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THE DOCTRINE OF THE RESURRECTION OF THE BODY
AS TAUGHT IN THE PAULINE EPISTLES
I.The Fact of the Resurrection

It is popular among New Testament critics to treat the
writings of the various apostles as separate systems of theol-
Ogye. They speak of Pauline theology as opposed to Petrine or
Johannine theology. They place the teachings of Jesus in a
class by themselves. If this principle is not abused or carried
too far, no harm is done. No NHew Testament scholar would deny
that there are differences in point of view and in emphasis in
the writings of the apostles. Sections from the writings of
John are usually easily distingulshed from those of Paul. It
is also clear that thelr personalities are reflected to a
certain extent in their writings. John, the disciple whom Je-
sus loved, dwells at length on the concept of love. The e-
pistles of Paul, who was by nature inclined to take a clear
and strong hold upon principles and define his convictions
sharply, reflect his clarity and strength. This much is fact;
this much can be said without endangering the doctrine of in-
spiration.

The danger arises when undue emphasis is placed on these
different points of view. When some one considers Pauline the-
ology as a separate system of theology, it is evident that he
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does not hold strictly to the doctrine of inspiration and
the analogy of Scripture. Gemerally, a critic who takes such
a position speaks of Paul as teaching the divine will but
makes the statement with & reservation, for God, to him, 1is
not the author of Scripture in the strict sense, This is evi-
denced by the fact that such a eritic does not apply the anai-
ogy of faith. For example, G.B.Stevens, treating the subject
of Pauline eschatology, has this to say concerning Paul's
teaching of the resurrection of unbelievers: "Paul does not
affirm or clearly imply- any view as to the fact or manner of
a resurrection for' non-believers.®l "If we could assume with
confidence that the' report of Paul's specch before Felix ac-
curately reproduced his language in detail, the apostle's be-
lief in '2 resurrection both of the Just and of the unjust®
(Acts 24,15) would be securely established; but in view of
the silence of his epistles this assumption becomes a pre-
carious one." 2 3 |
How does this attitude affect the treatment of Paul's
teaching of the resurrection of the body? It means that, by
denying the :l.ns.pi.t-atj.onof Scripture and, consequently, the
analogy of faith, some New Testament critics reach the con-
clua:l.on' that Pzul's concept of the resurréction is not exactly
the same as that of Jesus; that Paul underwent a development
of thoughf about the rasurrecti:on, his later statements contra-

i’ ﬁl::ul‘% gh:c:logz, D557




dicting his earlier ones; that Paul finzally taught no resur-
rection of the body at all.

It is our purpose to present the entire teaching of Paul
on the fundamental doctrine of the resurrection. In the course
of the positive presentation of Paults teaching it will become
clear that he nowhere contradicts himself but that he 1s con-
sistent throughout. It will also become evident that Paul's
doctrine of the resurrection is in complete harmony with the
teachings of Jesus and with other parts of Scripture. TVhen
we speak of Pauline theology, therefore, we simply refer to
the doctrines contained in Paull's epistles.

The doctrine of the resurrection is one of the fundamen-
tal teachings of Paul and of the New Testament. One of the
very last words which we have from the pen of Paul is a warn-
ing against the perversion of this teaching. He warns Timothy
of false teachers, "of whom is Hymenaeus and Philetus, who
concerning the truth bhave erred, saying that the resurrection
is past already, and overthrow the faith of some,® II Tim.2,
17.18;: A false teaching of the resurrection is so serious as
to overthrow faith. Hymenaeus and Philetus evidently taught
that the resurrection of which Christ spoke was to be under-
stood mystically and by way of allegory, that it must be meant
of a spiritual resurrection onmly.® It is true that a resur-

rection to new life takes place at the time of conversion. But
to infer from this that there will not be a true and real

S Matthew Henry, Commentary.
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resurrection of the body at the last day - that 1s perverting
& fundemental doctrine and .destroying faith. Whatever takes
away the doctrine of a future state overthrows the faith of
Christians.

Paul &also stresses the importance of the resurrection in
the great Resurrection Chapter: "If in this life only we have
hope in Christ, we are of all men most miserable," I Cor.1l5,18.
If there is no resurrection of the dead, he explzins, our
faith has no foundation &nd no purpose, but 2ll is vanity.

No part of the apostlets doctrine is developed with so
little systematic fulness as the doetrine of the future 1life.
On the subject of the resurrection itself he wrote at some
length in the Resurrection Chapter. He expressed himself some-
what fully in his early epistles, especially in I Thessalon-
ians, on the second coming of Christ. But on other topiecs
connected with the resurrection he has not dwelt at length.
His statements are rather incidental. Yet, by bringing all
of these statements together we can obtain a quite complete
picture of the entire system of eschatology.

In the first part of the thesis we shall set forth the
passages of Paul in which he states the resurrection as a fact
or implies it. The second section will deal with a description
of the resurrection-body and with some of the eschatological
circumstances attending the resurrection. In the first part,
therefore, we are not particularly concerned with the resur-
rection of the body. We simply answer the questions: Will




there be a resurrection? What proof and evidence is there for
it?

Every direct statement of Paul concerning the resurrec-
tion of believers is in some way connected with the resur-
rection of Jesus. There are a few general statements of rais-
ing the dead which are not connected with Jesus! resurrection
(Rom.4,17: "God, who quickeneth the dead;" II Cor.l,9: "God,
which raiseth the dead"). However, there is nothing in the
context of these passages to indicate that they refer to the
specific resurrection of thé deac at the last day. Rather,
they are employed for the sake of emphasizing God's power and
strength, for God has the power to make alive that which 1is
dead.

But every direct statement of the raising of the dead at

.f’the last day occurs in a context which spesks of Jesus' Resur-
l,/ | rection. This is no doubt due to the fact that the resurrection
of Jesus is the climax of the work of redemption, and it is
the Gospel of the redemption by which the Holy Spirit creates
a new life in the believer. This explains, perhaps, why Paul
/ lmever has occasion to mentiomn directly the resurrection of
' ’?/unhelievers. (¥e shall answer the question later as to whether

i Paul teaches a resurrection of the ungodly) .

It is true that Paul frequently refers to the resurrection
to new life as the result of Christ's resurrection. The class-
ic passage is Romans 6, where believers are urged to walk in

: newness of iirb, nlike as Christ was raised up from the dead.h




The passage describes in detall how the believer, dead with
€hrist, shall also "live with Christ," v.8. Similarly, in
other passages the apostle speaks of being "quickened togeth-
er with Him," Col.5,2; being "risen with Christ," Col.l,3.
The words used here to designate the resurrection to 2 new
1ife (Zwompcivr ,_cyeipesr ) are the same words used in other
places to refer to the resurrection of the body at the time
of the judgment; But because some passages refer to the spir-
itual resurrection, it does not follow that all are to be
taken in that sense. Contexts show plainly that Paul speaks
of the bodily resurrection in other instances. However, the
two resurrections are so closely related thzt often they can-
not be separated. Indeed, at times it seems that Paul con- /
ceives of the two resurrections as one process. '

That Paul could hardly think of the resurrection to new
life without thinking zlso of the resurrection at the last
day 1is illustrated by a passage like II Cor.4, 10-14, He
speaks of making the life of Jesus manifest in the body.This
is the new life, spoken of vv.1l0-13. V.14, which specks of
the bodily resurrection, seems to follow naturally: "Knowing
that Be which raised up the Lord Jesus shall raise up us also
by Jesus and shall present us with you.® The two resurrections
are almost inseparable in Paul's mind.

The explanation for this close relationship between the
spiritual and the eschatological resurrections is to be found
in the doctrine of justification, which Paul has developed ‘

. f
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at great length. Salvation 1s both a present and a future 4//1”
fact. At justification there commences a new 1ife which con-
tinues to grow and strengthen under the power of the Holy
Spirit. But in this 1life the blessed realization of salvation
is only begun. Sulvation will be fully realized only in the
immediate presence of Christ at ﬁhe resurrection of the body.

Professor Geerhardus Vos has made a fine study of the
relation of the doctrine of justification (and ensuing sanc-
tification) to the resurrectlion. He points out that Christian
truth may be divided into two spheres: the forensic and the,ﬁxi:
transforning. The resurrection of Christ fits into the foren-
sic sphere {Justification); the resurrection of believers
belongs to the transforwinz sphere (sanctification). 4

That the resurrection of Christ aes a foresunsic signi-
ficance 1s evident from Rom.4,25: "Who was dellivered for our
offences and was ralsed again for our justificatlon.m" The
preposihion_ﬁhi__oecurs in both clauses and therefore must
have the same constructional force in each. The first clause
indicates what the force must be: Christ was dellvered up
fon account of our trespasses." Our trespasses were the
jdeally efficient cause of His death (J:4_ with acc.). Cor-
responding to this, the second clause must mean that He was
ralsed "on aeeoynt of our Jjustification® (dhi_ with 2cCe)e
Because in His completed death our justification was virtually

4 nThe Pauline Doctrine of the Resurrection," Princeton
Theological Review, Vol.xxvii (1929), p.lZ.
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secured, it needed only the passing of death from off Him,
and the consegquent substitution of life for death, to declare
this. There was something far more efficacious in His coming
to life than a mere proclamation might have been. God,through
suspending the forces of death operating on Christ, declared
that the ultinmate comsequence of sin bad reached its termina-
tion. In other words, the resurrection had snnulled the sen- .,
tence of condemnation. Justification, therefore, i3 a resultff :
of the resurrection of Jesus. 3
The resurraction of believers fits into the transforming
sphere (which, of course, is the result of justification).
Paul speaks in such a manner as to indicate that there is a
éefinitzs continuity between the present spiritual life and
the resurrection to come. We believe it possibie to show that
the sum-totzl of & Christian's oxperience and progress is
vieved as a prepzration for the crowning grace of the resur-
rection. The passages in which the entrance into the Christian
state 1s represented as a being raised with Christ come into
consideration here. These statements have been called "semi- ;
eschatological in iaport; they take for granted that in prin- /_
ciple the believer has been translated into the higher world
of the new eon.m™ 9 Thpy establish 2 vitzl relationship be-
tween what iz enjoyed already and what will be received at
the end. Thus, according to Rom.G,5, the likeness of the

5708, Op. eit., p.2l




Saviort!s resurrection is to be reproduced in the Christian,
Even now believers are to reckon themselves alive unto God
in Christ Jesus (v.ll).

The same principle of continuity between the present
spiritual life and the resurrection shows itself where the
believers are exhorted to strive for sanctification with the
thought and desire in mind that at the day of the Lord's com-
ing they may be presented to Him in a sanctified conditionm.
Paul expresses the hope to the Thessalonizns that the Lord
may make them increase and abound so that they msy establish
their hearts unblameable in holiness at the coming of Jesus
with- all His saints (I Thess.3,1£.13).

The expression "to be in Christ,® a frequent occurrence
in Paul, also supports the idea of a continuity. The mystical
union with Carist is plctured as thebeginning of the sharing
of His glorified state. Paul speaks of the "dead in Christ,®
(I Thess.4,16), indicating that this union continues after
death. The lot and life of the believer is in such close
communion with Christt!s that the larger phases of Christ'!s
experiences are spoken of as being repeated in hims ®If so
be that we suffer with Him, that we may also be gloririéd
with Him,” Rom.8,17.

In view of the close comnection which exists between the
new life and the resurrection it is not strange that there
are a few instances where it is difficult to determine which

resurrection is meant. Buch a passage is II Tim.2,11l: "If we
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be dead with Him, we shall also live with Him." On the one
hand the context speaks of living the new life of good works.
On the other hand, it also speaks of the physiczl resurrec-
tion of Jesus and the "eternal welight of glory" which belongs
to the elect. Indeed, it sceums toat Paul has both resurrec-
tions in mind. He is thiniting of the one great truth that the
Coristians are made alive in Carist. The new men bezins that
life in time; the resurrected man will continue it in eter-
nitye. _

Phil.3,11, also shows the close connection between the
spiritual life and the resurrection at the last day: "If by
any means I might attain to the resurrection of the dead.m”
In the context the apostle has been speaking of the right-
eousness "which is by faith through Christ,"” v.9, and of the
nfellowship of His sufferings,™ v.1l0. This idea of the life
in Christ leads him to think of the resurrection, when that
life will be complete. The resurrection is some?hing which
is "attained® as the result of the life in Curist begun on
this earth. The expression.gzlﬂgg__ does not in any way ex-
press doubt, but expectancy. Paul is certain of nis resur-
rection; only the exact manner (7iws, "somehow") is not known
to him.

There are statemeats in Paul's epistles which beyond a
doubt point to the resurrection of the body at the last day.
¥%e reserve the Resurrection Chapter for later discussion.

Prominent among other references to the resurrection 1is




I Cor.6,16. In the previous verse Paul says thek the Christ-
ian's body is for the Lord. In v.1l5 he asks, "Know ye not
that your bodies are the members of Christ?" Between the two
statements he asserts: "God hath both rzised up the Lord and
wlll also raise up us by His own power." We can reach no
other conclusion than that the resurrection spoken of is that
of the body at the last day.

I Thess.4,14.16, is equally clear: "If we believe that
Jesus died and rose again, even so them'also which sleep in
Jesus will God bring with Him....The dead in Christ shall
rise first.” Paul is here describing the events of the Par-
ousia. This passage cun refer only to the resurrection of all
believers at the second coming of Christ.

II Cor.4,14: "He which raised up the Lord Jesus shall
raise up us also by Jesus and shall present us with you."
Although the preceding verses speak of the new life, this
statement cannot refer to the spiritual resurrection at the
time of conversion. The passage does not permit such an inter-
pretation. The future tenses (freosi , Zugdctzge) rTule it out.
Furthermore, the A«: which connects Zx»seir and ﬁ indi-
cates very strongly that Paul is thinking of the resurrection
from the grave. (He who raised up Jesus will also raise up us).

Rom.B,10.11, is a subject of controversys.

If Christ be in you, the body is dead because of sin,

Ehe Eniris oe Him Enet raised up Jesca dweri dniyeu,

He that raised up Christ from the dead shall also

g:icken your mortzl bodies by His Spirit that dwelleth |
you.
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"Body" here is clearly the old sinful nature, while "spirit?
is the new life. Milortal bodies," according to some commen-
tators, 1s the sensuous nature which will be ennobled and en-
tirely perfected. According to others it is the living body
of the flesh that will undergo transformation at the Parocusia.
Professor C.J.Sodergren points out that Paul seidom uses the
terms "body" and "flesh"™ as applying to the body of clay a~
lone, znd believes that the reference here is to the spiritual
vody within. As a psrallel he adduces Rom.6,6: "Qur old man
is crucified with Him that the body of sin might be done a-
way." © But notice the difference in tense. Rom.8 speaks of
an act which has taken place in the believer ("was crucifiedm™)
but Rom.8 uses the future tense QgggzgjﬁzL) andé applies 1t
to people who are already Christiasns. Therefore, we cannot
but conclude that Paul 1s speaking specifically of the resur-
rection of mortzl bodies (é&gﬁéi_ QZQ:&Q&O at the last day.

, Ve now turn our attention to the most conclusive of all
p;oofs of the resurrection in the Pauline epistles as it is
presented in I Cor.l5. We are here concerned with the first
half of the chapter, in which Paul proves that there is a
resurrection. Obviously, we cannot make a detziled study of
all the thoughté presented in vv.4-34, but we shall consider
the salient points.

There were some among the Corinthians who denied the

6 nResurrectio Carnis,®" The A%gugtana Quargerix,
vcl.n'.l..‘li, No.2 (1944)’ Pe Te
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resurrection of the dead, v.l2. Paul proceeds to show the
importance of the doctrine of the resurrection in the whole
scheme of Christian doctrine. But first he presents overwhelm-
ing evidence for the truth of the resurrection of Jesus, on
which the Christian's resurrection depends. He adduces the
testimony of the eye-witnesses who saw the Lord on five dif-
ferent occasions after His death. He appeared to Peter (Luke
23,43), then to the twelve disciples (lMark 16,14) . He was
seen by five hundred brethren, some of whom were still slive
at the time f Paul. This probably was in Galilee (Matt.=28,
10) . After that He was seen by James singly, and then by all
the apostles when He was taken into heaven from Xount Olivet
(Luke 24,50). Lastly He was seen alive by Paul himself (Acts
9,4) . Nothing was more certain to Paul thasn that Jesus had
risen from the dead. In some twenty different comnections in
his writings the apostle makes the direct statement that Jesus
had risen from the dead.

Before showing the relation of Jesus! resurrection to
ours, Pasul inserts znother argument to prove that there will
be a resurrcction. If there is no resurrection of the dead,
then Christ is not risem. And if Christ is not risen, our
faith 1is vsin, preaching is vain; in fact, our entire re-
ligion is vain and worthless if death ends all. In this argu-
ment Paul seems to as:cume that bis preaching has been accepted
as true by the Corinthians. In the first wverse he spesks of
the "Gospel which ye also bave received, and wherein ye stand."
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He proceeds to show them the folly and vinity ofaccepting
the Gospel if there is to be no resurrection. His reasoning
here seems to be not so much a proof for the resurrection as
it is a persuasion to believe.in it.

The great proof of the Christian's resurrection is the
resurrection of Christ. These two truths are so closely con-
nected with each other that they stund or fall together. We
have shown above on the basis of Rom.4,25, how the resurrec-
tion of Christ has a forensic significance, is a cause of
the resurrection of believers. The picture of the "first-
fruits® (aZzpx»n), I Cor.15,20, is a much simpler one but it
states the same fact. It has reference to the 0ld Testament
feast of the First-fruits. The sheuf of the first-fruits of
the harvest which the Israelites were required to bring to
the priest was a sample of the entire crop to be harvested.
The bringing in of one sheaf was a token tnat a harvest of
similar shezves would follow. koreover, the one sheaf was pre-
sented to God as a thank-offering for all the other sheaves
and gave assurance that the remsinder would be guzthered in
due time. So it is with the resurrection of Christ. The
fact that He was raised from the dead glves assurance that
the bodies of all Christians will be.raised from the dead.

Vv.2l and 22 give 2 further explanation ofihe picture
of the first-fruits, both verses beginning with the explan-
atory y4p First we have the genersl statement thet man s
the death medium and the resurrection medium (J«f with gen.)s.
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nFor since by man came death, by man came also the resurrec-
tion of the dead." The absence of articles from the nouns
indicates that the stress is to be placed on the quality of

the nouns (&'frﬁo_wrg; ) Theovaetadis vewpay (not zx .yepdy)
1s perhaps best rendered in English by "resurrection from

death." Being without the artiecle, the phrzse is not definite
but stresses, again, the quality of resurrection as opposed
to death.

The following verse becomes more specific and more def-
inite: "For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all
be made allve.m One of the consequences of Adum's sin is that
all keep on dying (F7edynaexorcivs present tense). The con-
sequence of Christ!s resurrection is that all shall ie made
alive (ZLws Zomzﬁn'uvfat y future act). This is, in effect, a
restatement of the fact that Christ is the First-fruits of |
them that slept. We must keep in mind that Paul speszks here ‘
only of a Christiants resurrection. The "allm" in this vemse
is equivalent to "all believers."” Christ is not said to be
the First-fruits of unbelievers nor are they made alive "in |
Him." The chief »oint here is that the Christian's resurrec-
tion is Just as cerf.ainl as the resurrectlon of Christ on
which it is based.

Christ's resurrection stands out by itself as the one
great proof for the resurreciion of Christians. But Paul pre-
sents several addltionsl proofs from his own experiences and

from those of others. His first argument is from the custom
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of being "bhaptized Tfor the dead," v.Z9.4 great number of

interpretations have been given to the phruse _o¢ fuzt(Zpwsrac
LITe 2 1@y venwpdv-. The whole interpretation hinges on the

word ¥zzp, for which Thayer lists five meenings. Of these we
helieve that three are worthy of considerziion here. The most
widely accepted meaning of z’ze'g in this comnection is "in
stead of." Paul would then be rcferring to a custom of vi-
carious baptizing, living Christisans being baptized for those
who had died without baptism. ZXarl Barth points out that
"the occurence of Christian vicarious baptism is at least
testifled from the ecircles of Harcionites, Gerinthiuns, and
Kontanists."” 7 However, these groups lived much later than
the time of writing of I Coriuthians. It is highly improbable
that Paul would allude to the perversion of this holy sacra-
ment, one of the means of grice, without condemning the abuse
as he did the other false notions which were prevaient among
the Corinthian Caristians.

A second mezning of ﬂrr_d_e_ is "on account of, with ref-
erence to." Mzny permitted themselves to be baptized because
they saw bow cheerfully the Christians bore suffering and how }
calmly they faced death in times of persecution. Christians -

——————

were unafraid because they trusted in a resurrection ofthe
dead at the last day, and this Christian assurance rested to

a great extent on thelr baptism. "The death of Christians
leads to the conversion of survivors, who in the first instance |

7 fhe Resurrection of the Dead, p.l74.
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for the sake of the dead ( their beloved dead) and the hope
of the reunion turn to Christ.” 8 Baptism, then,  is viewed
as a preparation for death. Calvlin accepted this view.g

The most plausible interpretation, in our opinion, is
given by Luther, wio takes y7rg in the original meaning of
"above, over," in the locsl sense. He maintains that Christ-
ians were baptized over the graves of their loved ones, thus
showing their faith in the resurrection of those who had al-
ready died. The only objection to this interpretztion is that
3égzL is not used in its original sense anywhere else in the
New Testament. While this objection is worth considering, it
does not furnish conelusive proof against Luther'!s interpre-
tation. We feel that no other interpretation measures up to
the simplicity and the naturalmness of this one.

But whatever the original meaning Paul may have been,
it stands a2z a proof for the resurrection of the dead. The
confidence in a resurrection after.death expressed by belng

baptized J#%p rewpadv_ was useless if there were no resurrec-

tion from the dead.

Finally, Pzul uses his own suffering and the dangers to
his own life as a proof for the resurrection. He continues,
VV.30.31l: "And why stand we in Jeopardy every bhour?....l die

daily.® The argument is simple. Why should the apostle submit
to persecutions if the Bavior had not risen and promised to

8 Expositor!s Greek New Testament, Vol.xx, p.93l.
9 Barth, Op.Cit., p.178.
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raise Paul? He could escape all perils, dcngers, and punish-
ments by ceasing to preach the risen Christ. But he refused
to do so because he was convinced of the truth of the future
resurrection. A specific instance of his suffering is his
having"fought with beasts at Ephesus," v.32, which probably
refers to the opposition of vicious men. If there were no
life beyond the grave Paul would be foolish to bring these
afflictions upon himself. All this should add weight to the
argument for the resurrection of the dead.

Before proceeding to a discussion of the mode &nd manner
of the resurrection, we shall consider several groups of
passages in Pzul which mention the future life In some way or
other. Although such statements are not conclusive proofs
for the resurrection, we believe that the presumption is that
the resurrection-body 1is to share iﬁ that future life. For
the sake of completecness these passages should be listed here.

The phrase "eternal life" T3 anss N appeers frequent-
ly in Paults writings ( Rom.5,21; 6,23; Gal.6,8; Tit.3,7,etc.).
It is possible to have eternal life without a resurrection.
By the figure of synecdoche the term "eternal life" could re-
fer to the 1iferof the soul in eternity. Ey thls method of
reasoning, when Pzul asserts that "we" shall inherit eternal
life, he would mean that our souls will live forever. Taken
by itself, the phrase might have that meaning. But viewed in

the light of Pzults statements about the resurrection, there
can be no doubt that "eternal life" refers to that life of

aa e
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body and soul which is begun already in this 1ife at the time
of conversion, continued by the soul while the body sleeps in
death, and fully consummated when soul and body are reunited

at the last day.

%We apply the szme interpretation to pacsages which make
mention of the future reward of Christians, of being with
Christ and sharing His glory in the world to come. Here, too,
we feel that the presumption is thet there is to be a resur-
rection so that both body and soul will share the glory (Col.
3,24; II Cor.4,17; II Tim.2,10; Rom.8,18,etc.). This becomes
especially evident from statements which cleariy place the
fulfillment of this hope'of glory at the time "when Christ
shall appear," Col.3,4, and "at that day," II Tim.2,8. Cer-
tainly, Paul is thinking also of the resurrection-body when

he speaks of "the glory which shall be revealed in us,"Rom.8,18

A f£inal proof that Paul teaches a resurrection is afford-

ed by statement which minimize the power and infiuence of
physical death. Death is pictured as a sleep, I Thess.4,13.
The sting and the victory of death are non-existent, I Cor.l5,
55. Death has been abolished ( Ka?dpyeiv , render ineffective,
powerless), II Tim.1l,10. There is no difference ﬁetween the
living and the dead, for Christ is Lord over both, Rom.1l4,9,
and will judge both, II Tim.4,1l. If the Lord is to judge the
dead as He does the living, the dead wlll surely be made
alive to receive that judzment. The bodies will rise to hear
the pronbuncement of judgment together with the soul.
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IXI. The ilode and lianner of the Resurrection

Pauline teaching of the mode and manner of the resurrec-
tion has been the object of much argumentétion and specula-
tion, for it is by far the more difficult phase. This is due
to the limitations of revelation and to the limitations of
buman reason, which cannot comprehend "the things that are
not seen.m

Before entering upon the teaching of the resurrection
itself. we shall do well to consider the view which some modern
critics have tiuken toward the subject. Some have taken greﬁt
pains to work out & scheme of development :for the apostlets
convictions and expectations as to the resurrection. The
starting point and the propelling power of this efolution is
said to be the idea of the Spirit. By placing special empha-
sis on the pneumatology of Pauluthe erities f£ind the follow-
ing stsges in the development of Paul's thinking:

l.Paul at first believed that the bodies would be brought
up from the grave in the same condition they had whemn they
were placed into the grave. This is his teaching in I Thessa-
lonians. Decomposition. of the body did not trouble Paul be-
cause he took for granted that the time until the Parousia
would be very shorti The idea of the Spirit, they say, 1is
not present in this stage of thought.

2.At the writing of I Corinthians Paul believed in a
transformation of the body, which was to take place at the
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time of resurrection. Here, first, the idea of zZyr7eq appears,
whose very function is that of transformation.

S.The third stage in the development of thought is rep-
resented by II Cor.5,1-8 and a few statements in Romans and
Colossians. Here the apostle, recognizing that the Spirit is
present in the believer from the beglnning of his Christian
life, sees no reason for postﬁoning the resurrection until
the moment of the Parousia. To avoid "nakedness," that is;a
soul without a covering body, the resurrection can take place
at the moment of death. The old body can be slipped off and
a new somatic garment produced to take its place. According

| }

to this theory the new body is pre-existent in heaven, waiting
I |

for the old to be done away so that the new body can take its;:

place. ‘
4.,A fourth standpoint is attributed to Paul, although

it is not said to have been a belief following the others in

chronological sequence and replacing them. It is the idea that

a somatic organism develops within the believer while he is

still present in the body. The new body forms within the old

so that at death all that is needed is the slipping off of

the old.lo
This alleged development of doetrine is & sample of the

abuse which Paul!s statements have suffered. A similar at-

titude is evident from the following statement concerning the

1QArgumants 1listed and refuted by Vos, "The Alleged De-
velopment in Paults Teaching on the Resurrection,®
Princeton Theol.Rev.,Vol.xxvii (1928) pp.l93-196.
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intermediate state: "The time between death and resurrection
he referred to in his earlier writings es !'sleep,! though af-
tervards, perhaps partly influenced by the seﬁi—ﬂellenistic
conception of his Alexandrien friend Apollos, he wrote as if
he expected to be consciously at home with the Lord, desiring
to tdepart and be with Christ which is very much better.! " 1
The meaning of the pessage alluded to will become clear with-
out our meking az special refutation of such fanciful theories.

Vie shall follow, as nearly as possible, the chronologi-
cal sequence of events ‘which lead up to and follow the resur-
rection - the Intermediate State;, the Parousia, the Resurrcc-
tion, and the Judgment.

What is the state of the dead in the interval between
their death and the day of resurrection? We reply: The apos-
t}erhgs‘given no answer beyond expressing the confident hope ! //
that the believer at death enters into fellowship with Christ.iL
In what state or sphere this fellowship will be realized pre-
vious to ﬁﬁ;u;éstowai of the resurrection-body, Paul does ﬂot
says If rightly understood, the statement may be correct that
This expectation of the nearness of the Parousia naturally
accounts for his entire neglect of this subject (the inter-
mediapg‘state).ﬁlgBut it would be more correct to say that the
Holy Spirit used this notion of Paul to limit the revelation
to what is necessary and salutary for Christisns to know.

1lp,A.Spencer, "Hope of the Eesurrection,“ Hibbert Journsal,
Vol.55 (1958-1937), pedlS. -

125tevens 9-292&. 9 Pe 3584



We must 't keep in mind that Paul nowhere says that the nearness

of ‘_b_hf_ ga_::o!zsia mst be thought of as one that 1s measured
bq' our own ideas of nearness.

. There are three chief passages which shed light on Paul's
teaching concerning the intermediate state. They all indicszte
that the soul is living with God during the time that the
body is in the grave. The first pertinent passsze i1s I Thess.
4,13.14, where the apostle describes the dead as being asleep.
We believe it can be demonstrated that the word _soruiqiac bad
the same meaning for Christi=zns that the word sleep, when
used of death, has for Christians today: to be ciead but not

permanently dead. The concept of sleep has no bearing on the

| question whether the soul is consciously alive with Christ

/] during this time. However, since Koixdciuc  has been used

to refer to a soul-sleep, we should make a more detailed
study of the word.
Undoubtedly, at the time of the first usage or the word

kar,ada'zam there was a feeling of etymological significance

connected with it, namely, that of a state of dim conscious-
ness or mmnconsciousness in the dead. But like all other words
1t was subject to attrition and lost some of its original
coloring. It suffered the fate of becoming a blind word, as
in the case of many common words. We must reckon w:lth the
possibility that ot aug g Fuc bad come to mean simply to ‘be
placed in the recumbent pos:u:l.on in the grave. But italso _1is
likely that among believers a spegia.‘_l. sense of tenderness
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accompanied the act, reminding one of the ordinary act of
putt:l.ng a child to bed. But our amain contention is that there
is nothing to show that "sleep," when used of death, implied

unconsciousness on the part of the dead. It 1is true that the /
/4

pagan Kﬂf&&'tﬂdc wus & sleep to which no swakening and no
cg__r_t_s_;_qiousness was jomed. But when even pre-Christian pagan—
ism does not universally aseribe to the ko gw&gc&: a sleep
or rest in the sense of unconsciousness, certzianly no one
can insist that it implled a soul-sieep or state of uncon-
sciousness among C‘nristians.ls
I Thessalonians, then, actually', gives no information
concerning the intermediate state. But there is also nothing
to contradict the other statements of Paul which speazl: of the
soul being consciously alive with Curist. Paul maikkes explic-
it statements concerning the mtermediate_ state which posi-
i:.ively exclude 1ts having been to his mind a state of uncon-

sciousness such as physicul sleep ordinarily .Induces. In

4.1'. Cor.5 the whole train of Paul's reasoning 1s based on the' {

thought that there will be a differentiation in feeling in / [

uhe state after death. Whether he feels clothed with & body
or i‘eels naked will be anobject of perception to him. To
the unconscious deud there is not and cannot be any distine-~
tion between the one state and the other; all things zre a-
like to them. Similarly, in Phil_.;,ﬁﬁ, the_ baving ‘deperted
and being with Christ is estimated ;aé__ far better.. Certainly,

1%y0s, Op.cit. ("The Pauline Doctrine,etc."), p.8.
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if there 1s such a thing as "better®™ and "worse,™ there
must be a consciousngss which can apply the standard omn
which the appraisal rests.

What does II Cor.5, 1-8, say about the state between
the time of death and resurrection? It says nuéh less on this
point than many believe. Paul here speaks ofthe earthly life
Qnd-mbde of existence as being taken down and folded away
like a tent; the new heavenly life and existence is put on
like a glory-garment. Paul's longing for the glorified body,
which is to replace the mortal body (ggL£Z:§ﬁﬂu;), is so
strong that he expresses the desire to be changed from the one
to the other without going through the experience of physical
death. All that the apostle says about the 1ntefmed1ate state
is th;t if he dies he, that is, his soul, will be found naked
until the day of judgmgnﬁ,hﬂe certainly does not want to say
that his soul will be uncomfortable during this time of nak- /|
edness. Tﬁe point which Pzul wants to stress is bis desire / ;5;
to exchange his mortal body for the glorified body, "that | |
mortality might be swallowed up in 1life." Ultimately, however,
he resigns himself t6 God's will with regard to this matter.

Because.of the frequent misiuterpretétinn of the passage
under consi@érétion, we shall study the words in greater de-
tail. Hoder; exegesis uses this section for the proof for the

pre-existent body, which is to be received at death. 14

141‘03, Op.cit. ("Alleged Development, etc."), p.208,fr,
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V.1l readss "If our earthly house of this tabernacle were .
dissolved, we have a building of God; a house not made with
hands, eternal in the heavens."™ A better translation on the
é4v —with-subjunctive-clause (4dZ«A75) 1s: In case our earth-
ly tent-house shall have been dissolved., Thus the element of
the improbability of his dying(which the A.V. implies) 1is
removed. All that the words, strictly taken, mean 1s that the

—
e e

loss of the earthly body will be made up for, sooner or later,

by the resurrection-body. But does not the present tense "we
have," when joined to thé foregoing, imply that the new body
must be in possession of the apostle when he dies? Hdw,other-
wise, could ne declare that at the moment of death he has
(not "will have%) 1it? Vie may easily explain the "we have" as
& case of imaginative I_Jrojection into the world to come.Such

a use of the present tense is not uncommon in language today, |

and it would be foolish to deny Paul the same freedom of ex—
pression. Heaven ( fv avpdveis ) is the plae; 4n which! ‘the
glorified body will be recelved and will exist and move.

The- 1dea. oi‘ the pre—existence of the ‘body has further
been sought :I.n the closing words of V.2, "our hab:l.tat:lon is
frog beaven.” :But this ¢¢& awggtrﬁ simply means that the

resurrection-body is from heaven because it is in a special
supernatural sense from God. Thus, "from heaven" eipresses
the origin of the glorified body rather than its locality.
Paul here expresses the desire to be clothed upon with this

heavenly house, if it is God's will, without passing through

e e i
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death. Hence this passage says nothlng about what bappens at
//'death and, therefore, says nothing about receiving a pre-ex-
istent body at the moment of death.

V.4 bears out the fact that Paul is not thinking of some-
thing which is to happen at death. He declares: "We that are
in the tent do groan being burdened, not for that we would be
unclothed, but clothed upon, that mortality might be swallowed
up in life.” The two alternatives are: (1) being unclothed and
then being clothed anew, and (2) being clothed upon immediate-
lye. The first alternative states only that the tent dissolved
will be replaced by & new structure; it does not indicate hqw
or when this will take place.

Vv.6-8 are said to demand the modern exegesis. Here we
have the statement that Paul is of good courage because at
death he will be with the Lord, for to be absent from the body
is to be present with the Lord, and vice versa. This goal, to
he present with the Lord, is taken to be identical with what
is deseribed in vv.2 and 4 as being clothed upon. Hence, a
new body is received at the moment in which a person 1is ab-
sent from the earthly boﬁy. But the fallacy lies in this that
the text does not indicate that "being present with the Lord®
é;& being"clothed upon" are to be identified with ezch other.
If Psul meant to say that the new body would be received at
the time of death, in all probability he would bave used a
;o;;"definite mode of expression than simply "to be present
with the Lord," especially since it stands in contrast with
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_Pgigg absent rromnthe earthly body.

, What the passage does assert is that the believer is
gpesent vith God at death. Taken in the light of other Secrip-
ture passages, it undoubtedly refers to the soul's being pres-
ent with God immediately after the separation of body and soul
étﬁﬂeath. Paul terms this a "nakedness®™ because the soul 1s
without the covering of a body during the period between éezth
and resurrection. Phil.l,23, states the same fact: "I have a
deéire to depart and to be with Christ, which is far better.®
Vhen Paul departs this 1ife he expects to be present with His
Savior; although his body will go to the grave, his soul con-—
tinues to live with Christ. This is the extent of the infor-
mation which Paul gives concerning the intermediate state.

The time of resurrection is to be the second advent of
Christ, which Paul designates the Parousia. Although Paul
nowhere tezches the nearness of the Parousia as an absolute
fact (according to human notions), we receive the impression,
especially from his earlier epistles, that he believed the
time to be very near and perhaps entertained:the hope of liv-
ing to see the day himself. He exhorts the Thessalomians by
nthe Parousia of our Lord Jesus Christ® to live a life ac-
ceptable to God so that they may be found blameless in that
day, I Thess.3,13; 5,25. In his first epistle to the Thessa-
lonians Paul mentions the Parousia four times} in the second
epistle he makes three direct references to the second coming
of Christ. He believed that the time was near; yet he made it
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plain that the time was unknown to him. In nis second epistle
he reminds the Thessalonians that the "man of sin"™ must be
revealed before the day will come. If some one had put the
question to Paul, "When will the Parousia take place?® he
would have answered, "I do not know." We speak similarly to—_
day about the nearness of the comsummation of the world and o
yet admit that we have no idea when 1t will be reslized. |
The deseription of the Parousla of C.hrist in T Thess.5,13
and 4, 14-17, calls for special discussion. The latter pass—
age states that the Lord will descend from heaven, the dezd in
Christ shall rise first, and those living will be caught up
together in the clouds to mecst the Lord in the zir. With this
meeting of Christ in the air the statement of 3,13, where
Jésus is represented as coming "with all His saints,® is us-
uzlly brought in some connection. This is said to imply that
the Lord will be accompanied by all his heavenly saints in
an embodled state, ard that they are to be met by those who
are still living. However, we note that I Thess.5,15; stresses
the coming with all His szints. From this it is guite clear
that all, both thosec who &re raised ané those who sre still
living at the time of the Parousia, will together (_e_(!ﬁ,
I Thess.4,17) meet the Lord in the air. We do not take this
"ecoming with a2ll His saints®™ to mean that the saints are ac-
tuzlly to accompany Jesus in His descent to earth. It simply
means that when the Lord comes He will be present with all
His saints. This view brings out the basic meaning of Parousia,
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namely, the idea of being present with some one rather than // 4
the zct of coming to some one.

lore expliclt explunation as to the attending circum-
stances of the resurrection is given in 4, 16. Here we learn
of the "shout,” "the voice of the archangel,® and "the trump
of God," as accompanying His descent. These words seem to in-
dicate a summoning from afar, as it were, the dezd to rise.
But we do not draw the conclusion from this that the summon-
ing 1s done from afar so that the risen saints may meet the
Lord at some point between heaven and earth and then descend
dovnward with Him. V.14 stetes that "those who are acle€pesss
God shall bring with Him (;éﬂ J_-" But we cannot.press the
word "bring® here To mezn that God will bring them to earth
in the movement of the Pzrousis. It refers not so much to the
act or process as to the result: .The saints will be mtroduced// /,.f’
into the kingdom of glory and be with Christ in the body.

The problem has been discussed in detail as to who is
the subject of the shouting and what is the relation of the
volce of the archangel and the trump of God to the shouting.1l® l
Since it cannot be definitely determined just how literally |

-

:

this whole picture is to be taken, we do not comsider it to
be worthy of detailed study here. It seems that Christ will
ralse the dead with a command (AeAdivudé) and that this will

either be zccompsnied by or dome through the voice of an
archangel and the trump of God. Psul mentions the trump of

-

15yos, Op.cit. ("Pauline Doctrine"), p.5.



God agsin in I Cor.15,52, where it is termed "the last trump,®
meaning the truapet which aanounces the end of the world
(e"rg(d' 37).

Just how literally are we to understund the events zat
the Parousia as given in I Thessalonians? Professor Geerhardus
Yos points out that 71t were wrong undoubtedly to reduce all
things meutlouned to the rubric of figurative languagelisThe
apostle gives no landication that he is speakhig in ligures.
On the other hand, we must not overiook the fact that in
painting by words, even with the fullest intent of accuracy,
the apostle bad to avail hiaself of & fixed medium of know-
ledze znd lanzguage. He 1s compelled to use words and ideas
which are limited to time and matter while he is describing
events of eternity and of & spiritual world. Heaven aznd earth;
after all, are to pass away. There is & possibility, then,

7

j
of over-stressing the literainess of the language =nd the ’ f

[/
imagery used and missing the deeper and finer qualities &nd i ‘
objectives of his true conception. "The literalistic may ap-
pear to our human vision nearer the real, but may, neverthe-
less, owing to our craving for the concrete, be more sub-
Jective than the spiritualized.m 17

Many hold.that Pauline theology teaches two resurrec-
tions - the first that of believers, and the second that of

the rest of mankind. This view is supported by appesl to two

1605 cit. ("Pauline Doctrinem), p.6
139‘%%%;)5?.5 e‘ octrine®), p




passages. One of these 1s I thess.4,18.17. "The dead in Christ
8hall rise first (Wvuctn'vorfac ZpStoy) then (72 6x4) we that

are alive shall be caught up." It is obvious, however, that

the word “first“ here is correlative with the word "then."

The first event is to be the rising of the dead in Christ;

the second event is to be the translation of believers to

the skies. It is clear th:t Psul does not here speak of a

first resurrection as opposed to a second resurrection.

Critics say, however, that this passage is in no way incon-
sistent with the ldea of a second resurrection, and they

point to the inference that his mention of the resurrection ‘
of the dead i1n Christ as an sct by itself implies his belief [~

o

in the resurrection of non-belicvers as a distinct and sep-
arate event (so Olshausen, De Eette)}BWeiss attempts to solve
the problem by holding the view that Paul does not believe

in the resurrection of non-Christians at all. But the solu-
tion is more simple than some believe. Paul mentions only
the Christians! resurrection because he is comforting the
Thessalonian Church concerning their departed friends. He has |
no.occasion to take into view any except believers. The Thess- |
alonians feared that thelr departed friends would be at a
disadvantage at the advent of Christ; that the living would
earlier and more fully enjoy its glory than the dead. Paul
replies, No, your Sleeping friends shall rise first; before
the livingz enter info the presence of the Lord the dead shall

18gtevens, Op.cit., p.351.
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have been ralsed and all shall enter into His presence to-
gether. The living, then, shall have no advantzge over the
dead in that respect. There is, therefore, no occzsion for
Psul to speak of any except beiievers in this connection.
There i1s no reference to two resurrections here.

I Cor.l5,285.24, 1s the principle passage to which ap-
peal is mede for the opinion thzt Paul believes in two
resurrections: "Esch man in his own order; Christ the first-
fruits; then they that are Christts at His coming. Then éom-
eth the end." Meyer and others vnderstand "the end (Z2 ZrAod) "
to mean the end of the resurrection. 19 According to this
view there would be three divisions of those who sre rezised,
introduced by the three members of the sentence, gg' irggg_:i_..
ETErEA _oue (€4 — first Christ es the leader, then the be-

lievers, and finally, the non-Christiens. This woulé ex-
rlein the previous expression, "each man in his own order
(fa'm Y, division)." Howvever, the entire context speaks

of only two divisions: Christ as the first-fruits, and ®they _
that slept." Barth points out, 2nd we believe he does so
correctly that ¢iZ« _ 4is not 2 third member of A74p7» ond
£7%r €4, but 1s a closer definition of v zg;gg_zr'g. 20 he
stateme_nt would then be punctuated: "Christ the first-fruitss
afterwards,those who are Christfs. At His coming, then the
end, when He shall dellver up the kingdom, etc."

wﬂ.A.ﬁ'.lleyer, Kommentar uber das Neue Testament,Vol.v.,
p.307‘

EGQE. GL!. ’ p.162.
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"The end® here does not mean the end of the resurrec-
tion, but refers to the tise when Christ shall consummate
His kingdom and put into subjection all hostile powers (see
V.28) . It must be taken in the absolute sense as denoting
the end of the present world-period, the gozl of human his-
tory. The end of the world is to coincide with the Parousia
of Christ and the resurrection of men. Paul says nothing of
two resurrections. find from this it follows that he did not
hold to any idea of a reign of Christ upon earth for a thou-
sand years or for any shorter period of time. Even chiliasts,
with perhaﬁs & few exceptions, do not look to Paul for sup-
port of thelr doctrine.

Did Paul believe in a resurrection of the godless? As
the question stands, 1t must be answered gffirmstively, for,
he is quoted in Acts 24,15, as saying that there will be a |
resurrection "both of the Jjust snd of the unjust." But we |
are here concerned with his teaching as 1t is set forth in! ;
the epistles. We want to ascertain whether his writing deny
or affirm the resurrection of unbelievers. _ i

Stevens points out that there are four things to remenm-
ber in this connections

(1) Paul nowhere speaks directly of a general resurrec-
tion of &ll mankind.

(2) Twice he speaks explicitiy of a resurrection of
Christians without a mention of non-believers.

(3) His whole argument for the fact of a resurrection




1s based upon Christ!s resurrection as its ground and guar-
anty.

(4) The application of this argument is made to Christ-
ians alone. 21

'From these points it is clear that Paul has said nothing
of a resurrcction of unbelievers. Some scholars believe this
to be & good case of argumentum e silentioc. But it is just
that snd no more; Points 1,28, and 4 above should cause us no
difficulty. Paul is writing to Christiansa and for the bene-
fit of Christians. There is no need for him even to mention
the resurrection of the godless, and that explains his com-
plete silence on the matter. Point &, however, is less easily
harmonized with the idea of a resurrection of unbelievers.
The fzet of the resurrection of believers is based on the
resurrection of Christ. Are non-believers also to rise on
account of the resurrection of Christ? If so, the conclusion
must follow that :I.i-: is not life-union with Christ, but a
natural relation of Christ to &ll men, which secures resur-
rection. This view is completely at variance with Rom.8,11,
where the indweliing of the Holy Spirit i1s declared to be
the cause of the guickening of the mortal body. From this
OIshauseh, De Wette, and others, nave drawn what would seem
to be the next logicsl conclusion - the final restoration

of all men. 28

-g:l,ﬁ. Pe 554,
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_ It is further argued that the description of the resur-
rection-body is such as to show that believers only were
thought of. It is & pneumatic body, that is, one animated by
the divine life-giving Spirit, and suited to a holy snd glor-
ious sphere of existence. The argument is this: The Holy
Spirit is in such close relationship to both the zct of the
resurrection znd the life of the resurrected Cixrristian thzt
one in whom the Spirit does not dwell (unbeliever) cannot be
includ&d in the resurrection. But we can apply the same
principles here which we applied to the e silentio arguments.
Certainly, the indwelling of the Holy Spirit will not be the
cause for the resurrection of the godless; nor will the resur-
rection-body be cne in which the Spirit rules. But this does
not in any way indicate that Paul teaches, or even believes,

l that they will not rise. Surely, God, who is &ll-powerful,
f and who made all things out of nothing, has a way to raise
them, even if only by a single word of command.

Furthermore, there 1is one consideration which is de-
eisive that Paul believed in a resurrection of the . odless:
All are to be Jjudzed, I Cor.6,2; 11,52; Rom.2, 5-3; 14, 10-12.
These passages assert that the entire world is to be judged
and that 1t is to be a day of wrath for umbelievers. In our
mind, this judgment presupposes resurrection. There is no
question that the resurrection precedes the judgment. Hence e
there is no guestion in our mind that Paul teaches, though ;k//v
only by implication, the resurrection of umbelievers. 2
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Thus f'ar we nave said very 1little sbout the mode of

resurrection. YWe are now confronted with the question nut

I Cor.l5,35: "With what bodvy do thev come?" Two extreme views
have been held. There are not a few who 0o so far as to sayv
that Paul does not teech a resurrection o the body at all.

On the other hend, we must gusrd ageinst the extreme materi-
alistic interprete-ion. We shall hove to exercise the zreat-
est cautlon in our description of the resurrection-body so
that we =3y no more and no less then the words of Paul say

on the subject.

First, however, let us sdduce the passszes of Paul which
prove thait there is to be a resurrection of bthe body. ¥We
point Tirst to Phil.3,21l: "VWiho shall chan e our wile body
that it may be rzchioned like unto His _lorious body." The

body is to de changed (efa oneatied and conformed ey ucppoy) -

7 1

"The @Cxrace 15 the Tashion or oppearance: L .euse@mnl , the
form corresponding to the very oseing itself." 23 Qualifying
genitive contrest the two bodiesz "The bodv of our lowli-
ness" and "the bodwv of His glory." In Joth instances it is
the bodv (oz,eeq) which is spoken of. The fashion of the body
will be so conpletely changed that its very from will be like
Christ's lorified hody. Christ's :lorified sody is no doubt
"A spirit hath not

-

His resurrected nody, ot which He said,
flesh anl bcones 2s ve see lie h ve." The nail nrints ware
also there to prove that the resurrcction-body was the cru-

cified nody. The sody o:. believers is to conform to this

23R. €. Lenski, Interpretation of N.T.,Vol.vii, p.c72.




body of Christ. This, to us, is one of the clearest state-

ments ofPaul that there is not to be the creation of a new
J‘,body, but a restoration of the old body glorified in a mir-
’ aculous waye.

Rom.B8,11, likewise bears out that the body is to be
raised: "He that raised up Christ from the dead shall also
gquicken your mortal bodies." We notice sgain the reference
to a resurrection closely connected with the resurrection
of Jesus, whose body was ralsed. Paul goes out of his way,
it seems, to emphasize that our mortal bodies (not "we,"
but 21 Jrrfh qwu will be raised and made slive (Lwo-
mm'g;n )« The bodies that have died, not new bodies, are to
live again. Paul expresses the same truth again in T Cor.l5,
53.54, where he states that "this corruptible' must put on
incorruption and this mortsl must put on immortalityeecee
Death 1s swallowed up in victory."™ He points to this mortal,
corruptible body and states that it is to put on Immortality.
It is the raising and glorifying of the body which is to be
the final proof of victory over death,

In Rom.B,25, we have the words, "We ourselves groan
within ourselves, waiting for the adoption, to wit, the
redemption of our body." V.21 had spoken of delivering all
creation "from the bondage of corruption unto the glorious
liberty of the children of God." We, too, are waiting for
the consummation of the adoption, for while we &re already
the sons of God on this earth, that adoption will reach com—



plete perfection only at the resurrection. The adoption is
further explained by the appositive, "the redemption of our
body." The term «70)vipwors 5 as Deissmann points out, in-
volves the idea ofa ransom and was used in connection with
the manumission of slaves. 74 Churist has paid the ransom for
the deliverance of the body. The body is in slavery even :{5“/
after it enters the grave; corruption and decay still hold ;.
it. But &t the resurrection the body is liberated from
these things, for it puts on incorruption and immortality.

I Cor.6,15-15, brings proof for the resurrection of the
body: "The body is not for fornication but for the Lord,
and the Lord for the body. ind Cod hath both raised up the
“Lord and will also raise up us by His own power. Know ye not
that your bodies are the members of Carist?" Paul is lee-
turing to the Corinthisns on the sanctity of the human body.
God, he says, will destroy meats and the belly, but He will
raise the body just as He raised Christ. Some assume that
by using the promoun "™us®™ Paul corrects himself regarding
the importance of the body, because our present body will
not really be raised at 2ll but a new and different body
will be given us. But this is a deliberate falsehood. Such
an interpretation defezts the very purpose for which- the
statement is inserted that the Lord will raise us ups The
body is not to be used for lusiful purposes, for it belongs
to the Lord and He will raise it up &t the Parousia.

24Cited by Lenski, Op.cit., Vol.5, p.452.




Flnalily, we look upon II Cor.4,17, as = passage repre-
_sentative of & group of statements of Paul which certuiniy
imply the resurrection of the body: "Jur lignt affliction
whaich is but for a moment worketh for us a far wore exceed-
ing weight of glory." Affliction in the body works zn ex~
ceeding welght of glory. Since this sffliction is borne in
the body, »e believe it is safe to assume that Pzul conceivei/j
of the resurrected body &s the recipient of that final |
slorya.

'On the basis of II Cor.5,3-8, it nas been slleged that
Paul did nolt believe in the rssurrection of tke btody, for there
he states that to be at home in the body is to bLe absent from
the Lord and to be absent from the Lody is to be present with
the Lord. NHote, however, that the bod; here spoken of is the
earthly tent-uouse mentlioned in v.l. The resurrection does
not come iato the picture at thié point. The alternztives are:
To iive in this body as 1t now 1s, or to die so that the
body goes to the gruve and the soul is with the Lord. Paul
does not discuss the next stage, which is the resurrection
of the bodye. Therefore he caunot be said to deny that the
resurrection of the body will tzke place.

That the body will be raised is definitely estsblished
by the Pauiine eplstles as well as by other parts of Serip-
ture. But as soon as we undertake a ' description of the glori-
fied body we enter the realm of uncertainty. It is not thst
Paul is silent on the subject.His Resurrection Chespter gives a




beautiful and quite complete description of the character-
istiecs of the resurrection-body. But the thoughts are all
limited by the use of language as well as by the finite mind.
Paul must use things that are seen to describe things that
are not seen; things temporal to describe things eternal.
Paul Himself says that it has not entered into the heart or
mind of man to conceive of the beauty and perfection which
God has prepared for them that love Him, I Cor.Z,9. How can
we expect to begin to comprehend what this glorious body will
be like? It is called a spiritual body; our eyes have never
seen anything but a physiczl body. Nevertheless, Paul!s words
do have meaning for us, for we czn grasp the simple distine-
tions which the Holy Spirit intends us to know regarding the
resurrection-body.

Vie turn now to the classic description in I COr.is,
where the subject is introduced by the analogy of the seed.
V.35 poses tvo very closely related, yet distinct questions:
"How are the dead raised up, and with what body do they come?®
The first question ridicules the folly of believing in the
return to life of a dead body. The second guestion expresses
the sceptism which relates to the unimaginableness of the
form of the resurrection-body. The first question is answered
in v.38: To think that what is dead (gzgggﬂ;) cannot be raised
contradicts the fact of experiencé that "what thou sowest is
not made alive except it have diled.®™ Death is the very pre-
requisite to quickening. Here the figure of sowing points to
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a common law.of nature, but the answer to the second question,
wiich begins in v.&7, turns the figure to a2 slightly different
use., The objectors find it impossible to form 2 concrete con-
ception of the form and appearance of the resuireétion-body.
Professor Vos observes tﬁat the guestion of substance does
not enter into either of the two stages of the argument. The
doubters were perplexed #bout the quality of the glorified
bodies. The average Greek mind wanted the convincing force
of vision and imagination. In the following verses Paul is
speaking of the present and future bodies in terms of qual-
ity and appearance.25

It is important, therefore, that we do not press. the
analogy beyond the point of comparison. "Analogy is a pover-
ful instrument for removing objections, but utterly weak for
est#blishing positive truth.n 26 The analogy of the seed is
not givenhere primarily to stress the continuity betwieen the
dead body and thé resurrection-body, although in this case
it is difficult to deny that such a eontingity is implied.
An examble of ihe misuse of the analogy is found in the in-
terpretation that a "resurrection-germ" is planted when the
body dies and that it is this hidden germ which is to come
forth at the last day and receive a new body while the old'

body itself remalns dust and ashese.
The real point of comparison is the non-resemblance in

g .cit., ("Alleged Development"), p.£00.
cus Dods, First Corinthians, p.374.
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form and appearance of the seed and the plant. V.37.38
elaborate:s "Thou sowest not the body that shall be, but

bare grain...but God givetu it a body even as it hath pleased
Him, and to every seed a body of its own." Note the differ-
ence between what is sovm and what it grows to be. God will
give to every seed its own body. This does not say that, a
new body will be created, but it will be a body different
as to quality and appearance from that which was sown. Just
as little as we would be able to conceive of the appearance
of a plant, without previous ezperience, by simply observing
the seed, so little can we comprehend the azppearance of our
glorified body by looking at our mortzl frame.

Vv.39-41 continue to bring out the non-resemblance
betwe:n what is sown and what 1s raised and adds the thought
that the resurrection-body of one person will differ from that
of another in a smaller degree. This is ékilfully done through .
the alternzte use of ¢fepos and X))oc . When spesking of
the heavenly bodies as contrasted with the earthly bodies,
Paul employsfééfgegg, indicating a "generic" difference; the
difference between various forms of flesh is indicated by
é?hho: s for it is a "specificrdifference; so, too, the cel-
estial bodies differ in glory among themselves: "There 1is

one glory of the sun, another of the moon (sAAn ..._3{1&;_).'
This serves to give the more force to _&;gg;_, which dis-

tinguishes the earthly btody from the resurrection-body The
eradiatioﬁ of'glo:y of the resurrection-tody.as compared with



the glory of the present body will be so far superior that
it is not merely a case of )los but of é'?fﬁﬂ-" ~

The attributes from which this difference in menifest-
ation resultsare listed vv.42.43. Four contrasts are dis-
tinguished, but they are not simply coordinate. The first
three are actually a product of the last. That the ezrthly
body exists in corruption, dishonor, and weakness is in some
way connected with its being a Cdug ;gva;mg'z « So also the
heavenly body is characterized by incorruptibleness, glory,
snd povier, all three of which result from its being a _@é

Tyeymd 1 KOVe
What the "natural body" is becomes evident from v.45:
Adum became a living soul( /s m:}r ZSgor )e 811 of Adan's

descendants are animated by the ;V_afq_;i,or soul, and therefore
are Yvx(xbs . The Wsoul" here must be understood to mean the
immzterial part of man which animates the material part, or
body, meking it alive. The ?‘4”-4” and the zy¢¥ug, as Dr. Len-
ski points out, cannot really be separated; they can only be
distinguished as two sides of a unit.®! This side of the
grave the body is Mearthy," for the yiy» causes the organs
to function in the processes which are necessary for life

on this earth. At death this life-giving power is withdrawn
and the natural body has finished its course of life. At the
resurrection the body is to be changed into a gpiritl‘i\%):ody.

2792’2&. ? Yol. "11, Pe 729.
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This caunot mean that the body then will be constituted of
spirit, Just as the g@ud Virayiipy caniot mean that the body
is composed of‘¥124gﬁ It will be the body, as is borne out
by vv.55.54, where it 1s stated that this corruptible must
put on incorruption cnd this mortal must put on immortuliity.

But the new condition of the body will be such that it is

the proper organ for the Zrivua. This doss not wean that a

‘mere reanimation will take place, substituting the Wspirit?

for the Wsoul." It means that there must be 2 complete trans- 7
formation and glorification of tﬁe body so that itis fit for /{m;
the Spirit. In the resurrection the Spirit will dominate the 2
body completely and bring to perfectlon the work which.He

has but begun through our regenerztion and sanctification

in this iife,

It has been alleged thaut v.b0 argues against a resur-
rection of the body: PFlesh and blood cannot inberit <the
kingdom of God." Note, hovever, that the succeeding words
are a restatement of the same thought by the use of "paral-
lel mewbers:® ®Neither doth corruption inherit incorrup-
tion." Flesh and blood clearly refers to the corruptible
body, the nutural body as it now exists. The body must be
changed into a spiritual body in order to be fit for the
future life in the kingdom of God. This passage, themn, 1is
no denial of the resurrection of the body but rather sub-
stantiates it.

Norman H. Camp makeﬁ‘an interesting distindtian
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between the body of flesh and blood &nd tha body of fiesk
and bones.® As in the case of Carist, the former body can-
not enter heaven hut the latter can. He points out thut Paul
uses the.expression "flesh and blood® { e.g., Eph.8,12; Gal.l,
6) to refer to man with his natural powers and abilities.
Furthermore, the life of the hwman body is in the blood
(Lev.l7,11). But the resurrection-hody will be a flesh-and-
bones body as in the case of Christ. There was, according to
Caump? 5 theory, no blood in His resurrected body; yet He wes
seen and handled and said of Bimself that He bad flesh and
bones. The flesh-and-blood body cannot inherit the kingdom,
but the flesh-and-bones body, glorified and made completely
the organ of the Spirit, will live just as Jesus "now liveth
by the pover.of God," II Cor.lZ,4. The flesh-and-bones body,
then is the spiritual &.d incorruptible body. '
Bow are we to conceive of the resurrection-body? Vhat
will be its substance? Will it be a muterial body? Will it
cousist of the very particles of the mortul tody? Here is a
mystery of God which we cau.ot hope tg solve. Hevertheless
it is to our udvantage to witness the attempts of men to
put this mystery of God into words. We present here several
quatatiuns which bring out different opinions and points

of viev. Some hzve denied that Paul teaches the. resurrection

of the body at all. Adolph Harnack is typical of those who

28phe Resurrection of the Human Body, pp.84-88.
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take such a position. He says, with regard to the phrase,
Rresurrection of the body," in the Creed:
Dasz ein Satz der Lehre des Paulus widerspricht (Auf-
erstehung des Fleilsches) und daher auch nach dem Grund-
saetzen der evangelischen Kirche in séeiner wgﬁFtlichen
Fassung nicht zufrecht erbultes werden uari.
That Harnack makes such a direct denial of the resurrection
of the body is not strunge when we keep in mind that he does
not take the resurrection of Cirlst in the true historical
sense either.
Stevens fiads these two points in Paul's analogy of the
seeds
(1) The new body skall not be identical with the present
one, - the buried body resuscitated, — but (2) it shall
be organically con:ected with the present body; the con-

tinuity of gersonality on its corporeal side shall not
be broken.®d

Though these words might be corrcetly understood, it is dif-

ficult to ascertain whether he holds to the actual resurrec-

tion of the body as Paul teaches it. We would not accept the

first statement as it stands; the second also seem vague and

beclouds the meaning of Paul more than it clarifies it. Ve

would rather take the position of Professor Vos who states:
Paul affirms that what is sovn 1s quickened, and pre-
She ahole natter uhars it 1 asa commty the working

out of the mystery to God, who cgf bring about things
unsearcinabie to the mind of man.

2%peden und pufsaetze, p.228.

Q_g.c;t., 9.349.
8lgp.cit., ("Alleged Development") p.206.
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Another  view point, more prevalent in the past than
in the present, is brought out b§ & few lines from a poem
by Addison:

ind now from every corner of the earth

The scattered dust is caiied to second birtn;

Whether in mines it formed the ripening mess,

Or humbly mixed and flourisned with the grass,

The severed body now unites again
And kindred atoms rally into men. o2

This poem is typical of & group of poems which come to us
particularly from the past two centuries. Just how correct
is this materialistic conception of the resurrection? Does
the statement that the resurrection-body will be identical
with the old body demand that it be composed of the very
same particles? Certainly, it is possible for God to gather
the particles of dust of the body and recreate that body. /’f =
But is it necessary? Do the words of Paul aliow no other /|
conception of the process of the resurrection? Korman H.
Camp ansiwers: :
This does not necessarily mean that the exaect particles
of the mortal body will be found in the resurrection-
body, but it means that the resurrection-body will be
identiczl with the boly that is destroyed by death,
differing in no essential point, absolutely indis-
tinguishable.
He continues with an analogy: _
Man's natural body is constantly undergoing changes.
Vaste matter i1s thrown off continually and is replaced
by new materials, yet every one recognizes that a man

seventy years old has the same body which he had when
he was seventeen, although the actual substances

52(21:.(':'!;9:1 by Sodergren, Op.cit., p.ll8.
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composing it are entirely differeant. So the resurrection-
body will be a material, immortal body, identiczl w%%p
the mortal body and revealing the same personzlity.

From Dr. Stine we have the paradoxical statement:

The Creator has the power to plan znd create a body
different from the physical body in some remarkable
characteristics, but nevertheless & resurrected body
winich wuas manifested by Jesus in Hig appearances,after
Bis resurrection, to His disciples.v4

The followiné quotation is from W.7W.White, author of

The Resurrection Body According to the Scrigfureg:

The resurrection is not the body reanimated. It is not

a mere return to life in the same corruptible, weak,

fleshly, netural body of the grave....Resurrection meaus

a reunion of'spirit with a new and different body, yet

a body which is the particuler person’ s own body under

the lew of identity, a body which can be traced back to

the conditioning clue, namely, the body which was the

one person's during life....All this chasing throuzh

the universe to get the identical particies of matter...
is a serious nisrepresentation of St. Paul.Vere it
feasible to enter into a thorough philosophical dis-

cussion to show what matter is, such a discussion would,
/I believe, make it evident that the tody of the resur-

.~ reetion is nothing other than God's volitional repeti- _

\tioh of the body of the grave - with splendid additions.Z®

Er. White is attempting to put into words the mystery of the
glorified resurrection-body. His statement seems to border
on the denisl of the resurrection of the body which has be-
come subject to corruption. But if matter is not reality;

if only spirit is substantial; if things that are seen are
temporal, are we to hold dogmatically to the "resurrectio

339p.cit., p.16.17. :
S4Charles M.A.Stine, "The Joyous Hope of the Resurrected

Bady n Sund School Tges’ Har.?.ﬂ, 1943, po4.
'55guoted by Sodergren, Op.cit., p.l22.
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carnis?" Is it rationalizing and unscripturzl to say that
God can resurrect the body with.ut using the very particles
or materisl qf which it was composed and that the product
is the same body? We believe not.

The quotations give: above all serve to emphasize orie
thi:ig: Human reason cacnot grasp the mauner of the resurrec-
tion and all attempts of men to put this mystery of God into
words are extremely insufficient and meaningleés. Vie prefer
to leave the resurrection as one of the hidden myéteries
which will be revealed only when the time comes.'Paul con-
fesses that it wes & mystery to nin jusi h&w the body 1is to
be chinged to conform to the glorious body of Christ. He
asserts that God will do tﬁis miracle "according to the work-
ing whereby Eé is able even to subdue &ll things unto Him-
self,® Phil.3,21. God's almighty powerw will achieve the traus-
formation which is unfzthomable to us. We are satisfied to
hold to the statement thaut our body 1s to be raised and glor-
1fied, conformed to Christ's glorious body; that it shall
be without corruption or décay, perfected by God to live
the life which is to be animated by the Spirit of God and
be His organ completely.

Thus, when attempting to describe the resurrection-body
we are mbrely repeating the words of Paui_and of the Scrip-
tures. Beyond. this we cannot go, and any attempt to do so
is rationalization and displays, subjectivity which extends
beyond the bounds of absolute truth and certainty.
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IXII. The Life of the Resurrected

Immediately after the resurrection of the dead Christ
will pronounce judgment upon all men, II Cor.5,10. Those
who are still livin: &t the Parousis will be miraculously
ehangeq without experiencing the sleep of cdeath. At the same
moment when the dead are raised, "at the twinkling of an eye,
at the last trump,® the liming will be changed, I €or.l5,52.
In this respect it is said of Christ that He will judge both
the quick and the dead, II Tim.4,l.

The statements of Paul regarding the punishment of un-
believers are few but definite. He pictures the Lord Jesus as
coning from heaven "with His mighty angels in flaming fire
taking vengeance on them that know not God and obey not the
gpspel of our Lord Jesus Christ; who shall be punished with

'j?éverlasting destruction from the presence of the Lord and

f from the glory of His power," II Thess.l,7-2. Later in the
same epistle he adds: "That they might all be damned who be-
lieved not the truth but had pleasure in unrighteousness,™
£512. In Rom.2 Paul speaks of the "day of wrath," and of
the Lord's rendering "indignation and wrath, tribulation and
anguish upon every soul that doeth evi;," V25.8.9. The apos-
tle does not elaborate on this suffering of unbelievers,
bit does state that it is to be everlasting and aimost un-
bearable. Perhaps the first passage cited above hints as

to what the essence of their suffering is to be. The wicked



52

are to be eternally banished from the presence of God.
While the blessed are enjoying "the glory of His power,"
the godless are in eternal agony, for they had rejected the
opportunity to enjoy the same giory. A furthér.deécription
of the eternzl destruction Paul does not give.'ﬂe wes SO
completely occupied with comforting and instrucfing christ—‘f =
ians that he had no occasion to go into detail on a subjectv
which had no direct bearing on them.

For the blessing to be given the resﬁirected Christians
Paul usually eﬁploys the familiai phrase, Neternal life.m™
But his description of this future life 1s very much limited
in its scope. It belongs, on tﬁe whole, to the unseen mys-
teries of God. However, here and there the writings of Paul
throw some light on certzin features of the future life of
the blessed. For one thing, they will have a more direct
knowledge and a better understanding of the mystéries of God =
His wondrous works and especially of His providential deal—
ings with them. "For now we see through a glass darkly, but
then face to face: now I know in part, but them shall I'_
know' even as &lso I am known," I Cor.13,12. This does not
mean that the saints will know everything, but that as far
as their knowledge will extend it will no doubt be 1narrant.
We have reason to believe that subjects like the 1ncarnation,

the redemption, and the Holy Trinity will be more fully
understood.&6

36L.F.Gruber, What After Death?, p.240.



Perhaps the most glorious feature of the future life of
the believers is that they shall be "ever with the Lord,"
I Thess.4,17, and "face to facg" with God, I Cor.l3,12.
To spend eternity in the presence of the Lord 1s the goal
toward which Paul is striving. He plctures the Christians as
Theirs of God and joint-heirs with Christ," Rom.8,17. Being
present with Christ in the resurrected, glorified body is
the future glory of which Paul speaks: "If so be that we
suffer with Him that we may be also glorified together. For
I reckon that the sufferings of this present time are not
worthy to be compared with the glory which shall be revealed
in us," Rom.8, 1l7.l8. Words cannot express the glory of the
future state of believers, but some of the most eloquent
passages in the Pauline episties are those in which the apos-
tle speuaks of the glory of the redeemed. "We all with open
face beholding as in a glass the glory of the Lord, are changed
into the same image from glory to glory, even as by the Spirit
of the Lord," II Cor.3,18. "Oour affliction worketh for us a
far more exceeding and eternal weight of glory,"™ II Cor.4,17.

Several statements of Paul indicate that there are to
be "degrees of glory,®™ a teaching which is more clearly pre-
sented in the Gospels. We hesitate to use the phrase, "de-
grees of glory," for it is n&t employed by Scripture and
the word i'deg:.-ee" may be misunderstood. Two statements of
Paul touch the subject. It seems undeniable that Paul 4is
Speaking of the différanca among resurrection-bodies in
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I Cor.15,41: "There is one glory of the sun and another glory
of the moon and another glory of the stars, for one star dif-
fereth from another in glory." It is hardly probable, though
perhaps possible, that Paul is using the differences among
the heavenly bodies to illustrate the difference between the
earthly body and the resurrection-body. He has brought out
this contrust already by comparing terrestrial bodies with
celestial bodies and contrasting their glory by _cZczos ...
i?fgo: « Contrasting the glory of heavenly bodies among them—
selves, he employs &AAoS ...&Mlss , thereby indicating that
there is to be a difference among the resurrection-bodies of
beiievers. Vhat this difference is, we can only conjecture.
It cannot be a degree of happiness, for all are to be e-
qually satisfied. Furthermore, that one star differs from
another in glory cannot refer to a degree of happiness or
feeling of satisfaction, for the star is not conseclous of
its glory. Just as individuals are not alike in their capa-
cities to love, know, and serve, so they will differ in the
hereafter. Each will receive according to his capacity to
receive and to use and ezch will be egualily satisfied., &7

One other passage of Paul scems to point toward dif-
ferences in rewards of grace. II Cor.9,6: ®"He which soweth

sbaringly shall reap also sparingly and he which soweth

"bountlrully shall reap 2lso bountifully.®™ The subject being

5"'Gruber,, Op.cit., p.24l1.
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discussed 1s Christian giving and the cantrast is between
two types of Christians. It is possible thut the passage
speaks of blessings or rewards to be given in time rather
then eternity, for God often promises temporal blessings

to him who gives fresly and cheerfully. But we believe that
this is to be carried over into the life to come. That this
is impiied in the passage urder considerztion is substanti-
ated by other sections of Scripture which employ the figure
of sowing and reaping to designate the reward of the future
life. Gal.6,7.8, for example, states that he who sows to the
Spirit shall reap everlasting life. To reap bountifully or
sparingly, therefore, must mean that there is to be a dif-
ference of some kind iq the resurrection-bodies, but what
this dirference is to be hos not been revealed.

Several other guestlions generally arise when we think
of the resurrection-body. One of these is: Will Christians
recognize euach other in the world to come? Paul's answer 1is
cnly by implication, but it is affirmative. The Thessalon-
ians are to be comforted by the fact that their beloved dead
will be awakened from their sleep. The great comfort is in
the thought of a blessed reunion with their loved ones. From
this it seems certain that there is to bpe recognition and j{
fellowship in the life to come. If Christians are to have a'
more perfect knowledge, as is stated I Cor.1l3,12, future
recognition 1s certainly included. An additional proof is
I Thess.2,19.20: "What is our hope or joy or crown of rejoicing?
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Are not even ye in the presence of our Lord Jesus Christ at
Ris coming? For ye are our glory und Jjoy.®™ Here St. Paul
openly dsclares that he will_re;oice in eternity over his
converts In Thessalonica whom he will recognize in the pres-
ence of his Savior. The promise nolds out little comfort
unless 1t predicates personali identity.sa '

Another question often raised nzs to do with the form
of the resurrection-body. Will a person boran without aras
have arms in the future ilfe? Wiil infants remain infents?
But such subjects are absolutely untoucined by Paul. Ve can
only say that we cannot conceive of a glorified body from
which all imperfections have not been removed. If being an
infant 1s a hindrai.ce in the 1ife to come, the Lord surely
has some means of perfecting that hody. We can only repeat
the words of Paul that our mortal bodies will be raised; yet
"God giveth it a2 body as- it hath pleased Him.® Beyond this

we cannot goe.
IV. Paul's Application of the Resurrection Doctrine

For the sake of completing Paul's picture of the resur-
rection as well as for the sake of our own spirituel =difi-
cation, we ought to consider the application waich Paul mskes
of this teaching. There are chiefly two applications.

The first use of the doctrine of the resurréction is
for comfort. After the brief but beautiful discourse to the

88y, A.Majer, "Will We Recognize Each Other in Heaven,™p.l.
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Thessaloniuns on the subject of the resurrection, the apos-
tle appends: "Wherefore comfort one another by these words,"
I Thess.4,18. The resurrcection is the cne great hope toward
which the Christlan strives. If we have hope in Christ in
this 1ife only, we are of zll men most miserable, I Cor.l5,
19. But it 1is the prospect of the future glory, of being
eternally preseat with God together with the saints, which
changes the child of Cod's condition from one of misery to
one oi hopeful =sxpectation. For thls reason the hope of the
resurrection 1s the dominant theme of the Christian funeral
aldress, sc that Christizns "sorrow not, even as others
whiceh have no hope.®

Secondly, Pzul employs the doectrine of the rcsurrection
&s an exhortutlion to good works. At the resurrcetion every
ong is to "recelve the things done in nis Dody, zccording
to that he hath done, whetner it be good or bad," II Cor.5,
10. Accordingly, we find Pzul stressing repeatedly that
Christians should strive for sanctification in this 1life
so that they may be found acceptable in the day of the Lord.
Paul suys of himself that ne is striving to att=in unto the
resurrection, Phil.3,1l. As Jesus was raised and as we are
to be raised, so now already we should walk in newness of
life, Rom.6,4. All of these things are summed up in the
comprehensive exhortation at the close of the great Resur-
rection Chaptér. The briiliant discourse is followed by this
application to the lives of the Corinthian Christians and
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to all Christians since that time: "Therefore, my beloved

bretixren, be ye steadfast, unmoveable, always abounding in
the work of the Lord, forasmuch as ye know that your labor
is not in vain in the Lord," I Cor.l15,58.

Finis

——
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