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White paper revision - original prepared 12/25/2002 – 12/27/2002 by Eric Clark

First Revision - completed 02/05/2003, Second Revision - completed 05/27/2003

This paper is designed to set forth dispensational and doctrinal insight as well as differences in possible 

interpretations regarding the views of the author, Clarence Larkin, as presented in the book identified below.

All views and conjectured interpretations are intended to relate to The Book that our God so graciously gave to us.

Certain and partial analyses of a published writing, to wit -

The GREATEST BOOK ON “DISPENSATIONAL TRUTH” IN THE WORLD

                                                                               By CLARENCE LARKIN

                                                                                                        Copyright 1918, 1920

Praise to our God and King.  May He always be first and foremost in our hearts and receive all glory.

For this small work, I thank my many brothers for their help and encouragement to study in this area.

The content of this paper may be found to be gold or stubble, but the labour is done out of love.

All conjectures and interpretations, the author’s as well as my own, should not be believed in the heart

without comparing scripture AND following the leading of the Holy Spirit.

The author made no claim to infallibility, neither do I. I leave it in His hands to provide edification.

While the book cover slip, overlaid on the author’s work, declares that, “It is not an experiment”,

this was clearly added later and I caution you not to judge ANY book by its cover or cover slip.

RED FLAG - Those that “SELL” this book also published this very immodest statement on the cover slip.

The author clearly would disagree with such a statement, as evidenced in the FOREWORD

when, speaking of himself, he states, “His writings therefore must be judged by their agreement

or disagreement with the Holy Scriptures.”.

I resolutely sound the same reverent proclamation with regard to this or any other work put forth by my hand.

The author’s writing does indeed contain some disagreement with the Holy Scriptures.

The material that I provide herein will also likely include some as well, however unintentional it be.

There is one Author whose writings are in complete agreement with the Holy Scriptures.

You should follow His writings alone.

 “Oh that my words were now written! oh that they were printed in a book!” Job 19:23
 They were, Job.

 “Oh that one would hear me! behold, my desire is,

   that the Almighty would answer me,

   and that mine adversary had written a book.” Job 31:35

Yes, Job, the Adversary ( of  our sin ) has now written the book of our desire.

My interpretations and quotes will rely solely upon the Authorized (King James) Version.

However, variations in typeset may be used for emphasis ( Bold, underline, font size, etc. ).

Good faith effort was made to present direct quotes from the published work in BLUE FONT
so as to distinguish it in such a manner that all copyright acknowledgement may be properly attributed.
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Overall, the author’s book is an excellent source of information and a good study tool.

The content provided within it appears to fall into the hyper-dispensationalist arena.

In general, the differences in interpretation between myself and the author regarding the overall topic of

dispensations and hyper-dispensationalism will not be addressed here, as the vast majority of our differences

revolve around specific events and doctrines rather than broad dispensations.

Some current known science differs from the science that was available at the time of the author’s writing.

In deference to the author, whether based on older or more recent scientific evidence,  many of the facts

regarding such things as the “Nebular Hypothesis” and time required for formation of coal are not significant

in the preparation of this exposition.

The author seemed to be well versed in scripture and gave due heed to the ample warning given

by the One who has the power to blot out names from His book and to cast souls down to hell.

Anything I present beyond Jesus Christ and Him crucified should NEVER be taken in any wise

as to add to or to take away from that which has been given to us so freely.

Rather, all presentation is given herein only as encouragement to set our minds on things above.

Any edification you may derive is to be attributed to His grace alone.

Topics addressed include:

The “Word of God”

The “Six Days of Restoration”

The observance of the “First Day of the Week” (Sabbath) 

“Who Belong to the Church” & “The ORIGIN of the Church”
THE SECOND COMING OF CHRIST
Other interpretational differences
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The “Word of God”

The author quotes from sources other than the A.V. 

One example is on Page 22, where it is stated, “we know from Isa. 45:18 (R.V.).”

Not only does the author use references from other, quote, “Bibles”,

but also claims to know what was contained in “the original”.

Regardless of whatever else is meant by “the original”,

it clearly does not refer to “the original Authorized Version”.

The author has clearly indicated his position on the Authorized (King James) Version

through his attempt to correct it.

Some examples: 

On Page 21 it is stated:

All the confusion about the “Ages,” “Dispensations,” and “End of the World”

is largely due to the mistranslation of two Greek words in the New Testament.
Also on Page 21 it is stated:

To show how misleading this translation is we need only to cite a passage or two.

On Page 22 it is stated:

The words “men” and “women” in this passage are in italics.

That means that they are not in the original, and so the passage should read

there shall be “two in one bed,” husband and wife, or two brothers, or two sisters, or two friends.

While our differences regarding this most important topic is well deserving of exposition,

the affect that this view has upon the information presented is not integral to this discussion.

The “Six Days of Restoration”

The difference in our interpretations of these events has its underlying basis in the condition of the Creation

immediately prior to entering the Pre-Adamite Creation at Genesis 1:2.

As a quick prefatory caution, we must understand that every work of God,

especially in this area of “creation”, is not likely to be fully comprehended by any creature.

We are not the Creator !

May we never let a firm grip of this sound premise loosen by any means. Amen ?

Is it needful for every believer to subscribe to a “universal” flood ?

Should we feed a baby steak and shrimp ? Will a suckling lamb graze as does the sheep ?

Is it essential to teach all doctrine to every member of the body of Christ ?

What and if the very faith of a brother is shaken hard and left in confusion ?

Are we to represent God in our discernment of this matter ? Is God the author of confusion ?

Would you confuse a man before you could win his soul because of a short-sited goal ? How do you know ?

Does a good parent feed each child the appropriate food ?

What should be the priority of teaching dispensational truths ?

Indeed, think hard, but not too hard, my friends.

I adjure you to read Romans 14, and not just once.

Does the good Book not say “Hast thou faith ? have it to thyself before God.”

This term, “good”, should not be misconstrued as any adjective

depicting anything less than the highest regard any man can pay.
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

Is the measure of faith given to all in equal measure ? Be careful to judge the individual needs,

as each of God’s creatures is uniquely endowed to fulfil their part of the body.

That said, many, even some professing believers and some would-be mature believers,

may not subscribe to a Pre-Adamite Creation.

Can some still be saved by the gospel ? Get the gospel to them first !

Can some grow into a fuller spiritual maturity ?

If so, meet their seeking with loving sized morsels and allow them time to chew and digest.

Even true believers that subscribe to a Pre-Adamite Creation may not subscribe to the

whole of this area of speculation, which includes the destruction of the entire UNIVERSE.

It would appear that the author fell into this category, if you will allow it.

In the same vein, many other believers may not subscribe to the destruction of the entire UNIVERSE

because of a limit on their understanding of either the UNIVERSE or of the POWER of God.

In the minds of some of God’s creatures, it can remain quite incomprehensible that the entire UNIVERSE

could be encompassed because of a seemingly contradictory understanding that the UNIVERSE is infinite.

A key point to help assist in clearing this hurdle is to draw a distinction between “space” and “power”.

A “Fourth dimension” or a “Sixth sense” are analogies to this “power” that some may be able to relate with.

We are certainly not privy to the inner workings of infinite “space” or infinite “power”,

nor can we fully comprehend how “power” transcends “space”.

Nevertheless, we can draw this certain conclusion based on the word of the living God --

                                              Infinite “space” is only one of many end products of omnipotent “power”.

The heavens that we know contain “space” and we know that God “created” these heavens by His power.

Therefore, regardless of the depth of our ignorance, with God’s help,

we are also able to draw definite conclusions to the two following questions --

If power produced space, which is greater, omnipotent power or infinite space ?

If God’s power exceeds the bounds of the universe, what is impossible with God ?

“Can” we speculate ? We can. Should we speculate ?

Each one must work out his own salvation with fear and trembling.

“Can” we refuse to drink of the cup of salvation ? We can. Should we refuse ?

We “can” cast forth a “speculation” that the Third Heaven, wherein is the throne of God,

while beyond the first and second heavens, is still within the universe, hence,

it follows from such a speculation that God is bound within the “space” of the universe.

If you dare to make such a speculation, expect an answer, and be prepared to save yourself.

Does God provide an alternative way to be saved apart from trusting Jesus alone to save you. Yes, see Job 40:6-14.

But from taking Psalm 102 into account, we can select the best choice of the two,

“Of old hast thou laid the foundation of the earth: and the heavens are the work of thy hands.

They shall perish, but thou shalt endure:”

If your soul remains on this earth or in these heavens, that is, within the bounds of the known universe,

it would appear that your soul might well perish. Is your soul made of “space” that can be shaken ?

Is He on His throne in POWER in the Third Heaven ? Where is the Third Heaven ?

Whether the Third Heaven contains “space”, who can say but God ? Be very slow to speak.

Should whether or not the Third Heaven contains “space” be a point of contention ?

Here may be the only wise counsel I have to offer, and I firmly say this to each that I do love, Leave it be.

Leave it be for every man to gather according to his eating, lest the sun wax hot and melt it.

Having said all, and hoping to say nothing more, I would hope to quit, wisdom ahead, right here.
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

Only in my ignorance do I continue and let it be known that the great depth of my ignorance is highly noteworthy.

What is this Third heaven really like ?

Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of man,

the things which God hath prepared for them that love Him. It is enough, right ? Right ? … Right ?

It is prudent as in the sight of all to limit the universe to the literal description given to us by our Creator in Genesis;

That being, “the earth”, “the waters which were under the firmament”, “the firmament”,

                                and “the waters which were above the firmament”.

Regardless of your inclination for a definition of “universal”, the “universal” flood, in the context I present here,

is intended to be bounded by this literal description, to wit, “the waters which were above the firmament” and

everything below them, presuming that “the waters which were above the firmament” do not transcend space,

which is a probability. Inherent in this definition is that the location of “the waters which were above the firmament”

differs greatly from where the author seems to describe their location.

Again, I do not consider the Third Heaven as part of the universe, as it may well transcend space.

However, anyone who is disposed to consider the Third Heaven to be included within the universe,

may still follow this thread of thought by considering the “universal” flood to mean “SUB-universal” flood.

                                                                                  ( i.e., everything below the Third Heaven )

The author limits the scope of destruction to the Earth alone, which does not include

space outside of the near proximity of the Earth or its solar system.

In short, the “universal” flood interpretation as I describe is not adhered to by the author.

It necessarily follows that the location of “the waters which were above the firmament”

is the primary difference between our interpretations. You cannot eat of both tables.

If a non-“universal flood” position is taken and yet that position also includes the assertion that

“the waters which were above the firmament” are located above the sun and the moon and the stars,

then incongruency is introduced. There would then appear to be “waters in the midst of the firmament”.

This would be clearly contrary to the soundest premise of the “firmament in the midst of the waters”

and could only be resolved by indicating the existence of additional “middle waters”.

No such waters above the “starry space” is mentioned by the author, nor are “middle waters” identified.

It quite clear that the author and the scriptures do not support “waters in the midst of the firmament”.

The author indicates a covering of water over the Earth ( not encompassing the Sun and Moon )

that is either, at, or just beyond, the Atmosphere of the Earth and it is this covering, according to the author,

that makes up “the waters which were above the firmament”.

This covering is absolutely required for the positions taken by the author in the published work.

While this type of covering over the earth is not a requirement for the “universal flood” position,

this same type of covering certainly could be possible while still adhering to a “universal flood” position.

A possible scenario is that the “waters which were under the firmament” could have consisted of three layers.

One layer of water (or ice) in, or near above, the Stratosphere, such as where manmade crafts now “fly”.

A second layer of water (or vapour of clouds) in the Atmosphere.

A third layer of water in the Troposphere, which is where we now see oceans, seas, lakes, etc.

This theory of three layers would seem to fit comfortably into a well ordered scheme.

But what could have happened to the Stratosphere layer, where we now seem to see a bow when it rains ?

Could Noah’s flood had some part in its disappearance ?

From the evidence, the author seems to weigh in on the side of a non-“universal flood” interpretation.
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

From page 21:

“In the beginning God ‘CREATED’ the heaven and the earth.” Gen. 1:1.

As the word “heaven” is in the singular it will clarify matters to limit this creative act

to our own planet, and the solar system to which it belongs,

rather than to the whole of the starry spaces or universe.

Here, the author points to the Genesis 1:1 use of the word “heaven” in the singular form as

support for the theory that this “one and only heaven” is the heaven that is “near” Earth today.

The author makes a defining decision when stating, “it will clarify matters to limit this creative act”.
I firmly hold that placing limits that are “lower than that which is already known” will always lead to err.

In addition, this “one decision to limit” effects the root of the separation between the potential theories
of “universal” and “non-universal” floods.

Again, the author points to the Genesis 1:1 use of the word “heaven” in the singular form as support for

the theory that this one and only heaven is the heaven that is “near” Earth today.

While this view of the Gen. 1:1 singular heaven MUST BE TAKEN in order to fall under reasonable logic

for the author’s position, it violates the position’s own premise by failing to take into account that anathema,

which anathema I sternly, yet lovingly, call “cloaked context”.

The most basic of all context for either theory MUST adhere to the causal history and that

the singular Genesis 1:1 heaven was “In the beginning”, even BEFORE any rebellion.

This is an obvious flaw based on what I perceive the position of the author to be, that being,

that the waters (sea) surrounding the Earth came about AFTER “In the beginning” as a result of rebellion.

Hence, the singular Genesis 1:1 heaven COULD NOT be the same heaven that was created in the midst.

Was there any sea surrounding the earth BEFORE rebellion ?

Will there be any sea surrounding the earth in the future ?

“And I saw a new heaven and a new earth: for the first heaven and the first earth were passed away;

 and there was no more sea.” Revelation 21:1

Could it be that, “In the beginning”, the Third Heaven was this Gen. 1:1 “singular” heaven and

that the Earth was not surrounded by water but rather out of the water and in of the water ?

Concerning “the earth standing out of the water and in the water”, could this be the earth

at the top of the universe before the rebellion, AFTER which, it was pushed down to be a footstool ? 

Also from page 21:

The six days’ work as described in Gen. 1:3-31 was the restoration of the earth

 (not the heavens or starry space), to its original condition

before it was made “formless and void,” and submerged in water and darkness.

This statement further verifies that the author clearly holds a non-“universal flood” position.

In this, the author presupposes the pre-existence of the sun (greater light) and the moon (lesser light)

but discounts their destruction and the Post-Adamite creation account wherein God “made” them.

If God “made” them, POST-Adamite, would it not be likely that they had also been overflowed with water

and perished, as did the earth ?
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

While the author references  II Peter 3:5-7 for support, on page 24,

the “rightly dividing” of these verses is at the heart of the difference.

- Verse 5 identifies what the Pre-Adamite(old) world consisted of –

“For this they willingly are ignorant of, that by the word of God the heavens were of old,

 and the earth standing out of the water and in the water:”

- Verse 6 identifies what happened to that Pre-Adamite world –

“Whereby the world that then was, being overflowed with water, perished:”

Note the use of the word “world”, as opposed to “earth”.

Doesn’t the “world” mean “the heavens and the earth” as mentioned in both,

the previous and the following verses ? There’s that cursed CONTEXT again.

- Verse 7 clearly intimates that the “heavens of old” are somehow different from the “heavens which are now”.

“But the heavens and the earth, which are now, by the same word are kept in store,

 reserved unto fire against the day of judgment and perdition of ungodly men.”
What happened to the heavens before the ones which are now ?

If they are different, something must have happened to them.

 “I beheld the earth, and, lo, it was without form, and void; and the heavens, and they had no light.”

                                                                                                                                             Jeremiah 4:23

Even if the heavens still had their “form”, clearly, they had no light. So what happened ?

“This then is the message which we have heard of him, and declare unto you,

  that God is light, and in him is no darkness AT ALL.” I John 1:5

Would they really be dark it something ( or someone ) had not intervened ?
 If the Pre-Adamite destruction did not extend beyond the atmosphere of the earth,

why were the heavens (plural) dark ?

One could speculate, as did the author, that the light was really there but was hidden from view from the earth.

We will see the fallacy of that logic later.
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

From page 25:

This light was not sunlight, for the clouds did not break away and permit the Sun to shine on the earth.

That did not happen until the “Fourth Day”.

Although “sun” is not directly mentioned in scripture until Genesis 15:12, nor the “moon” until Genesis 37:9,

it is clear that the author presupposes the pre-existence of the sun (greater light) and the moon (lesser light)

of the “Fourth Day”, but discounts both, their destruction via a “universal flood” and the Post-Adamite creation

account wherein “God made two great lights” and  “he made the stars also”.

Did the sun and the moon and the stars, in the universe we see, pre-exist ? Possibly.

If they did pre-exist, did they escape the destruction (overflowed with water) of the universal flood

wherein they would have became dark ? 

He “made” the firmament “in the midst of the waters”, clearly implies that

 any pre-existing matter that now exists IN the firmament was at one time, overflowed with water.

 In the “universal flood” position that includes the sun, the moon, and the stars. More on this later.

It could be conjectured that, while the stars in what we now call the universe is encompassed by a sea,

once this universe is restored and there is no more sea, it will expand or join with other universes.

The universe that we now see may well be the universe wherein were the angels that fell and,

once restored by fire, will again be joined together with the undefiled wider universe

( or other universes ) wherein the angels that have held true to our God may reside. O Spirit, help us.

On page 24, it is proposed that it may have been that “God’s purpose in destroying the Pre-Adamite Earth was to

efface all historical monuments and evidences of the sinfulness of its occupants.”

I, instead, propose that it is more probable that the purpose was to eliminate all flesh. (living creatures)

It is at this point that a physical manifestation (body) may have been taken from the fallen creatures, leaving them

with soul and spirit. Some of these bodies may be awaiting resurrection in the sea.(deep)

( Acts 14:15; Revelation 10:6, 20:13 “And the sea gave up the dead which were in it;” )
While much, if not all, Pre-Adamite historical monuments and evidence may have been destroyed, I assert it

to be likely that an important amount remained. While the quantity remaining may be only a very small remnant,

it would nonetheless be significant.

How often has The Lord removed much and yet not made a full end by leaving a remnant ?

It would seem that the cities were clearly “broken down”, but the cities were not necessarily completely obliterated. Some remnant may well be buried at ocean bottoms, some on mountain tops, and some left nearly untouched.

Could pyramids be some of these remains ?

The destruction of both, the earth and the heavens is consistent with the similitude of

Isaiah 65:17, 66:22; 2 Peter 3:13; Revelation 21:1 and this view may also lend itself

to the parabolic teaching of the baptisms in Matthew 3:11 and Luke 3:16 .

The Holy Ghost is typed by “water”. Judgement is typed by “fire”.

The heavens and the earth  were  baptized with water (II Peter 3:6) and

the heavens and the earth will be baptized with fire. ( II Peter 3:10-12 )

The limiting of the firmament by the author as being near the atmosphere would be in conflict

with identifying “the waters which were above the firmament” as the same waters which constitute

the deep(the sea), such as in Job 38:30, etc.
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

Because of the “universal flood” versus the non-“universal flood” differences concern the firmament,

differences in interpretation necessarily extend to both, the “Second Day” and the “Fourth Day”

of the post-Genesis 1:1 restoration, which describe the creation and use of the firmament.

From page 27:

What is meant is that the clouds broke away and permitted the sun and moon to be seen, and that from that time they were appointed to measure the days, and years, and seasons as we have them today.

The manner in which the sun and moon pre-existed, “waiting to be seen”, conflicts with identifying a literal interpretation of  Genesis 1:16-18 which is a recap Genesis 1:14-15, wherein He “made” the sun, moon and stars.

Further, God also “set” the sun and the moon and the stars. Set them where ?

God set them IN the firmament. Clearly, “the waters which were above the firmament”

must be above the sun and the moon and the stars

               since the sun and the moon and the stars were set IN the firmament.

In conclusion, the author’s interpretation based upon a near earth firmament

and non-universal flood theory is suspect at the very least.

However, lest any one of us discount the author’s reasoning ability, consider the time (1920).

Was this prior to the ability of men to soar over the clouds and above the atmosphere ?

What then is left for man, but to ascend higher than the stars ? Oh, be careful little mind what you think.
Remember – Always study His word in prayer and neglect not the gift that is in thee.

Apart from the sequence and manner of creation, I differ from the author on the creation references as they pertain to “Time” and “Eternity” as follows.

From page 27:

In other words, on the Fourth day “Time” in contrast with “Eternity” began.

From page 148:

The Universe is young yet.

While, clearly, there is stark contrast between “Time” and “Eternity”,

the author does not present a consistent dividing of “Time” and “Eternity”.

Attributing “young” to the Universe seems to imply that “Eternity” is measured by “Time”.

Not so. “Eternity” is “Timeless”.

From Revelation 10:6, “that there should be time no longer:”

Hyper-dispensationalism tends towards the breaking down of processes further and may lead to the

incorrect assignment of a higher level composite process to a lower level sectional process.

As described by the author, this incorrect assignment appears to have been the case in regard to the

higher level process of “Time”.

The reasoning for the breakdown of “Time” to a lower sectional process seems to have been only for

The purpose of providing support to a decision that author made in identifying the distinctive breakpoint for

a hyper-dispensational division in the “Days of Creation”.

While, indeed, such a division could be made, it appears that the author incorrectly identified

the breakpoint and perhaps found it needful to grasp for the higher level process of “Time”

as a means to support that decision. Remember - The means never justify the ends.
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

The interpretation that, “on the Fourth day “Time” in contrast with “Eternity” began.”

MUST discount that God already gave a measurement of “Time” beginning on the First day.

God used the exact same measurement of “Time” BEFORE, DURING, and AFTER the Fourth day.

Each of the six days were measured the same.  ( From Genesis 1:5, 8, 13, 19, 23, 31 )

“And the evening and the morning were the” NUMBERED “day.”

Is  “Time” measured by days and are days measured by numbers ?

It would appear as though these six days were more clearly measured and numbered than any others.

But to be fair, clear numbering does not always indicate “measuring”.

For example, the number in I Kings 10:14 is a measurement,

while the same number in Revelation 13:18 is a description,

but NOTE that Personal Pronoun Capitalization is used to not only to draw this distinction from measurement,

but to give Personhood as well.

I Kings 10:14 (mathematical measurement)

Now the weight of gold that came to Solomon in one year was

six hundred threescore and six talents of gold,
Revelation 13:18 (non-mathematical measurement)

Here is wisdom. Let him that hath understanding count the number of the beast:

for it is the number of a man; and his number is 

Six hundred threescore and six.
Further support that “Time” was being “measured” exists in the author’s own work,

where a relationship is drawn between each of the Seven days of Creation

and each of the Seven thousand years of the history of man, on page 16.

NOTE: The “history” is only Six thousand for us as yet, but for God, it is already Seven.

The subjugation of “Time”, on page 25, precludes maintaining a consistent relationship

of the measurement of ”Time” as it pertains to both, the Days of Creation and the Millennia of history.

If “Time” was in use to measure each of the Millennia of the history of man,

it is consistent that it was also in use to measure each of the Days of Creation. 
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The “Six Days of Restoration” (continued)

Regardless of the use of “Time” as a support for the premise,

the author asserts a distinctive breakpoint for this hyper-dispensational division of the

“Days of Creation” into a two-part breakdown which is identified on page 25 as the

                                 “Era of Matter”  and the “Era of Life”.

This is broken down as   Three days  and         Four days   respectively.

The author indicates “COSMIC LIGHT” on the First day and “SOLAR LIGHT” on the Fourth day.

I contend that this “COSMIC LIGHT” may be considered as the light of the world.

If so, this Light is undifferentiated from life, and thus would apply to every day.

“Then spake Jesus again unto them, saying, I am the light of the world:

he that followeth me shall not walk in darkness, but shall have the light of life.” John 8:12

“In him was life; and the life was the light of men.

 And the light shineth in darkness; and the darkness comprehended it not.” John 1:4-5
Regardless of whether there is ample support for a hyper-dispensational division,

I am in disagreement as to the subordinate breakdown into Three and Four days respectively and

I would suppose that any such division of the  “Era of Matter” and the “Era of Life” should, instead,

be divided into Four and Three days respectively based on the following support,

rather than the Three and Four days as set forth by the author.

- Of the seven feasts of Israel, Four were in the spring followed by Three in the autumn.

- The word, “life”, first appears in scripture AFTER the Fourth day.

- Jesus was manifested in the form of a man AFTER the Fourth Millennia.

II Peter 3:8  “But, beloved, be not ignorant of this one thing,

                      that one day is with the Lord as a thousand years,

                      and a thousand years as one day.”

Hosea 6:2    “After two days will he revive us: in the third day he will raise us up,

                      and we shall live in his sight.”

Psalm 90:4   “For a thousand years in thy sight are but as yesterday when it is past,

                     and as a watch in the night.”

Luke 12:38  “And if he shall come in the second watch, or come in the third watch,

                      and find them so, blessed are those servants.”
1000, 2000, are we not now near or in the third watch ?  Are you watching ?  Watch.
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The observance of the “First Day of the Week” (Sabbath) 

My interpretation differs on the “observance” of this day of the week
                             as well as the “description” of this day of the week as being “The Lord’s day”.

While I willingly share this with all who ask in sincerity,

I find that addressing this topic with those that are otherwise minded is usually unprofitable.

The key as to how you should “observe” the “First Day of the Week” is by being

“fully” persuaded in your “own” mind as we are commanded.

“One man esteemeth one day above another: another esteemeth every day alike.

  Let every man be fully persuaded in his own mind.” Romans 14:5

For the benefit of those who are not yet “fully” persuaded,

I will attempt to shed some light on this highly coveted topic.

I say coveted, because covetous pastors, as a general rule,

like to fully persuade you using “their” own mind and are also

likely to exalt the purpose of a “local” church above the purpose

that was given to you by God.

The level of this persuasion on “their” part regarding this topic

is second only to their level of persuasion used for their false “tithe” observance.

( This “root of all evil” tithe is a whole other discourse, as is the “water” baptism. ) Interested ? Ask.

I beseech you, Hearken to the very clear words of the Lord.

The Lord instructs you to use your “own mind” to be “fully” persuaded.

You must establish your faith. From Romans 14:23,

“for whatsoever is not of faith is sin.”

If you allow any “man”, especially a “modern day” pastor,

to fully persuade you using “their mind”,

are you in obedience to the Lord’s clear command ?

NOTE: “modern day” pastor is generic and not intended to describe a specific person, but a manner.

              Most “modern day” pastors are “Pastors” in title, not in function.

Assuming you worked it out in your “own mind” and are now content to follow this as a required “observance”

for obedience, I only adjure you to “act” on your persuasion and do not remain “partially” persuaded.

Be a doer, not just a hearer.

Even if you are still in the process of being “fully persuaded”, do not be beguiled through guilt.

Does guilt usually come from God or the flesh ? ( I would suppose this must also depends on your lifestyle. )

Does your lifestyle provide for walking in the Spirit or walking in the flesh ? You can be free.

Are you free from this “observance” ?  “If the Son therefore shall make you free, ye shall be free indeed.”
“Let no man therefore judge you in meat, or in drink,

 or in respect of an holyday, or of the new moon, or of the sabbath days:” Colossians 2:16

If you follow the leading of the Holy Spirit, He can and will fully persuaded you.

Again, once your faith is settled one way or another, you SHOULD “act” according to your faith.

“And he that doubteth is damned if he eat, because he eateth not of faith:

  for whatsoever is not of faith is sin.” Romans 14:23
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The observance of the “First Day of the Week” (Sabbath)  ( continued )
                                       Matthew 11:15 “He that hath ears to hear, let him hear.”

Observance of days as doctrinal.

                                       Matthew 13:9       “Who hath ears to hear, let him hear.”
Observance of tithing as doctrinal.

                                        Mark 4:23  “If any man have ears to hear, let him hear.”

Observance of water baptism doctrinal.
                                        Mark 7:16  “If any man have ears to hear, let him hear.”
Are these not foolish ? 

 “O foolish Galatians, who hath bewitched you, that ye should not obey the truth,

  before whose eyes Jesus Christ hath been evidently set forth, crucified among you?

 This only would I learn of you, Received ye the Spirit by the works of the law, or by the hearing of faith?

Are ye so foolish? having begun in the Spirit, are ye now made perfect by the flesh?” Galatians 3:1-3

Would I willingly act a fool and observe the “First” day ?

Would I willingly act a fool and give a tithe ?

Would I willingly act a fool and be baptized with water ?

IF it will further the gospel and not be a stumblingblock for those who may enter in,

then YES, I gladly become a fool for Christ’s sake.

This is always a “big” IF.

What if, through my actions, a man believes he is saved because he observes the “First” day ?

What if, through my actions, a man believes he is saved because he gives a tithe ?

What if, through my actions, a man believes he is saved because he gets baptized with water ?

What if, through any of these, my actions, a man shall perish ? Do I now show love to this man ?

“And through thy knowledge shall the weak brother perish, for whom Christ died?

But when ye sin so against the brethren, and wound their weak conscience, ye sin against Christ.”

The author seems to support a view of “observances” (works) regardless of its impact on others. I do not.

Can traditions of men be good ? Yes, but they are still traditions of men.

Please know that by identifying this “Sabbath” tradition, I am not condemning it. ( Colossians 2:26 )

I only say that all traditions should be weighed against to word of God. ( such as Romans 14 )
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The observance of the “First Day of the Week” (Sabbath)  ( continued )
From page 31:

The “First Day of the Week” is the day to be observed
for rest and worship by the Christian Church.

Also from page 31:

the Church should keep the “First Day of the Week” and not the “Seventh” day or SABBATH.
Also from page 31:

It is called the “LORD’S DAY.”  It belongs to Him. It is not called a “rest day” in the Bible.

It is a day that should be filled with worship and service and holy activity.
Obviously the author was confused about this topic as evidenced by the seeming contradictions

in the statements made regarding this observance of the “First Day of the Week”.

The “First Day of the Week” is the day to be observed for rest
 It is not called a “rest day” in the Bible.

On its face, the author’s own contradictory statements seem to compose an admission that this observance of the “First Day of the Week” is not Biblical because the Bible never contradicts itself.

Of all the author’s statements made on this subject, I agree with only two.

1) It belongs to Him.

2) It is a day that should be filled with worship and service and holy activity.
However, my agreement has nothing to do with the “First Day of the Week”.

I agree because these two statements apply to every single day of your life.

Again from page 31:

It is called the “LORD’S DAY.”

While the author correctly identifies that the Bible uses the phrase “the Lord’s day”,

the author fails to bring to light that this phrase is only found once in the entire KJV.

Alternatively, it could be due to using “a” Bible instead of using “the” Bible.

The author also fails to correctly identify the proper “context” of this phrase.

The one and only verse containing the phrase “the Lord’s day” is Revelation 1:10.
“I was in the Spirit on the Lord’s day, and heard behind me a great voice, as of a trumpet,”

While other verses refer to this day in other sundry ways, there are twenty nine verses

prior to Revelation 1:10, which refer to this day as “the day of the Lord”, and every time,

it refers to the day in which the Lord reigns. Revelation 1:10 is the thirtieth and crowning verse,

which transforms the phrase, exalting it to the fullest possessive form.

Indeed, possess us to the fullest Lord.
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The observance of the “First Day of the Week” (Sabbath)  ( continued )
The “Lord’s day” lies dispensationally on the Seventh day, the SABBATH.

Therefore, the church may well observe the Sabbath, but not the shadow of the sabbath,

as the Jews did (some still do ?).

Will you persecute (speak badly of or gossip about ) another Christian
because he does some things ( or doesn’t do some things ) on the sabbath day ?

                     ( or even on Sunday, if you consider Sunday to be the sabbath ? )

Jesus showed us what to do.

John 5:16-17

“And therefore did the Jews persecute Jesus, and sought to slay him,

because he had done these things on the sabbath day. But Jesus answered them,

My Father worketh hitherto, and I work.” 

Let’s work. Will you follow Jesus and work in the field every day until He returns ?

Do you need to be at a certain place ( an “institutional” local church ) to worship ?

( What is a “local” church is a great expansive topic that I will leave out here. Matthew 18:20, etc. )

                                                                                                     See “local” church topics elsewhere.

We are to worship in spirit and in truth.

 John 4:23-24 “But the hour cometh, and now is,

when the true worshippers shall worship the Father in spirit and in truth:

for the Father seeketh such to worship him. God is a Spirit:

and they that worship him must worship him in spirit and in truth.”

To maintain that “routine observance is required”, even for those that

are fully persuaded otherwise in their own minds, would clearly be a form of will worship.

Worship Him in spirit and in truth !

Colossians 2:20-23

“Wherefore if ye be dead with Christ from the rudiments of the world,

why, as though living in the world, are ye subject to ordinances,

(Touch not; taste not; handle not; 22Which all are to perish with the using;)

after the commandments and doctrines of men?

Which things have indeed a show of wisdom in will worship, and humility,

and neglecting of the body; not in any honour to the satisfying of the flesh.”

Before taking one verse out of context from the transitional book of Hebrews (You should know the verse)

and building a doctrine on such an unsure foundation, you had better pray and seek His guidance,

especially if you are one of His shepherds or elders.  Interested in more on this ? Ask.

 “My brethren, be not many masters, knowing that we shall receive the greater damnation.” James 3:1

Again from page 31:

The “First Day of the Week” is the day to be observed for rest and worship by the Christian Church.

Will worship ? No.

Worship ? Yes.

Rest ? as in performing no work ? No.

Rest ? as in “we rest in Jesus” ? Yes.

“Christian” Church ? Does the adjective imply that there is more than one Church ?
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“Who Belong to the Church” & “The ORIGIN of the Church”
Let me be certain to remark plainly that I hold no claim to a full and complete understanding of the church.

Do you ?

Dear Lord,

Thank you Lord for this great mystery of the church. 

We don’t understand all of the wonderful things you have prepared for us through your grace.

Thank you for allowing Gentiles to be reconciled into your body.

Help us Lord that we might let the peace of God rule in our hearts.

Thank you for your abundant grace. Amen and Amen.

 “This is a great mystery: but I speak concerning Christ and the church.” Ephesians 5:32

While I have seen many a man attempt to describe the “great mystery”,

none have succeeded, nor do I suspect any will until that great day.

“But in the days of the voice of the seventh angel,

 when he shall begin to sound, the mystery of God should be finished,

as he hath declared to his servants the prophets.”                Revelation 10:7 

Again, I certainly hold no claim to a full and complete understanding of the church,

but I believe there is confusion in the author’s discerning between

“the origin” and “the manifestation” of the church.

From page 77:
If the Church had its origin at Pentecost, and ends at the Second Coming of Christ for

His saints at the “Rapture,” who belong to the Church, and therefore constitute the “Bride ?”

Necessarily only those who are saved between those two events.

The Old Testament saints could not belong to the Church for it did not then exist.
These last two statements are conclusions which the author draws from his determination

that the origin of the Church was at Pentecost.

From Ephesians 5,

“Christ also loved the church, and gave himself for it;

That he might sanctify and cleanse it with the washing of water by the word,

That he might present it to himself a glorious church, not having spot, or wrinkle, or any such thing;

 but that it should be holy and without blemish.”

Indeed, Christ gave himself for it. 

He loved the church ? When ? ( Note the past tense. )

Did He love the church before He gave Himself for it or did He just love the “yet to come” church ?

What does Acts 7:38 say ?  Yes, The church existed in the Old Testament, but it was a “great” mystery.

Who and what did He reconcile to Himself on the cross ?  ( Ephesians 2:16, Colossians 1:20,  etc. )

Did the church in the wilderness have righteousness imputed through faith, as does the same church this very day ?

( Genesis 15:6, Psalm 31:23, etc. )

Don’t get hung up on the hyper-dispensationalist view of some regarding the separation of Israel and the church.

For instance, some may say that Israel will plant vineyards on the earth and the church will live, separately,

in the new Jerusalem. ( See Hebrews 11:16, 12:22, 13:14 +many )

Do not place your holy faith in speculation by those who offer concrete knowledge of those things that God has prepared for us. ( I Corinthians 2:9 ) Just know that it is far better than anyone can imagine. So, Imagine.
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 “Who Belong to the Church” & “The ORIGIN of the Church” ( continued )

While it is not my intent to weary you (Gentle Reader) with the full text of scripture,

I must here, to emphasize the continuity and the context.

Hebrews 11:7-19

7By faith Noah, being warned of God of things not seen as yet, moved with fear,

 prepared an ark to the saving of his house; by the which he condemned the world,

 and became heir of the righteousness which is by faith.

8By faith Abraham, when he was called to go out into a place which he should after receive for an inheritance, obeyed; and he went out, not knowing whither he went.

9By faith he sojourned in the land of promise, as in a strange country,

 dwelling in tabernacles with Isaac and Jacob, the heirs with him of the same promise:

10For he looked for a city which hath foundations, whose builder and maker is God.

11Through faith also Sarah herself received strength to conceive seed, and was delivered of a child

  when she was past age, because she judged him faithful who had promised.

12Therefore sprang there even of one, and him as good as dead,

   so many as the stars of the sky in multitude, and as the sand which is by the sea shore innumerable.

13These all died in faith, not having received the promises, but having seen them afar off,

  and were persuaded of them, and embraced them, and confessed that they were strangers and pilgrims on the earth. 14For they that say such things declare plainly that they seek a country.

15And truly, if they had been mindful of that country from whence they came out,

   they might have had opportunity to have returned.

16But now they desire a better country, that is, an heavenly:

  wherefore God is not ashamed to be called their God:

 for he hath prepared for them a city.
17By faith Abraham, when he was tried, offered up Isaac: and he that had received the promises

   offered up his only begotten son, 18Of whom it was said, That in Isaac shall thy seed be called: 

19Accounting that God was able to raise him up, even from the dead;

 from whence also he received him in a figure.”

Again from page 77: The Old Testament saints could not belong to the Church for it did not then exist.
Acts 7:38     “38This is he, that was in the church in the wilderness with the angel which spake to him

                          in the mount Sina, and with our fathers: who received the lively oracles to give unto us:”

See also  I Corinthians 10:1-5

Even if you maintain that the church had not existed until Christ descended into the lower parts of the earth --

                                                                                                       It most certainly had begun BEFORE Pentecost.

I Peter 3:18-19  “18For Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the just for the unjust,

                               that he might bring us to God, being put to death in the flesh, but quickened by the Spirit:

                                         19By which also he went and preached unto the spirits in prison;”

I Peter 4:6   “For for this cause was the gospel preached also to them that are dead,

                     that they might be judged according to men in the flesh, but live according to God in the spirit.

Reference the entire chapter of Romans 4 for additional context.

The author puts forth contradicting statements on this topic:

- the Church had its origin in the mind of God “Before the Foundation of the World,”

- the Church had its origin at Pentecost

Where I also contradict myself, PLEASE withdraw from placing any confidence.

Trust only in He that is in you.
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“Who Belong to the Church” & “The ORIGIN of the Church” ( continued )

As I indicated, I do not pretend to fully understand this “great mystery”.

One part; however, I do understand fully.

The church is the body of Christ. All are agreed as to this much, right ?

Who is in the body of Christ ?

How many members are required to make up a body ? Can there be single cell organisms ?

You may be able to answer the origin question right here :

Is Jesus a member of the body of Christ ? Yes or No
Can the head exist without a body ? Yes or No

This is a key point to assist in understanding ---

 When did Jesus exist (origin) ?                        When did the Church exist (origin) ?

When was Jesus manifested ?                          When was the Church manifested ?

From page 76:
While, as we have seen, the Church had its origin in the mind of God

                      “Before the Foundation of the World,”

yet it did not exist until after Christ’s Ascension.

From page 77:
There could be no foundation for the Church until Christ’s death, resurrection and ascension.

The author seems to imply that the foundation for the Church is not Christ Himself,

but rather His death, resurrection and ascension; although he makes no mention of

“which” ascension, nor of the time period between the ascension in a cloud (Acts1:9) and Pentecost.

Was Christ’s body changed at the time He resurrected or after He ascended ?

Which ascension ?    After John 20:17 ?  After Acts 1:9 ?

 “Jesus saith unto her, Touch me not; for I am not yet ascended to my Father: but go to my brethren, 

and say unto them, I ascend unto my Father, and your Father; and to my God, and your God.”
From page 77:

There could be no foundation for the Church until Christ’s death, resurrection and ascension.

Then Christ became the Rock and upon Him the  Foundation of the Apostles and Prophets

( New Testament Prophets ) was laid on the Day of Pentecost

The author purports that Christ “BECAME” the Rock.  Can that be ?

I Corinthians 10:1-5

 “1Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should be ignorant, how that all our fathers were under the cloud, and all passed through the sea; 2And were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea; 3And did all eat the same spiritual meat; 4And did all drink the same spiritual drink: for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them:

and that Rock was Christ.

5But with many of them God was not well pleased: for they were overthrown in the wilderness.”

Help us, Lord. That we may be well pleasing.
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“Who Belong to the Church” & “The ORIGIN of the Church” ( continued )

Again, from page 77:

There could be no foundation for the Church until Christ’s death, resurrection and ascension.

Then Christ became the Rock and upon Him the  Foundation of the Apostles and Prophets

( New Testament Prophets ) was laid on the Day of Pentecost

The author purports the Prophets spoken of in Ephesians 2:20 refer ONLY to the

“New Testament” Prophets.  Did God really split the prophets asunder ? (Eph 2:16)

Ephesians 2:11-22

 “11Wherefore remember, that ye being in time past Gentiles in the flesh, who are called Uncircumcision by that which is called the Circumcision in the flesh made by hands; 12That at that time ye were without Christ, being aliens from the commonwealth of Israel, and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope, and without God in the world: 13But now in Christ Jesus ye who sometimes were far off are made nigh by the blood of Christ.

14For he is our peace, who hath made both one, and hath broken down the middle wall of partition between us; 15Having abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the law of commandments contained in ordinances; for to make in himself of twain one new man, so making peace;

16And that he might reconcile both unto God in one body by the cross, having slain the enmity thereby: 17And came and preached peace to you which were afar off, and to them that were nigh. 18For through him we both have access by one Spirit unto the Father. 19Now therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellowcitizens with the saints, and of the household of God;

20And <ye>are built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets,

( <ye> added for edification, not correction )
 Jesus Christ himself being the chief corner stone; 21In whom all the building fitly framed together groweth unto an holy temple in the Lord: 22In whom ye also are builded together for an habitation of God through the Spirit.” 
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“Who Belong to the Church” & “The ORIGIN of the Church” ( continued )

Who belong to the church ? Is it not “All believers” ?  All those who trust God ? (present tense even for Abraham)

I cannot fathom that there are any saints that were not believers, including Abraham.

Did God join the Old Testament saints and New Testament saints into one body ?

“And that he might reconcile both unto God in one body by the cross,

 having slain the enmity thereby:” - out of immediate context, but scripture often contains plurality of meaning.
When Jesus spoke in Matthew 18:17, “And if he shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church:

but if he neglect to hear the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican.”,

did He mean “tell it unto the church after it exists” ? Did he say, “tell it unto a church” ?

Clearly, those that do not believe are heathens and not part of the church.

Is a candlestick mentioned in the  Old Testament ?

Is a candlestick mentioned in the New Testament ?

Was the TRINITY known in all dispensations ?

Did “WHO” you must believe change from dispensation to dispensation ?

In general, NO.  The Lord your God.

In specific, YES. The Lord manifested Himself differently.

Did “WHAT” you must believe change from dispensation to dispensation ?

In general, NO. You must believe what the Lord says is truth.

In specific, YES.  The Lord revealed the TRUTH differently.
Is there any greater blessing than the church, even if it forever remains a great mystery ?

Have you receive this blessing WITH faithful Abraham ?  I pray you have.

Galations 3:8

“8And the scripture, foreseeing that God would justify the heathen through faith,

preached before the gospel unto Abraham, saying, In thee shall all nations be blessed.

9So then they which be of faith are blessed with faithful Abraham.”

Yes, “the gospel”.

We are ALL saved by faith.
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THE SECOND COMING OF CHRIST
This chapter introduces the topic on pages 8-9 where the author identifies significance of

the “TABLE” which points backward to the “Cross” and forward to the “Second Coming.”
The author does not identify the distinction between the Lord’s SUPPER and the Lord’s TABLE,

but combines the two into the “TABLE”.

He identifies the objects that look backward and forward in the three timeframes created by

the two comings identified with the “Cross” and the “Crown”. Using the author’s chart descriptions,

the “Prophetic” has the “Altar”, the “Priestly” has the “Table”, and the “Kingly” has the “Throne”.

While three different objects are identified, it should be noted that a TABLE exists throughout.

The Old Testament refers to an object in the “Prophetic” time as “the TABLE that is before the Lord.”

( Ezekiel 41:22; Malachi 1:7,12 )

The Old Testament also refers to an object in the “Kingly” time as a TABLE.

(Psalm 23:5; Luke 22:30; Revelation 19:9)

Is it possible that the Lord’s supper  (looking backward) may be identified

as distinct from  the Lord’s   table   (looking forward),

just as the order of the cup and the bread are of some significance ???

In looking backward, the bread preceded the cup.

 FIRST  --  His body(bread) was given to dwell among us and to take our sin

                “a body hast thou prepared me”
 THEN --  His blood(cup) was shed for us on the cross.

                    “Likewise also the cup after supper, saying,

                      This cup is the new testament in my blood, which is shed for you.”

In looking forward, the cup precedes the bread.

FIRST --  The cup is our Father’s will

                “the cup which my Father hath given me, shall I not drink it?”
               “And they said unto him, We can. And Jesus said unto them,

                 Ye shall indeed drink of the cup that I drink of;

                 and with the baptism that I am baptized withal shall ye be baptized:”)

               “Ye cannot drink the cup of the Lord, and the cup of devils:

               ye cannot be partakers of the Lord’s table, and of the table of devils.

THEN --  we can become part of His body(bread).

                    “For we being many are one bread, and one body:

                     for we are all partakers of that one bread.).

The supper was Jesus being obedient to the Father.

The  table  is believers being obedient to the Father.
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THE SECOND COMING OF CHRIST (cont.)

The author then divides THE SECOND COMING into three divisions.

I. AS TO THE FACT ( Pages 9-10 )
II. AS TO THE TIME ( Pages 10-11 )
III. AS TO THE MANNER ( Pages 11-17 )

The author further breaks his third division into two sections which he calls TWO STAGES.

FIRST STAGE - THE RAPTURE ( Pages 11-15 )

SECOND STAGE - THE REVELATION  ( Pages 15-17 )

I do not differ on the THE FACT or THE TIME or the TWO STAGES of THE MANNER.

I differ concerning the “SURPRISE” attribute ascribed to the SECOND COMING by the author and

ascribe that there is misapplication of some scriptures used to support each stage that the author presents.

I also ascribe that the pre-tribulation aspect and time frames regarding the “rapture” are conjecture.

Are you afraid of going through the tribulation ?

You better check your faith at the door. You know which door.

Will a “mid-trib” or “post-trib” believer be disappointed if they are raptured before the tribulation ?

Is this something to cause contention about among the brethren ?

The most significant difference concerning the “SURPRISE” attribute between myself and the author is

“WHO will be surprised”.

From page 11:

THE RAPTURE WILL BE A “SURPRISE”

     “Watch therefore ; for ye know not what hour your Lord doth

come.  But know this, that if the goodman of the house had known in

what watch the thief would come, he would have watched, and would

not have suffered his house to be broken up.  Therefore be ye also

ready ; for in such an hour as ye think not the Son of Man COMETH.”

Matt. 24:42-44.  Behold, I come as a thief.  Blessed is he that

watcheth, and keepeth his garments, lest he walk naked, and they see

his shame.” Rev 16:15

In this scripture, if the Authorized Version was quoted, colons were transposed as semicolons.

The author emphasizes only the portions of scripture that support his interpretation of “SURPRISE”
but omits emphasizing or addressing those portions which provide the opposing view

which I emphasize here below.

     “Watch therefore: for ye know not what hour your Lord doth

come. But know this, that if the goodman of the house had known in

what watch the thief would come, he would have watched, and would

not have suffered his house to be broken up. Therefore be ye also

ready ; for in such an hour as ye think not the Son of man cometh.”

Matt. 24:42-44.  Behold, I come as a thief.  Blessed is he that

watcheth, and keepeth his garments, lest he walk naked, and they see

his shame.” Rev 16:15

What would be the point of saying “Blessed is he that watcheth”,

if all were going to be “surprised” anyway ? Are you be “Blessed” ?
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THE SECOND COMING OF CHRIST (cont.)

If you are a born again believer, I Thessalonians 5:1-4 indicates you need not be surprised.

Do you see the difference between “they and them”  and  “ye and you” in this scripture ?

“1But of the times and the seasons, brethren, ye have no need that I write unto you.

 2For yourselves know perfectly that the day of the Lord so cometh as a thief in the night.

 3For when they shall say, Peace and safety; then sudden destruction cometh upon them,

  as travail upon a woman with child; and they shall not escape.

 4But ye, brethren, are not in darkness, that that day should overtake you as a thief.”
Will you say “Peace and safety” before the Lord returns ?

Will “sudden destruction” (The wrath of God) come upon you ?

The author attempts to ascribe this “SURPRISE” attribute of a thief to the FIRST STAGE
and addresses the “IMMENENCY” only in the SECOND STAGE. (Pages 15-17)

I purport that the “IMMENENCY” applies to both the FIRST STAGE and SECOND STAGE.
While the author uses some scripture references to indicate the “SURPRISE” attribute of a thief,

some scriptures indicate attributes other than “SURPRISE”.  ( Bind the strong man and spoil his goods )

Also, some scriptures that indicate the attribute of “SURPRISE” are used by the author

in application to the FIRST STAGE when they obviously apply to the SECOND STAGE,

such as Rev. 16:15 from Page 11.

The authors interpretation of the whole of   I Thessalonians, Chapter 5, appears highly convoluted

in regards to the separation of the FIRST STAGE and SECOND STAGE as set forth by the author.

Writing from scratch would seem to be the only viable method of addressing this, thus I leave it.

The chapter concludes with an exposition under two final sections,

A PRACTICAL DOCTRINE (Page 17)  and THE BLESSED HOPE (Pages 17-18)

However, the author does not attempt to differentiate between ‘The Blessed Hope.’ and the ‘Glorious Appearing’

as THE RAPTURE and THE REVELATION.
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Other interpretational differences

While I differ from the author on more than I have described,

I leave it in His hands to provide further edification. 

Do you know what is essential ?  Do you answer these Yes,  Yes,  Yes,  Yes,  Yes ?

Are young earth proponents and old earth proponents all part of the church ?

“But as many as received him, to them gave he power to become the sons of God,

  even to them that believe on his name:”

Are pre-tribulationists, mid-tribulationists and post-tribulationists all part of the church ?

“That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus,

  and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved.”
Are those that believe in ordained ordinances and those that do not all part of the church ?

“For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one body, whether we be Jews or Gentiles,

 whether we be bond or free; and have been all made to drink into one Spirit.”

Are all those who have received the Holy Spirit part of the church ?

“Know ye not that ye are the temple of God, and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in you?”

“He therefore that despiseth, despiseth not man, but God, who hath also given unto us his holy Spirit.”

Are all those who have not received the Holy Spirit outside of the church ?

“having men’s persons in admiration because of advantage.”

“they who separate themselves,”

“it is a shame even to speak of those things which are done of them in secret.”

“having not the Spirit.”
Thank you, Father, for your Spirit which searches the deep things you have provided for us.

We are such lowly creatures that we cannot ever comprehend just how lowly we really are,

but through your grace we are transformed.

Help us Lord to draw near unto you, for it is Thee alone that leads each of us into truth.

Keep us humble that we may not handle the truth without the great care demanded of faithful servants.

Give us of your strength and charity that we might continue in all good things until your appearing.

Thank You for every deep thing, Lord.  Help us now to be good stewards in all we do or say,

that we might bring glory and honour to you. Amen. Come quickly.
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