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A SPECIAL OFFER.

To encourage more to take an interest in_the
paper-and to jncrease its-circulation,-we make
the- following offer :—
We will send the paper_free
(1) To any one'sending us four #ezw names and
two dollars.

(2) ‘To-any one-sctiding us six nanies, new or |’

-old, and three dollars.
Noiv is the time to give the paper a boom.
Brethren, it is your paper, and.we look to you
to assist'us in circulating it.

-CHURCH DISCIPLINE.

We have a word or two to sdy in conncction

-with: Bro. Brown's article on-the-above ‘subject

which-appeared in the September number of the
EVANGELIST.

The reader. will observe “that the.main points

in thearticleare the assumed distinction between,

being overtaken in a Saulty avd wilful sinning; and

WLE) %ﬁbgycnakcn ima - fault is to be restored;
ul sin|

-the consequent -different’ freatrients sujtable. |

the.wil
“he also may be ‘réstored. .

The.cxpression;“ overtaked in a fault” seems
very-_generally 'to .be ‘inisup(i‘qrstoogl; -many
appear to think:it is the.same as.being “over-
-taken .y a-fault,” "and .regard it as.being appli-
cable wheh a wan.is taken by surprise bya
“fault—that is, sins without any forethought what
sever.. On*the .other thand.wé-believe it means
to be “ciught in the. very.act” of.commiting a
sin, -and.the.Apostle’s exhoitation +seems to be
very npi:esggry,agcbidingly, becausé when a man
is~* caught in the very.act,” the natural dispo-
-sition is to deal-severely-with him, and not' “in
the spirit of meekness. -

It will'be noticed also.that Broe, B..supplics
the word “wilful” in quioting Paul's command
.to”‘Timothy, *Them that sin rebuke .before. all
that others .igay fear.” Paul does not:say,
“Them that sin #wilfully.” The expression,
“sin-wilfully,” as used‘in Hebrews ‘101, 26,.is
‘one of temible import, and. had better not be
used in.an unscriptural.sense.  Morcover the
\\(Srds, ““Them that sin rebuke before all,” as
the .previous verse (1 Tim. 5: 19) -indicatesy
apply to elders who might sin, So we conclude
that - the Apostle-in the. passages cited by: Bro.
‘B. does hot make the distinciions understood by
“Bro. B., but is laying down special riles for two
particular cases, ¥iz: a man caught-in the very
act of sinning, and an clder who sins.  Whether
“the man who sins after premeditation is deserving
of more severe treatment than the one who
commits an offense on the impulscof the monient;
isa question not mised by Paul in these passages ;
biatyat the same time, is-one on which there
would not likely be found many to differ from
Bro. Brown.

We think Bro. B. would. find some difliculty
in proving that the Apostle * John was never,
cven overtaken in a fault,” even in the sense in
which he uses ‘the words. ‘Though ‘here might
Le_no scriptural record of the case;-there might
have been such.

With reference- to the general question of
-Churel Discipling, we do not propose particular-
ly-to deal at this"time. ‘That it is a subject. of
the highest importance no-intelligent Christian,
‘man will dispute. It is believed by many
brethren of large experience, andof extensive
Scriptural knowledge -that, at the present time,
‘there is no question which demands from
‘Christians more careful consideration than this.
"Fhat great diversity of. opinion, has existed, and
-does exist, is wellknown,—from the. extreme of
no discipline;- to“thicsextreme of invoking the
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1] 'déad,” are not:literally.dead.

power of the church to interfere in matters of a
private and trivial character. What power the
church has in the matter, and how that power
should be cxercised, are matters of the gravest
consequence in view of the welfare of-the cause
of Christ. On no question should we be more
careful to have for our rule,—*Where the
Scriptures speak we speak, where the Scriptures
are silent we are silent.” G. M.
- & &P
THE RESURRECTION.

T have considerable to say upon this most im-
portant and deeply interesting subject : and I am
sorry the columns of the EvaNGLLIST are 50 Hfew
and small” that it cannot be treated at more
length. T am also sorry to sée a-minister of-the
gospel, intimate, that one of the two thingse—
Jesus and the resurrection——Acts XXvii 3 18 the
the resurrection—-which constituted the subject
matter of the Apostles preaching, is, “not of gen-
crai interest.”

In my last T cited Rrv. xx;4,5, 12, 13, as
teaching in unmistakable language, two resure
recticns, distinct from each other it time of 6ecur-
ence. 1 fancy Bro. Fowler will have-to ignore
a number of rtles in interpretation, before he will,
Dbe able to explain-this to mean something which
it does not say.

I'now call for one-scripture: passage swhich
states in plain language, that.the righteous and
the wicked will be-raised simultaneously, and-
when you have-scarcied and failed—witich you
certainly must for the Holy Spirit-does not cons’
tradict himself—ave ‘will:there see if you belong
to thai-class “to whom the.absence "of scripture
cvidence is hio indication that there should be an
end_of contré tersy.” ’

Bro. Fowler tells us that the resurrection, in’
verses 4, 5, isthe resurrection of souls. What

‘| does he mean?  Has he. become infected with'

the soul'sleeping theory at Everton?
With regard "to _this passage. I woull remark

| first, verses 4, 5,-do not desenbe the resutrection

scene, that has alrzady. taken place,. and the
Apostle is here permitted to see-the “first resur,
rection” or first “resurrected company Enthroned

'{and reigning “with- Christ. .Now .who compose |-

this company? Let us see, #1 saw:thrones.and
they sat upon thiem, cte,” who 2° evidently those of
-whont he has just been speaking, -viz, the/Brild
the Lanib's. wife, whom he saw.arrrayed in- fine
linen,.and'following thie white -horse-rider, -who
was coming to executé judgment on.the ungod:
ly ;-but whom he-now sées, in accordance- with;
the oft repeated promise of God, enthrontd ‘nd
reigning.with Christ her-Lord. g
<I'hen he mentions a certain class who by their,
fachfulness amid severe trialsamerif special atteny
tlon: T iersbils sof titchiwhorverd sbchended
for-the witness' of Jesus,’etc.” “Thest he iy
-lived and reigned,” etc., showing that they.had
formed.a part of the vast company of dead origs,
-but were raised, so it could be said-¥ ey ired™
while, “the rest of the dead lived'not again, uritil,
the - thousand - years were finished.” ~If»these,
were-not literally alive-then  *“the -rest of the’
iad,” a If the latier are
literally dead, then. thic former are litérally alive,
‘which necessitates a previous résurrection; there'
is no escaping this conclusion, ’ ’
" But.our. Bro. asks,-*"If the resurfection spoken
of in verses 12, 13, is of the wicked only, why is-
the book of life then P.and adds, It seems they
were not all condemmed.”” When ouriBro. finds
‘any in_that.resurrection-and judgment who- are

*| not-condeinuied it will be quite*time enough for,

him 6 make such-a- statement,, ‘The words: of
Christ forever settle-that, . speaking of thosé.who
believe on him, *he says “’Fhey shall'not come
into condeémnation,” literally,. the judgmient.

. ‘Theyare not amongst the judged, and all Bro.
Fowler's ingenuity cannot put them there.  They
‘are associated with the judge in ‘the judgment.
Dotes not Bro, Fowler know that the saints shall
judge the world, in order to which they must be
previously raised ?

‘The book of life is the-e,simply as the testis
mony against the wicked that their judgement is
just,” "The quotations from Milligan is simply the
modern fAzory which -originated with the “Arian
Whitby and;was sent forth by _hini under the.
name his “new bypothesis” It is a fheory
which runs counter to this scripture and our Bro.”
says truly such are,niean things.  With reference
to this passage Dean-Alford: says ©Those who
lived next the Apostles and the whole church for.
three hundred years understood theai'in the plain
literal sensej-and-it is a strange sight. in these’
days to sce expositors-who are amang the first in
“reverence for antiquity, complacently casting aside
the ‘most cogent instance--of consensus which'
primitive antiquity presents.  As regards the text
itsclf no legitimate tréatment of it will eatort what
is known. as the spiritual itterpretation now in
fashion. ~ I, ina passage whiere, 2100 resursections
arc mentioned, when certain persons lived at the
‘first, and the rest of the dead only at- the end of.
the specified period after that first, if, in-such’
a passage, the first resurrection may -be under-
stood to mean spiritual rising with Christ, while
the second means literal rising from the gravé;
there-is an end of all significance in language,
and scripture is wiped out as a definite testimony
to anything.” .

On John v: 28, 29 Bro. ¥, remarks, “ e does
not say the-hours.are coming, but a certain
hour,” and concludes, that this teachés two classes
in the resurvection in.a cenain hour. I.will
grant him his-conclusion = ' but -by referring to
the 25th verse hewill see thatChrist used the word
hour, not in the:limited sense, but to-denote a
long period.of time, .and accorditig to the scrip-
ture we have just examiined, the fisst class or.the
‘resurrection to life, takés placé at-the begirining
of that hour, and the Second class or resurrdetion

to’ judgment, at its close. I willalso grant 'hll_m

that all this takes place in the last day.  But he
miist remember that the last day is the day of the
Lord, which is an age day, of onc thousand years
(a1 Pet. 111 ;8?, in the moming of which, as
David says “The righteois shall have dominion
over the wicked, (Psm. XLIXt 14), “But the
rest of the dead live not again until the evening
of that day.

‘Ihat the 22nd verse of 1 Cor. Xv teaches the
resurrection of all mankind, 1 frankly admit, !311!
the Apostle gocs on to state the order, 1st Christ,
2nd “they who-have Christ "—asa distinet class,
and no more—*“ At His coming” And Bro,
Fowler’s attempt to crowd all mankind into that
expression, isto put the construction upon the
*words of the Holy Spirit which he never intend.
cd ; and is simply a desperate eftort to bolster up
a theory which runs counter to this scripture.

T'he Bro's, positivencss that the end spoken « f
is contemporaneous with the 2nd order is not well
punded, as will be seen from the use of the same
t\pressions in other places see Mark 1v: 17, 28,
aid the 3, 6, 7, 23 verses of the same chapter.

1 would also assure Bro. F. that I have not the
least. difficulty about the *¢&” in Phil x11t 1y
and clsewhere, It is he who seems to be in
dificolty about it, He first has all raised
Afogcther, then the separation takes place, which
must be from amongst living wicked, not dead
wicked. ' .
. In conclusion, I-am sorry-to trespass -on your
~viluable Space, and have condensed thiis as well
as the nature of the case-will pernat.  "This how-
ever will end the matter as far as I am concemed
unless ‘Bro-Fowler wishes'to discuss the question
in‘any paper in.which we will have equal’ space
and privelege. ;

Yours in hope,
J. Fyre.
.. It was not the subject of the resursection, as
-Bro. Fyfe would have you.believe, but his theory
about it.that we said was not of general interest,

It is not an.unusual thing for those who holZ
qeculiar views upon a-subject:to imagine that
the subject itsélf.is ignored because their views
upon it-are not recognized, We are not.sur-
prised at this.

‘Let it be remembered that the word resurree-
tion is not-always .associated with deadd -dodues,
and- does not-always signify the raising up of
bodies from death; but is-used also to represent
"aspiritualavwakening. “This child,”says Simeon,.
‘tis set for the fall and rising again (resurrection)
of many m Israch” Luke n: 34, The return
cof the chldren.of «Israel from the Babylonian
[captivity is also valied by Josephus a sesurs ectioni:
1 It is, then,.riot enough to refer to 2 portion of
Setiptaid beabssivepmnion theeed.resuress
tion.. It:must-be clearly shown that it is the
‘resurrection of dead bodies thatzthe vinter bad in’
l:iszmingl., By ignoring. this.and.:other. siniple

'support.any, theory; no-matier. hoiv.erroncous:

Noww, let-Bro, Fyfe show that John,in' Rev.
'XX1 45 5, is speaking.in-literal _language of .the
Tesurrection of. the ‘bodies of dead, saints, ‘and
thicn ‘he-will have provén something, but that
cannot.be:done.  *Xisaw,”-says John, riot .the
‘bodies:but ¥the: souls .of: them~ that .were: be-
headed? (v..4). Why-not accuse ' John.withi be-
ing Infected with-soulsleeping?  Soulsléeping!
Well; well: Does he really think-that we be-
lieve that John here teaches a-/iteral fi:sul:rcction
of souls? Everything is Zizeral:with him. It
‘is not a literal, xesurréction of ‘dead bodies, then
he thinks it cancbe nothing less than a literal
resurrection of éouls. Let him remember. that
Revelation-is a book-of-symébols and- - figures, R

Let us say again‘that few commentators agree
as to the meaning of this passage, and~yet'to
“Bro. Fyfe it teaches, in unmistakable- language,
a resurrection of ‘béqigs. “He- can -prove any
thing by taking his premises for granted.

We: deny ~that John: is speaking about a
literal resurrection of bédies.. We might quote
from-as many authors .and more than he does
uipon, our side of the question, but it is'scripture
we want,-not the-opinions.of the-carly Jewish
Christians. We are not surprised at him cling-

‘whole theory depends. upon-its literal -construcs,
tion. Is it wise to cling, to a'theory which rests
upon ong obscure passage, when the theory runs’
counter.to the general teaching. of Christ and
Eis apostles? We are asked to cite a passage
:wl)i‘clk\ teaches that*the good and bad-will be
raised simultancously. "We cited in our foriner
r'pply a number of ‘passages which tleatly teach
that the second nppgarijg of Christ will be fol-
lowed immediately by the - resurrection of the
dead and the general judgment,  See Matt, xxv
32:46; 11.Thes, 13 7-9, and 1I Timothy-iv: 1
The writer who, Bro. Fyfe thinks teaches that
the rightcous dead will be raised a thousand
years before thewicked dead says,* * Behold he
comethwith clouds; and every eye shall seé him
and they also which pierced him.” Rev.1: 7.
We would call particular-attention to his re-
matks upon_Rev,exx: 12, 13. 1is attempt to
evade the force of our-remarks- is desperate.
The. dead givensup-by:the sea:by death und
hades are.all Jost]  A#-the dead aze in: death

and hell (hades), then, according to our brother's

yétsnecessary. rules, the Bible can be-made to,|-

ing with 'S}lcl\.tcnnAcity, to this passage, for his |

construction of this passage, a// will be cast into
the lake of fire,  We have heard a great deal about
universal salvation, but here is umversal damna-
tion, \We believe our brother's heart is more
merciful, however, than his logic, We wonder
what next? Well, here it is: “They (the right-
cous) are not amongst the judged,” One error
produces another. ‘The rightcous will not be
judged! Did our brother never read that we
shall a/ stand before the judgment seat of Christ,
Rom, xivs 10, and II Cor.v: 10,  “Lvery one
of us shall give account of himselfto God.
There is a sense it is true in which the “saints
shall judge the world,” but it is a very unsafe
thing for any onc to place too broad a construe-
tion upon such a passage, and flatter himself
that he will stand before the judgment seat of
Christ fo fudge and vot to be judged.

In bis former letter, he cited in proof> of two
resurrections the language of Paul that there will
bea “resurrection of the just and of the unjust ;”
also the words of Christ, Johw' v: 28, 29.

In the above letter he admits the force of our
remarks, but tries to cscape by saying that. the
hour of the resurrection is of one thousand.years
duration.  Paut says that the resurrection of the
dead shall take. place -before the living shall be
‘changed, and “that will_be. “In a moment, in
the twinkling of an eye at the last trump? T
Cor. xv: 52, + Remember it.does not say some
of the dead,-but the dead, )
" When itis plainly stated that-the dead shall
be raised at the “last day,”” “at the last trump,”
who has the authority to draw that day out a
.thousand years long, - or.give us atrumpet blast
which will' Jast through the whole millennium?

Yaul, addressing tlic Atlienians, says, “God
has appointed a 2y in the which-he will- judge-
the world.”

Some who take libertics, as does Bro, Fyfe,
with the word ‘of Goa lengtizen out this judgment
daysthrough all-time to-suit a-theory,-but we
protest agrinst taking such liberties with God's
word, . .

-Bro. Fyfe again-informs us-that he has no-
difficulty.with. the Greek . proposition ¢k No
doubt, We have seen men-before.who. did-not
cveh‘knp,\\: the Greek alphabet,.yet had no. diftic
‘culty- (in. their own minds) -in-enlightening -us
upon the.subjéct of Greek exegesis.

Yes, dear brother, we believeall will be raised
when Christ:comes ;:andfih.th‘gr'csurrqction-lhc
“?iémé“ougj dead.will be sefarated from e Wieked"
déad. .One class will be placed- at.his right
Jjand and the other at, his left,

"That such-a separation .would .be-from- the ~

“Hiving wicked: dnd not. from>the-dead wickéd s

‘a.véry fine point. indeed. Why does henot. ~
:object to-the language of: Paulywho.says Chiist
will_judge the dead?” “T-suppose " brotlicr *Paul
‘made-a mistake and should have sald the-“living’
wicked.”

You have now seen what, Bro. Fyfe-can. say
upon-this subject.  Yow havesthe: passages- of°
‘scripture ‘he relies upoi-before you. Judge for
yourself. ; —_—
¢ I in'his two, long letters,he_has not been-able
to find room’for.the. scripture which teaches his. -
Ahgory, tve will yet, give him room.to produce it
in our.neatlissue. It is Seripture, however, we
ask-for,and not special pleading. in support of a
man-made thcory. :

< .
- YL L. F
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MATERIALISM AND-KINDRE
SUBJECTS. -

We stated in our-last issue that ‘enough had
been said for-the present upon materialism- and'
kindred subjects, somé of our contributors'do not
agree with- us. ‘The-following fror ‘a private -
letter'we. think expresses the mind of the greater
nuinber of our readers.

* 'SUNNIDALE CORNERSy SEP. 147TH, 1887;
To I, L. FowLkr,. .

Dear Bro.
T trust the position of the: EvanGELIST In.re:
gard both to the “Materialiss ” and"“Adventists”
is satisfactory to the most of.its zeaders. Your
strictures-on J. Fyfe's . production'.in the -last
JEvancerist has taken- him up to the point.
Keep him thére, don’t give heed to his interpre-
‘tations and references in trying to make his theory.
cven plausible.  If he or any one else.is able to*
answer-the: question propounded by “C,”.and.
that: pointedly, let-him-do so; if riot let him
cnjoy the Leliefof his theory as -muchras. he:
pleases in his own imagination.
For.my own:part as a.cader of the Evax-
‘crnsT 1 would not wish to sce much’of its space
taken up discussiug cither of those subjects,
though their advocates make a “hobby® of them.
Pleased to sec that you have noticed that neitherof )
these theories is “of general interest.”
— -
A wise self discipline in the maturest is not so
easy or so -common that we: may-reasonably

eapect the young to be excmplary iy that respiect,



