to found his argument that we
are simply to see it in the destruction of Jerusalem, we
may be sure he would never have resorted to the expe-
dient of ransacking the Old Testament to find what he
regards as precedents for such a construction. Why
did he not deduce his argument from the passage itself,
showing that the subject, the question, and entire con-
text, not only warranted but demanded such a construc-
tion ? Because it cannot be done.

Every passage of Scripture is to be explained in  the
light of its own subject, concomitants and contexts, not
by something entirely foreign to it. Every prediction
relating to Christ’s incarnation, course of life, anointing,
reception, royal manifestation, indignities of his trial
and death, burial, resurrection, ascension, &c., had an
exact and literal accomplishment. When therefore he
says, “If I go away, I will come again and receive you
to myself,” and his disciples ask him for the sign of his
coming, and he answers them in the most simple man-
ner, why are we to “see in it simply the destruction of
Jerusalem ” ? And when he says: ‘“He shall send his
~ angels with a great sound of a trumpet and they shall
gather together his elect,” why “see in it simply the”
flight of the Christians to the mountains ? Is there no
reliability to Christ’s words ?
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TH.E MAN oF sIiN, NERO.

In the Herald of March 31, Dr. Warren says: “It is
the opinion of the apostolic churches, then, that are val-
uable as evidence on questions before us, and of these
we have ample historical testimony.” This I have ad-
mitted and have showed that three years after the death
of Nero, and one year after the destruction of Jerusa-
lemn, Barnabas, ¢ an apostolic man,” who must have known
Paul’s views, still looked for Christ’s coming and the
destruction of that wicked one. And so did all the
early Christians. But in this letter, without reference
to the view of the apostolic churches on the subject, Dr.
Warren leaps over to St. Augustine, A.p. 390, Chrysos-
tom, A.D. 400, Cyril, A.p. 350, and Tertullian, A.p. 200,
as the witnesses to be placed on the stand. How is
this 2 But let me cross question them a little.

AUGUSTINE.

Who do you say were represented by Daniel’s four
kingdoms ? Answer. “Babylon, Chaldea, Macedon,
and Rome.” -

Who is the little horn of his fourth beast, and what
his character ? Ans. . “The little horn is Paul’s man
of sin.” (How this agrees with the allegation that Nero
was the man of sin the reader may judge).

‘What are your views of the coming of Christ ? 4ns.
% His kingdom will come when the resurrection of the
dead 'shall have taken place; for then he will come
himself.”’— Voice of the Church, pp. 98, 99. Good
evangelical Adventism.

CyrIL.

Who do you say were symbolized by Daniel’s four
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beasts ? Ans. “The Babylonian, Persian, Macedo-
donian and Roman empires.”

‘Who is anti-Christ? Ans. “Some great man,
raised up by the devil” after the Roman empire is
divided into ten kingdoms.

‘What do you think of Christ’s coming ? Ans. “Do
thou look for the true Christ, the Son of God, the only
begotten, who is henceforth to come, not from earth, but
from™ heaven, appearing to all more bright than any
lightning, or other brilliance, with angels for his guards,
that he may judge the quick and the dead, and reign
with a kingdom heavenly, eternal, and without end.”—
Voice of the Church, p. 90, quoted from Elliott’s Hore
Apoc., Vol. 4. He could not believe Nero the man of
sin and yet look for Christ in the future. Nor could he
look for “the man of sin” to follow the division of
Rome into ten kingdoms and hold Nero the man of sin.
Could he, Dr. Warren ? '

CHRYSOSTOM.

Please tell us what your view is concerning Anti-
christ. Ans. “ As Rome succeeded Greece, so Anti-
christ is to succeed Rome, and Christ our Saviour,
Antichrist.”

What have you to say of Nero? Ans. “Nero was
the ‘mystery of iniquity’ already working in Paul’s
time in the form of Nero’s persecuting spirit.”— Voice
of the Church, p. 93.

TERTULLIAN.

Please state how you regard the destruction of Anti-
christ ? Ans. “We confess that a kingdom is prom-
ised us on earth, before that in heaven, but in another
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state, namely,—after the resurrection. For it will be in
a city of divine workmanship, viz., Jerusalem brought
down from heaven.” Dr. Elliott says he held that this
city “would come from heaven on the destruction of
Antichrist.”— Voice of the Church, p. 67.

So much for Dr. Warren’s four witnesses, every one

of whom. testifies to faith in the future revelation of
"Christ for the destruction of Antichrist, and none of

them could hold Nero to'be him. With these quota-

tions I will dismiss poor Nero unless Dr. Warren brings
- him again on the stage. ’

Dr. Warren asks in reference to the binding of Satan
by Constantine :

‘““Why did not Dr. Litch at least allude to the very interest-
ing fact that Constantine himself so regarded it, and erected
in memory of the event a monument before his palace door,
bearing the image of the serpent cast out and falling into the
abyss 277 :

I answer, because I did not regard it as of any manner
of importance as bearing on the subject in hand. It is
no uncommon thing for kings and emperors in the van-
ity of their mind to attach more importance to their
actions than facts warrant.

DR. WARREN’S RE-STATEMENT OF HIS VIEWS.

There is but a small portion of the article on this
*point to which I wish to make any reply. I notice first
his agreement with me, that the Mosaic dispensation
did properly end at the death of Christ, as I showed
from various Scriptures. Hence as he suggests, when-
ever Christ, or the apostles afterward referred to the
end of the age it must be taken as the Christian age.
If so, from the time of Christ’s promise, “ Lo, I am with
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you alway even to the end of the world ” (age), he was
always spiritually present with them, and never went
away. Therefore in that sense, if not absent he could
not come. As an omnipresent being he was never ab-
sent and could therefore never come. As “a man,”
-¢‘the Son of man,” he did go away, and promised in the
same sense to come. He told the disciples in simple
terms how he would come—viz., “In a cloud, with power
and great glory.” And thus he will come at the end of
the age.

I agree with the Doctor that the passing away of the
Jewish system was most gradual: but deny that the
new dispensation has ever changed since the day of
Pentecost. The disciples grew in grace and under-
standing and enlarged their sphere of labor. But it
was only carrying out the commission, received before
Christ left them, to “preach the gospel to every crea-
ture,” in “all the world.”

His 14th section contains these words:

“Taught as they were in the impassioned symbolism of the
prophecies, this [the destruction of Jerusalem] was to them
the end of the age; the heavens and earth passing away with
a great noise, and the earth and all things in it being burned
up, as when Babylon and Idumea and other cities fell of old.
And as they remembered the Lord, when forty years before he
described this event as something that should occur in their
own generation, they would be at no loss to see in it the Son of
man coming in the clouds with his holy angels, in flaming fire,
taking vengearice on them who know not God and obey not
the gospel.’

All this is very fine, if facts did not say that it is
“the baseless fabric of a vision.” The apostle John
lived thirty years, or so, after this; and to the last bore
testimony that Christ and his kingdom were yet to
come. And so do all the fathers, as I have quoted, both
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of the first and second centuries testify to the same
thing.

Dr. Warren says concerning the apostolic churches,
“Of these we have ample historical testimony.” Will
he produce one from an apostolic church, or from apos-
tolical fathers of the church, in which is given the most
distant intimation that either the parousia, or coming
of Christ, or end of the age, had come at the fall of Je-
rusalem ? Dr. Warren knows it does not exist. I hold
him to the proof if it does. And if there is no such
proof why does he present such a series of assertions ?
Is it honest ? )

Again he says:

‘“In absolute strictness the parousia began with Christ’s res-
urrection.”

On this position I confront him with Paul’s declara-
tion; 3 Thess. 2: 1-8, “Now we beseech you, brethren,
concerning the parousia of our Lord Jesus Christ and
our gathering together unto him; that ye be not soon
shaken in mind or be troubled . . . . as that the day of
Christ has come.” I give the generally approved read-
ing of modern criticism, “has come,” as the Doctor
seems to approve that rendering. What does Paul here
teach ? That it was a deception for any one to say that
the day of Christ’s parousia “had already come.”
Why ? Because “that day shall not come except there
come an apostasy first, and that man of sin be revealed.”
Both apostasy and man of sin were in the future in
Paul’s time. Yet Dr. Warren has the boldness to
affirm that the Parousia had come. Paul wrote his
Epistles to the Thessalonians somewhere from A.p. 52
to 54, say thirty years after Christ’s resurrection—the
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time, as Dr. Warren has it, of the actual parousia.
Whose testimony shall we accept, Paul’s or Dr. War-
ren’s ?

THE RESURRECTION OF THE BODY.

In Messiah’s Herald of April 28th Dr. Warren ad-
dresses himself to the subject of the resurrection of the
body. It can hardly be called a reply to my argument
on the subject in reviewing his book, for it is very little
he notices it. It is rather a labored statement of his
own view, which is, strictly speaking, an elimination of
a body. He says: ‘

¢ In no part of my work on the Parousia have my ideas been
more misapprehended than in what pertains to the resurrec-
tion. I will not deny that this may be owing, at least in part,
to my own defective presentation of a very difficult subject.”

In view of this fact he wishes to present in this his
closing article a more full exhibition of the subject.
And if a labored effort can redeem his theory from diffi-
culty and obscurity, I will do my friend the justice to
say—he has done it. But my conviction is that the
defects of lis theory are so deeply inwrought that
neither etymology, logic, rhetoric, nor Scripture can ex-
tricate it from defective presentation. Before he can
make it clear he must radically change his theory.

Dr. Warren presents his views under four heads, or
parts: “1. Of the Spiritual Body. 2. Of the Natural
Resurrection. 3. Of the Better Resurrection. 4. Of
the Change of the Living.”

“THE SPIRITUAL BODY.”
Of this Dr. Warren says:

“l. The body of the resurrection is not the material body
which is laid in the grave.”
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To this I reply: 1. Christ’s resurrection body was
the identical body which was laid in Joseph’s new
tomb. It was a veritable body of ¢flesh and bones; ”—
not of blood, for that he left behind at the cross. “Now
is Christ risen from the dead, and is become the first
fruits of them that slept.”” “If we have been planted
together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also in
the likeness of his resurrection.” The first fruits are a
sample of the full harvest. The man who should gather
from his wheatfield a sample and take it to market for
exhibition, and make sale of his crop from that sample,
and after harvest should return to the dealer and deliver
something else as that which his sample represented,
would not secure a very good reputation for honesty.

2. Christ’s visible and material body which the dis-
ciples- had identified “ by many infallible signs” went
from their midst into heaven. There is not one word
in the New Testament even hinting that the body of
Christ ever changed after it left the earth.

3. God promised “of the seed of David according to
the ¥LESH to raise up Christ to sit on his throne.”
“This Jesus God hath raised up, whereof all we are
witnesses.” See Psa. 132:11 and Acts 2:29-32.
Also Rom. 1:3, “Concerning his son Jesus Christ
our Lord, which was made of the seed of David ac-
cording to the FLEsH.” “Thou wilt not leave my
soul in sheol, neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy One
to see corruption” (Psa. 16:10). ¢ He seeing this be-
fore spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul
was not left in hades, neither did his flesh see corrup-
tion.”—Acts 2: 31. If all these testimonies are to be
trusted, Christ’s FLESH remains intact, and is yet to sit
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on David’s throne; for so God swore with an oath to
David. So he promised by the mouth of Gabriel. So
he declared by his servants the prophets. .

8. The resurrection of Lazarus, the widow’s son,
Jairus’ daughter, the two children raised by Elijah and
Elisha, of those who came out of their graves after

Christ’s resurrection : for jt is said of them, “ The graves

were opened and many BODIES of the saints which slept
arose and came out of their tombs after his resurrec-
tion ” (Matt. 27: 52); in short, every instance recorded
of the resurrection of a dead person is that of the
body.

4. God covenanted with Abraham to give to him
and his seed after him an eternal inheritance, of all the
land of Canaan for a possession, Gen. 17:8. This
promise has never been fulfilled either to him or “his
seed, which is Christ,” Gal. 3:16. Stephen, almost
with his dying breath, testified—after reciting Abra-
ham’s call and obedience: “He removed him into this
land wherein ye now dwell. And he gave him none in-
heritance in it: no, not so much as to set his foot on:

-yet he promised that he would give it to him for a pos-

session, and to his seed after him, when as yet had no
child.”—Acts 7: 4, 5.

But Paul is as emphatic as was Stephen: “By faith,
Abraham, when he was called to go out into a place
which he should after receive for an inheritance, obeyed;
and he went out, not knowing whither he went. By
faith he sgjourned in the land of promise as in a strange
country, dwelling in tabernacles with Isaac and Jacob,
the heirs with him of the same promise. . . . These all
died in faith, not having received the promises, but hav-
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" ing seen them afar off, and were persuaded of them, and
embraced them, and confessed that they were strangers
and pilgrims on the earth.”—Heb. 11:8,9,13. (1)
The promise was to Abraham personally—¢“to thee.”
- (2) It was to Isaac and Jacob personally. (3) It was
to their seed, “which is Christ.” (4) It was the iden-
tical land, Canaan, where Abraham sojourned. (5) God
never gave him while living so much as to set his foot
on. (6) “Yet he promised that he would give it to
him for a possession.” (7) ¢These,” the heirs of prom-
ise, “all died in faith not having received the promises,”
still believing in the promise and the faithfulness of the
Promiser. If God ever fulfills the promise to those
worthies he must raise their material bodies to life again
as he did that of Christ. The promise of Christ, Matt.
5: 5, “Blessed are the meek, for they shall inherit the
earth,” demands the resurrection of a material body in
order to its fulfillment; and the triumph of the re-
deemed (Rev. 5: 9, 10), i« We shall reign on the earth,”
demands a physical resurrection.

Dr. Warren continues :

“2. The body of the resurrection, though not the same as
the present materla.l body, is derived from it.””

But Paul wrote: “This corruptible shall put on in-
corruption, and this mortal shall put on immortality.”
It is not Joseph Cook’s “non-atomic enswathement of
the soul” that dies, or is corruptible, or mortal, but
this mortal body. Dr. Warren does not pretend that
the non-atomic body was ever dead, or subject to death. -

The Doctor’s third proposition is involved in his
second, and therefore is answered in the reply to that.
He continues :—
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¢4, The body of the resurrection being derived from the
living earthly body, must have germinally originated in that
body under its proper law8 of life.”

Nay, but Paul affirms, not that it is derived from the
living body, but that it is the “mortal” itself which
puts “on immortality.”” Where Scripture speaks let
philosophy be silent. As to Joseph Cook’s “axiomatic,”
¢ clear, cool precision,” &c., ] have said already, in my
review of Dr. Warren’s book, about all I care to say. 1
will therefore content myself at this point by quoting
from Rev. J. T. Tucker, D.D., in the Congregationalist
of March 31st, page 98: ¢ Mr. Cook deals with nothing
on the surface merely, but with the elements and founda-
tions of things. He makes an elaborate, an almost os-
tentatious, display of analytical and logical exactness.
He plumes himself upon his fulness and definiteness of
statement. His pages bristle with numbered proposi-
tions—linked chains of argument,—which carry the
look of strengith and demonstration beyond the chal-
lenge of audacity itself. He is a devotee of axiomatic
terseness and certainty; and yet the links of these
caten® arc sometimes duplicates, making no advance,
and their joinings are not always to bear, witbout sepa-
rating, the rap of the hammer.” ¢ This incompleteness
and obscureness is observable in some of the more pro-
found theological and ethical discussions.” This criti-
cism is just.

Dr. Warren says farther:

5. That the resurrection body emerges from this natural
body at death.”

Does the body which “emerges,” &c., ever die ? Is
it mortal, or immortal ? If not mortal, it is not that
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which puts on immortality. Is it corruptible, or incor-
ruptible ? If incorruptible, it €annot be it which puts
on incorruption. But the natural body is ¢ sown in cor-
ruption.” 'Then it is the one which “ puts on incor-
ruption.”

Dr. Warren says:

¢It shocks all our instincts as well as our reason, to con-
ceive of Him as ping into the.charnel house for the materials
of our future bodies.”

I never read or conceived of Jairus being shocked, or
the widow of Nain, or Mary and Martha, or the people
of Jerusalem at the sight of the ¢ many” saints whose
bodies came from the charnel house. The representa-
tions of Scripture are the reverse of Dr. Warren’s sensi-
bilities. The saints of God of all the ages have re-
joiced with exceeding joy, at the thought of embracing
again the material bodies of their “loved lost.” All
that is mere sentimentalism for effect.

ANASTASIS.

A few words on this subject are next in place. Dr.
‘Warren says :

“The first fact which they [the Scriptures] disclose, is, that
there is a future life. This, strictly speaking is, the significa-
tion of anastasis, literally a ‘standing again.’ Death in all
ordinary cases is a ‘lying down.” . . . To rise up, therefore,
after such a prostration and stand again, would be a natural
way to express a restoration to life.”

This is true. But does “ the non-atomic enswathe-
memt of the soul”” ever lie down ? If not, how is it to
rise, or “stand again” ? If it never died, how can it
have “a restoration to life” ? Only that which falls,
or is down can rise. Only that which is dead can be
“restored to life.”
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Dr. Warren asks:

¢ Did not Dr. Litch know that I held that the resurrection
of that body always occurs at death ?”’

Yes, he did. But he showed the position to be ut-
terly groundless, by giving the testimony of Scripture,
chapter and verse, to prove that Christ’s resurrection
body only came forth, or “stood again” the third day
after death. Did Dr. Warren know that? What he
says of sheol and hades is all well enough, and I do not
care to dwell on the subject.

II. THE NATURAL RESURRECTION.

This, Dr. Warren says, is what all men experience
alike irrespective of character. It is ¢“inevitable and
universal.”” To this I give my hearty assent.

III. THE BETTER RESURRECTION.

This, he says, “is a special object of attainment, to
be sought for as a heavenly reward.” Here we are at
one again. No unconverted person will ever attain that
better resurrection. It is what Christ calls « the resur-
rection of the just,” when those who feed the poor in
his name shall “be recompensed.” Under the head of
this better resurrection, he says:

¢ When our Lord on the cress said, ‘It is finished,’ he en-
tered in spirit into the realm of the dead. In the language of
the most ancient of our creeds, he ‘descended into hell,’ into
hades, the place where all souls had gone before him. . . . On
the third day he rose from the grave and became ‘the first
fruits of them that slept.” He appeared in bodily form to his
friends and disciples, and was seen of them forty days . . . .
and then ascended in the sight of the twelve from the summit
of Olivet to heaven.”

This is sensible, reasonable, and Scriptural. Why
will not Dr. Warren leave it there just as the Scriptures
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do? I think with him, that “all speculations are fu-
tile,” for the reason that “ He is to possess the utter-
most parts of the earth, and sit on the throne of his
father David, and reign over the house of Jacob forever,””
and the kingdoms of this kosmos are to be his and he
“reign forever and ever,” as say the Scriptures,—all of
which reqhires the eternal perpetuity of just such a
body of David’s flesh as the Scriptures ascribe to him
after he came out of the tomb. And where God has
spoken, “all speculation” is out of place.

In the foregoing quotation, Dr. Warren abandons his
position taken in his book and re-affirmed in the article
under consideration, of the resurrection at the moment
of death ; and the utter impossibility of the existence of
a soul without a body ; and teaches that Christ did go “in
spirit into the realm of the dead ” and that as the most
ancient of our creeds has it, ¢ he rose the third day.” I
wish he would keep on in his course of improvement.
But after admitting as he does the material manifesta~
tion of Christ, and the physical tests which he gave, he
apostasizes and says, that to his “mind it seems most
probable that it .was really his spiritual body, tempora-
rily taking upon itself such capacities as were necessary
to render it an object of perception to the senses of the
appointed eye-witnesses.”

Now Dr. Warren’s trouble lies simply in his failure
to recognize the fact that in the language of Scripture,
physical things are very frequently called spiritual.
For instance, the Israelites in the wilderness, ¢ did all
eat of that spiritual meat; and did all drink of that
spiritual drink.” The meat was manna and quails;
the drink was water. The contrast which Paul draws
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‘in reference 4o the natural and spiritual body is this:
There are two Adams; the first Adam was made a living
soul; the last Adam was made a quickening spirit. Now
both soul and spirit are, as to their consistence, alike
¢ non-atomic,” impalpable, spiritual. Adam the first
has transmitted the psychical element of life to all his
posterity. Every human being possesses the soul, or
psychical quickening element derived from Adam; the
body quickened by this Adamic soul, Paul calls a psy-
_chikon body, or a soul-body. The Lord from heaven,
the quickening Spirit, proposes to quicken our “mortal
bodies” by his Spirit, as Adam did by his quickening.
soul. This body so quickened Paul calls a pneumati-
kon, or spirit-body. Now if soul and spirit are alike
spiritual as to their consistence, and that body which
was quickened by the soul, called -the psychikon body,
was and is material, what shall hinder the pneumatikon,
or spirit-body from being equally material ? Taking
this view of the subject, Christ’s resurrection body at
the moment of returning life, was as spiritual as it ever
will be, and yet material; and composed, as he declared,
of “flesh and bones.” So there are now existing the
two kinds of body, the psychikon and the pneumatikon.
“ As we have borne the image of the earthy we shall
also bear the image of the heavenly.” A body of “flesh
and blood” is an Adamic body, quickened by the soul
whose medium is the blood. This cannot enter the-
kingdom of God. “Ye must be born again,”—have
a ‘new life-element imparted, the quickening spirit
of Christ. “And if the Spirit of him that raised up
Jesus from the dead dwell in you, he that raised up
Christ from the dead shall also quicken your MORTAL
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BODIES by his Spirit that dwelleth in you.”—Rom. 8:
11. That Spirit now dwells in the believer, but it will
quicken the mortal body in which it dwells, as it did
Christ’s, at “the resurrection of life.” It was Christ’s
mortal (dead) dbody which that Spirit quickened and
raised; it will do the same for our mortal bodies if he
dwells in us. :

Dr. Warren wishes his readers to read 1 Thess. 4,
-and 1 Cor. 15: 51, 52,—only what the language says,

‘“without reading into it ideas which we think ought to
be there, but are not.”” A grand idea, let us try it.
" Dr. Warren will please proceed. ¢ (1.) Those persons
mentioned are those who when Paul wrote were ‘alive
and remained unto the Parousia,’ including of course all
who should live under the Parousia. Or in other words
they are all Christian believers at and during all the
ages after Christ’s coming so long as his kingdom shall
endure.” I see plainly the Doctor is making progress.
In his book he contended that the persons to whom
Paul wrote must be restricted to the persons, at least to
the generation, then living. The force of his argument
lay in that. But now he spreads it out to all eternity—
“as long as” Christ’s “kingdom lasts,” and we are as-
sured (Luke 1: 33), that “of his kingdom there shall be
no end.” Quite a change and quite a stretch.

“The persons to whom Paul wrote were alive and re-
mained unto the Parousia.” Then the Parousia was
future when Paul wrote. But as recently as in his
former article, in his new departure, Dr. Warren télls
us that it began at Christ’s resurrection. How is that ?

Now let us have exactly what Paul did say: “This
we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which
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are alive and remain unto the parousia of the Lord shall
not prevent them which are asleep. For the Lord him-
self shall descend from heaven with a shout, with the
voice of the archangel and with the trump of God: and
the dead in Christ shall rise first; then we which are
alive and remain shall be caught UP ToGrTHER WITH
THEM in the clouds to meet the Lord in the air; and so
shall we ever be with the Lord.”

. As this is exactly what Paul wrote and was all to be
done at the Parousia of the Lord, and as there has oc-
curred no such resurrection of “the dead in Christ”
and rapture of those who “are alive and remain,”—both
classes going into the air * together,”—it unmistakably
follows that the parousia of the Lord is yet future.
And as the Doctor has extended the force of the words
addressed to all who live on earth to all eternity, we
may still continue to look “for that blessed hope and
the glorious appearing of the great God, even our Sav-
iour Jesus Christ.”” The Doctor continues: “2. These
shall not sleep.” Paul, what did you say ? I said,
“We shall not all sleep.” But the Doctor proceeds:
“Now we know perfectly well what those of that day
meant by the sleeping of the dead.” Yes, we do.
When Jesus said, “ Our friend Lazarus sleepeth,” he
meant as he “said plainly, Lazarus is dead.” Then
those who “sleep in Christ”” are “the dead in Christ.”
If Dr. Warren wanted to get the words of Paul, why
such verbosity to cover up his words and ideas ? The
Doctor continues: “3. The living shall be changed in
a moment, in the twinkling of an eye.” That is all
scriptural.
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‘“4, The apostle does-not say that this instantaneous change
and rapture of all Christ’s saints who shall live during the
Parousia shall take place at the same moment.”

Does he not ? Let us see. “In a moment, in the
twinkling of an eye, at the last trump.” Well, what ~
will take place in a moment? Paul answers for him-
self: “The trumpet shall sound, and the dead shall be
raised incorruptible and we shall be changed.” If this
does not mean that all here enumerated is to take place
in a moment, defined by the “twinkling of an eye,”
then we may as well dismiss our grammar schools. But
what is the destiny of those thus immortalized ? Paul
shall answer for himself again: “The Lord himself
shall descend from heaven. . .. with the trump of
God. . . . and the dead in Christ shall rise first. Then
we which are alive. . . . shall be changed and caught
up together with them [the resurrected] to meet the
Lord in the air.” It is, then, all in the same moment;
and that moment is “ at the last trump.” .

The Doctor says: “All that is said here, is, that the
change in question shall be in, or during the Parousia.”
Then “in a moment,” “at the last trump ”” means, “ dur-
ing the Parousia !”’ ‘

Again, “The only reasonable meaning is that from
that time onward, Christians should at their death. . . .
pass immediately from the earthly to the heavenly life.”
Well, I can only say, ke dies hard.
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