RULING THE NATIONSISA REWARD

Last week | talked about the concept of Christian rewards. | said that ever since the Reformation,
Chrigtians have been taught that salvation isa package ded whereby one getsdl the promisesand rewards
laid out in the Scripture. The concept of the package deal came into existence because of a
misunderstanding of the Scriptural doctrine of salvation by grace through faith (Eph. 2:8). It's very
important that the clause “through faith” remains part of our concept of what it meansto be saved by grace
because once you del ete it—which iswhat has happened—the grace referred to, removes every bit of
respongbility from the shoulders of theindividua for redemption, and putsit al on God. “ Through faith”
meansthat we do our part, for you see, thedefinition of faith, according to chapter €leven of the book of
Hebrews, is not belief or confession but obedience.

Thewriter of Hebrews goesthrough thelist of al the hero’ sof thefaith and says, “ by faith” they did this
and “by faith” they did that. What al of them did by faith was obey God. Noah obeyed God and built an
Ark; Abraham obeyed God and became a sojourner, etc. So the definition of faithisatrust in God that
produces obedience to God. Faith produces works. Faith produces obedience. Faith causes usto do our
part. It causes usto carry out the respongbility that has been placed on our shoulders by God. Faith causes
us to make the right choices and decisions as we go through life.

Grace hasto do with God’ sresponsibility in the salvation process. It is God’ sgrace (ie: Hisunmerited
favor) that causesHim to offer ussalvationin thefist place. Itisalso Hisgrace (ie: Hisenabling power) that
causes usto partake of that savation. Faith hasto do with our responsibility in the salvation process. Faith
isour responseto God' sgrace. Faith iswhat causes usto obey God. Without faith, without us doing our
part, God cannot possibly save us.

Whenever you hear preacherstak about salvation, you will notice that for the most part, they never say
we are saved “ by gracethrough faith”. They only say we are saved “by grace’. Thereisareasonfor this.
Being saved by grace and being saved by grace through faith are two completely different gospels. One
says God carriesdl therespongbility for our salvation. The other one say the responsibility for salvation
is shared between God and the individual.

The samedifference between theideas of being saved “ by grace” or being saved “ by gracethrough faith”
carriesover to therealm of rewards. Those who believe we are saved by grace a so believe we will be
rewarded by grace. They believethat just as God bearsdl the responsbility for our salvation, so He bears
all therespongbility for usgiving usthe rewardsthat go with salvation. In practical terms, this has been
trandated into the“ package dedl” concept of sdvation. It lumpsall of God' s people together and saysthey
will dl comeforth onthesame spiritua level, enjoy the same closenessto the L ord, and receivethe same
rewards and glory in heaven.

Asl said last week, thiswhole ideastandsin direct opposition to what is clearly stated throughout the
Bible, whichisthat every person will bejudged and rewarded according to hisor her works. In the very
last chapter of the Bible, one of thelast things Jesus saysto Johnis: “ And, behold, | come quickly; and my
reward iswith me, to give every man according as hiswork shall be” (Rev. 22:12). To give every man
ACCORDING ASHISWORKS SHALL BE! So anyone who says we are going to be rewarded by
grace is simply deceived.

Page -1-



Weadso looked at the passage about the marriage of the Lamb, whereit saysthe Lamb’ swife hath made
hersdlf ready. | said the mgjority of Christians are being taught that they don’t have to make themselves
ready for thismarriage. Instead, they are being taught that they arealready ready to enter the marriage by
grace. They are being told that they have aready been made ready for the marriage asthe result of being
justified and forgiven and having the imputed righteousness of Jesus Christ.

Of coursethisview isexactly the opposite of what is clearly stated in the passage itself—which isthat the
Lamb’ swife made herself ready—but nobody seemsto notice or care. But whether they notice or not or
believeit or nat, they will never changeor obscurethe truth such astatement reved's. It meansthat: (1) just
being saved doesn’t make a person ready for the wedding. Thereis apreparation that must take place
after we have become achild of God; and (2) it' sthe WIFE who makes hersalf ready. The responsibility
for being prepared is clearly on the wife, and she will carry out that responsibility.

If the respongibility for the wife being ready rested on Jesus, then the voices from heaven would have said
something much different. They would have said: “Let us be glad and rejoice, and give honour to him:
for the marriage of the Lamb is come, and the Lamb has made hiswife ready”. But they didn’t say
the Lamb madeHiswifeready. They said thewife made herself ready. Big difference. In order to partake
of themarriage, thewife must make hersdlf ready. She makes hersdlf ready by how shelivesin thisworld.
Shemakeshersdf ready by submitting to the Lord, by walking in obedienceto the Lord, and by alowing
God to change her naturefrom onethat isincompatiblewith her future husband to onethat iscompatible
with her future husband. Since sheisthe one who must chooseto yield to that work of transformation, she
is the one who bears the responsibility for making herself ready.

Then | asked what would happen to Chrigtianswho, asaresult of listening to preacherswho tell them they
don’'t have to do anything to make themselves ready for the marriage, fail to make themselvesready for
the marriage? Will they enter that marriage anyway, will they be cast into Hell, or what? Y ou see, in
package deal Christianity, there’sno room for such a discussion because every person who isagenuine
believer will automatically participateinthe marriage. Participation in that marriageis part of the savation
package. If you don’t participate in that marriage, it means you are not a genuine believer.

Wéll, what about the guy in First Corinthians 3:15, who loses hisrewards, but is still saved by fire? Can
anyone serioudy maintain that this guy made himself ready for the marriage? If he didn’t make himsalf
ready for the marriage, he' snot going to partake of that marriage—that’ sdl thereistoit. Y et, according
to Paul, hewill till be saved. What thismeansisthat partaking of the marriage is not part of the “ package
deal” of salvation. Partaking of the marriage isa REWARD for those who have paid the price that is
required to partake in the wedding.

So we are faced with achoice. Either we can conclude that people like thisguy will be eterndly lost; or
we can conclude that they will still bein God' skingdom, but that they will not enjoy al the thingsthat go
along with being married to the Lamb at that time. If they end up in the kingdom, you'll have asituation
where some Chrigtianswill marry Jesus and rulethe nations with Him, but otherswill not. Then | asked
what the rel ationship between the Chrigtians who entered the marriage and who are now ruling the nations,
and the Chrigtianswho didn’t enter that marriage and are not ruling the nations, might look like. The only
answer | can seeisthat some Chrigtianswill beareruling over other Chrigtians, aswell asover the unsaved
nations.
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Theguy inFirgt Corinthiansthreeisaproblem for dl those who propagate package ded sdlvation because,
not only doesthis guy NOT fit into their theology, he's constantly demonstrating the fallacy of their
assumptions. Hereally becomes a problem when you start talking about the rewardslaid out of Revelation
chapterstwo and three, which virtually everyone assumesto be part of the package deal. It' seasy to go
through Revedation and seewhat we will receive if we overcome. It sal therein black and white. Thered
issue and the hard question is: what will happen to usif we don’t overcome? For package deal Chrigtians,
thereis only one answer—those who fail to overcomewill be cast into Hell. Either you overcome and get
the whole package, or you don’t and you lose the whole package.

So then, what about thisguy who loseshisreward but is till saved? Where does hefit in? Isanyone going
to seriously maintain that heisan “overcomer”? If he' snot an overcomer, will he receive the rewards of
Revelation anyway? Absolutely not! Well then, since he’ s not an overcomer and hewon’t receive those
rewards, will he be cast into Hell? Again, the answer is absolutely not. Paul clearly said he will be saved
as by fire. Well then, what the heck are you going to do with this guy!?

If you believe salvationisapackage and therewards of Revelation are dl part of that package, andif you
also believe that you must overcometo get that package, then you have no choice but to either cast this
guy into Hell—because he clearly isNOT an overcomer—or you must assume that since heis il saved,
he must il get the package (ie: the rewardsin Reveation) which automatically come with salvation—even
though Paul clearly said helost hisrewards! In both instances, you end up denying what Paul clearly said
about this guy. Can you begin to see how unscriptural “package deal” salvation is?

Jesustaught thissametruth about the marriagein the parabl e of thewiseand foolish virgins. Unfortunately,
most people missthe whole point of that teaching becausethey forceit into to their package deal view of
salvation. They dso liketo tie this parable to the one where Jesussaid the only people who will enter the
kingdom of heaven are those who do the will of the Father, and they say that Jesusisteaching the same
basic thing in both parables—which is absolutely untrue.

Not every one that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom
of heaven; but he that doeth the will of my Father which isin heaven. Many
will say to mein that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name?
and in_thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many
wonderful works? And then will | profess unto them, | never knew you:
depart from me, ye that work iniquity.

Matthew 7:21-23

Please notice that in this parable, the issue was doing the will of the Father. The peoplein thisstory did al
kinds of thingsin the name of Jesusin order to enter the kingdom. They prophesied, cast out devils, and
did many wonderful works. But al these workswerefull of iniquity because even though they were doing
them in Jesus name, they were not springing from arelationship with Jesus or the Father. These people
weredoing their own religiousworksin order to earn salvation. That’ s called self-righteousness. That's
why Jesussaid they wereworking “iniquity”. Their rdigiousworks, which wereal being doneinthe name
of Jesus, were self righteous works. Jesustells these people He never knew them. In other words, this
isnot acase where true Christians somehow ended up involved in dead rligious works. Jesusnever knew
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them. He never had any intimate relationship with them. If they had been genuine believers a onetime, then
they would be like the guy who loses his reward because dl hisworks are burned up, not being the works
of Jesus. Now compare what is said to these people with what is said to the five foolish virgins:

Then shall the kingdom of heaven be likened unto ten virgins, which took
their lamps and went forth to meet the bridegroom. And five of them were
wise, and five were foolish. They that were foolish took their lamps, and
took no oil with them: But the wise took oil in their vessels with their
lamps. While the bridegroom tarried, they all ssumbered and slept. And at
midnight there was a cry made, Behold, the bridegroom cometh; go ye out
to meet him. Then all those virgins arose, and trimmed their lamps. And the
foolish said unto the wise, Give us of your oil; for our lamps are gone out.
But the wise answered, saying, Not so; lest there be not enough for us and
you: but go ye rather to them that sell, and buy for yourselves. And while
they went to buy, the bridegroom came; and they that were ready went in
with him to the marriage: and the door was shut. Afterward came also the
other virgins, saying, Lord, Lord, open to us. But he answered and said,
Verily | say unto you, | know you not. Watch therefore, for ye know neither
the day nor the hour wherein the Son of man cometh.

Matthew 25:1-13

Inthisparable, theissueis”marriage’. A marriageisgoing to take place and theten virginshave all been
invited to that marriage. Please notice the difference between the peopleinthis parable and the peoplein
thepreviousparable. Firg of dl, dl ten of themareplainly saidto be“virgins’. Theterm “virgin” isclearly
meant toimply “believer”. It snot a case where half of them were saved and half of them werelost. The
point is, half of themwere wise and haf of them were foolish. The wise ones were prepared to enter the
marriage, but the foolish ones we not prepared to enter the marriage. Sound familiar?

It is pointlessto argue that the foolish virginswere not redlly Christians because not only arethey referred
to asvirgins—which isaterm that is clearly symbolic of those who have been washed in the blood and
made purein God' s eyes—they had everything the wise virgins had. They had lamps; they had ail; they
wereinvited to the wedding; and they werewaiting for the call of the bridegroom. The only difference
between the two groups was thelevel of preparation each one had made for the wedding. That’ swhat
this parableisabout. It's not about some Christians going to Heaven and someending up in Hell. It'sa
warning from Jesusthat some Christianswill befully prepared to enter themarriage when it arrives, and
some won't. The ones who are ready will go in. The ones who aren’t ready won't go in.

Jesussaid dl thevirgins“dept” whilethe bridegroom tarried. Sleep representsrest. They wereall at rest.
They wereadl surethat they wereready to enter thewedding. But they werein two different kinds of rest.
Thewisevirginswerein thetruerest of God because they weretruly prepared and ready for the marriage.
Thefoolish virginswerein afaserest because they werenot prepared and ready for themarriage. When
the cry cameto go out and meet the bridegroom, all of themrecognized the call. All of themgot ready to
go meet the bridegroom. Once again, thisisnot a picture of saved and lost people. Thelost aren’t going
to recognize thecall when it comes. Thelost aren’t going to get ready to go into the marriage when they
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hear that call. Thesewereall God’ speople! At that moment, the foolish virginsrealized they were not
prepared to go into the marriage. The virgins (believers) who were prepared went into the marriage but the
rest were shut out. Were they cast into hell? | don’t think so.

Please notice what Jesus said to them. Hedidn't say: “...I never knew you; depart from me ye who work
iniquity’—as He did the onesin the previous parable. Theissueherewas not sin and iniquity. Theissue
wasnot that thefoolish virginswere running around doing dl kinds of religiousworksin Jesusname, while
never submitting to Hiswill. Theissuewasinadequate preparation for themarriage! All Jesussaidtothem
was. “1 know you not”. That’s a present tense statement. It doesn’t mean that he never knew them. It
meansthat presently, He doesn’t know them the way He must know them in order for them to enter the
marriage. Thefoolish virginsweren't walking close enough to the L ord to know what preparations they
would need to actually enter the marriage.

Thewhole point of Jesushereisto let usknow that it sour responsibility to prepare for the wedding. No
preparation—no wedding! This parableis not about salvation verses damnation. It s not about going to
Heaven verses going to Hell. It’ s about the marriage John was shown in Revelation chapter 20. The
reason Jesus taught this parable wasto let us know it’s possible for abeliever to missthat marriage. He
wasn't saying half of usaregoingto end upin Hell! Hewaswarning usthat it’s possible to be achild of
God, to possess spiritud light (alamp), to walk in acertain amount of spiritud life (oil), and bewaiting for
the Lord’ sreturn, yet not be ready for the marriage that will take place when He returns.

But thiswhole point islost when you ins & that the foolish virginsend up in Hell becausewhét that saysis,
al thereal Chrigtianswill gointo themarriage. The only oneswho won't go into themarriage are oneswho
arelost. It’ sthe whole package deal thing again. The point Jesuswastrying to get across—whichisthat
some Christianswill enter the marriage but other Christians won't—isturned on it’s head to mean that
all Christianswill enter themarriage! Well, just asparticipating inthe marriageisareward for thosewho
have made themselvesready, so ruling the nationswith Jesusisareward for those who have paid the price
that’srequired to rule.

And he that overcometh, and keepeth my works unto the end, to him will
| give power over the nations. And he shall rulethemwith a rod of iron; as
the vessels of a potter shall they be broken to shivers: even as| received of
my Father.

Revelation 2:26-27

The promise to rule the nations is interesting because in all of the letters to the seven churches of
Asia—except one—Jesus ends with the phrase: “To him that overcometh, | will...” or “He that
overcometh, shall not...”. But when it comesto the church Thyatira, He gives an additiond <tipulation for
thosewho would ruleand reign with Him. He says. “ ...he that overcometh and keepeth my works unto
theend, to himwill | give power over the nations’. When you see what seemsto be alittle difference
likethat inthe book of Revelation, don't just blow over it. Thoselittlethingsaretherefor areason. Jesus
isletting usknow that ruling over the nations is something specid. Of all the promiseslaid out in those
chapters, only thisone has an additional tipulation added to the requirement of overcoming. The promise
to rule the nations goes to the ones who not only overcome, but who also keep Jesus works until the end.
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Once again, the guy in First Corinthians 3:15 becomes a major problem because 99.5% of today’s
Chrigtians assumethat every true believer will rule and reign with Jesuswhen Hereturns. Actudly, they
don't just assumeit, they are utterly convinced of it, so much so, thereis no room for discussion. Those
who would even suggest the possihility that not dl Chrigtianswill rule and reign over the nationswith Christ
in the next age are viewed as extremely unorthodox—maybe even heretics.

Well, whoisgoing to serioudly suggest that the guy who lost hisrewards and hasto be saved by fireis
an overcomer and has kept the works of Jesustill the end?If thisguy would have kept Jesus sworks, then
hisworks wouldn’t have been burnt up—would they? Hewouldn’t have suffered loss because Jesus
workswill stand thefire. Clearly, thisguy did not keep the works of Jesusto the end, so there's no way
you can honestly maintain that he meets either of thetwo criteriafor ruling over the nations—and those
who say he'll rule anyway are revealing how intellectually dishonest they are.

Also, as| said last week, Paul said: “...If we suffer, we shall also reign with him” (11. Tim. 2:12). Under
normal circumstances, we al know what theword “if” means—don’'t we? It' saconditiona term. If we
suffer, wewill reign with Chrigt. If we do not suffer, wewill not reign with Christ. Sowe have Paul telling
usthat we must suffer if we want to reign with Christ and we have Jesustelling uswe must overcome and
keep Hisworkstill the end if we want to rule over the nations with Him. The meaning of these statements
areclear—unlessyou’ ve dready been brainwashed by thereligioustraditions of the Church System—in
which case what Jesus and Paul said means absolutely nothing. Wewill al reignwith Jesus whether we
overcome or not; wewill al reign with Jesus whether we keep Hisworks unto the end or not; and we will
all reign with Jesus whether we suffer or not!

Y ou see, you will have to make adecision asto whether or not you believe the package deal concept of
savation. If that’ swhat you chooseto believe, then none of the questions|’ ve presented in thelast two chat
sessionswill be of any consequence because none of theissues|’mraising are even possible. Wewill all
participatein themarriage of the Lamb; wewill all ruleand reign with Christ in the next age; wewill all get
the whole package whether we overcome or not, whether we suffer or not, and whether we keep Jesus
works until the end or not. We get it al by grace and that’s it —end of discussion.

But if there sanything in you that suspectsthe package deal concept may bewrong, then you haveto come
to gripswith theimplications of al these passageswhich won'’t fit that view. And unless someone can
come up with adifferent answer, the only way to understand what we have looked at so far isthat in the
next age, there will betwo distinct classes of believers. One classwill be those who are ruling and reigning
with Christ; the other class will be those who are not ruling and reigning with Christ.

It won't be asituation whereall the Christiansare ruling but in different waysor capacities. It won't bea
gtuation wherethe Christianswho overcamelessin thislifewill end up ruling less peoplein the kingdom;
whilethe Christianswho overcame morein thislife end up ruling more peoplein the kingdom. It will be
a case where some Christians are ruling over both the nations and other Christians—and those other
Christianswill be ruling over nothing. They will be on the samelevel asthe nations. As| said last week,
theideaof ruling over other Christiansin the kingdom doesn’t appeal tomeat all. | could bewrongin
feding thisway. Maybeit’ sjust acarry-over from the strong averson | haveto ruling over other believers
inthispresent age. Anyway, someyears ago, | believethe Lord started showing me an dternativeto the
above scenario—and it began with something Paul said in Philippians:
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Yea doubtless, and | count all things but loss for the excellency of the
knowledge of Christ Jesus my Lord: for whom | have suffered the loss of
all things, and do count them but dung, that I may win Christ, and be
found in him, not having mine own righteousness, which is of the law, but
that which is through the faith of Christ, the righteousness which is of God
by faith: That | may know him, and the power of his resurrection, and the
fellowship of his sufferings, being made conformable unto his death; If by
any means | might attain unto the resurrection of the dead.

Philippians 3:8-11

Few peopleredly stop to consider what Paul is saying here. Heistalking about “winning” Christ, which
will make absolutely no sense to the average Chrigtian because they assume they have dready won Christ
by grace—just like they assumethey have been given everything else by grace. Y et, it’ sclear that Paul
didn’t think he had won Christ by grace because he said he was striving to win Christ through death to sdif,
through obedience, and through being conformed to the image of Christ.

Then hegoes on to say something very strange. He says hewantsto know Christ’ ssufferings, in order to
be conformed to His death, so that he might experience the power of Hisresurrection life—"....if by any
means | might attain unto the resurrection of the dead”. When Paul talks about knowing the “power
of hisresurrection”, heistaking about walking in ameasure of spiritual (resurrection) lifein the hereand
now. But when he sayshewantsto attain the resurrection from the dead, heistaking about something e se.
He istalking about the future event of the physical resurrection of the body.

I’ simportant that you seethe two separate ideas being put forth here. Oneideahasto do with walking
ingpiritual life here and now, through laying down our sdif life. Aswediedaily, aswe alow God to put
usthrough suffering, the spiritud life or resurrection life of Jesusbeginsto comeforthinus. The other idea
hasto do with attaining to “the resurrection of thedead”. Thisisawhole different issue. That' sareference
to afuture event which has to do with the resurrection of the physical body.

Paul plainly said heistrying to attain the resurrection from the dead. Now if hewastrying to attain the
resurrection from the dead, that means he viewed physical resurrection is areward which can be gained
or lost—else hewouldn’t have been trying to “attain” it. It sure seemsasif he' strying to attain abodily
resurrection; but the idea that the resurrection of the body isareward which can be gained or lost has
never bore witness with me because the Scripture says over and over again that everyone—the wicked
and the righteous—are going to be raised from the dead at some point.

And at that time shall Michael stand up, the great prince which standeth for
the children of thy people: and there shall be a time of trouble, such as
never was since there was a nation even to that same time: and at that time
thy people shall be delivered, every one that shall be found written in the
book. And many of them that sleep in the dust of the earth shall awake,
someto everlasting life, and some to shame and everlasting contempt.
Daniel 12:1-2
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Marvel not at this: for the hour is coming, in the which_ all that are in the
graves shall hear hisvoice, And shall come forth; they that have done good,
unto the resurrection of life; and they that have done evil, unto the
resurrection of damnation.

John 5:28-29

Both Daniel and Jesus state very clearly that everyone who has ever lived physically will be resurrected
physically at some point. Therighteouswill comeforth unto “the resurrection of life” and the wicked will
comeforth unto the* resurrection of damnation”. Nobody hasto attain aphysical resurrection. A physica
resurrectionisautomatic. All you haveto do to beresurrected physicdly isdiephysicaly. Y et it ssemsvery
clear that Paul wastrying to “attain” the resurrection of the body. The seeming contradiction isinstantly
cleared up when you look at the original Greek of that verse. Thisisone of those times when the Greek
shedsimportant additiond light on the English trandation, for theterm that istrandated “ resurrection” in thet
passage is avery unusua Greek term.

If you look at the Greek definition of thistermin any Greek dictionary, like Vines Expository Dictionary
for ingance, you'll find that nearly every referenceto resurrection in the New Testament isthe Greek term
anadasis (an-as-tas-is), whichmeans“astanding up again” or “arasing up” (ie., from physica desth). But
theterm Paul uses hereisexanastasis (ex-an-as-tas-is). It isthe same Greek word, except that he adds
the prefix “ek”—which means“from” or “out of”. The meaning of thetermis. “the out-resurrection from
the dead”. Theliteral trandlation of what he said there is: “1f somehow | should be attaining to the
resurrection that is out from among the dead”.

Thisisthe only placein the entire New Testament that the term exanastasisisused. That meansit’ svery
sgnificant. Paul had areason for using that particular terminstead of the onethat’ salways used to describe
theideaof genera physical resurrection. He deliberately choose to use aterm that means a resurrection
out from among the dead, or aresurrection out from the general resurrection of the dead because Paul was
not seeking to be conformed to Christ's death in order to apprehend ageneral physical resurrection. He
was doing it to apprehend a special physical resurrection called the * out-resurrection”.

Sothequestionis: what isthis*out resurrection” ? | believe the out-resurrection isthe first Resurrection.
It’ sthe resurrection that is out from among the generd resurrection. It’ sthe resurrection that is ahead of
the general resurrection,. The genera resurrection is the second resurrection. It's my view that while
everyonewill autometicaly experience aphysica resurrection of somekind, not everyonewill automatically
attain the“ out-resurrection” becausethisresurrectionisaREWARD. It isnot attained through physica
death but through Adamic death.

Thisistheresurrection Paul wastrying to attain. Qualifying for thefirst resurrection has nothing to do with
being saved or lost. Theresurrection that will determinethe eternal fate of all mankind (except thosewho
came forth at the first resurrection) is the second resurrection, which takes place at the end of the
Millennium. At thisresurrection both Christians and non-Christianswill come forth and berewarded as
God seesfit. The " out-resurrection” hasto do with bringing together God' sfirgtfruits from al generations
in order to rule and reign with Jesusfor athousand years. Rotharham's Emphasi zed Bible brings out the
meaning of what Paul said alittle more clearly.
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To get to know him, and the power of hisresurrection, and the fellowship
of his sufferings, becoming conformed unto his death - if by any means |
may advance to the earlier resurrection, which is from among the dead.
Not that | have already received or have already reached perfection, but
| am pressing on - if | may even lay hold of that for which | have also been

laid hold of by Christ Jesus.
Philippians 3:10-12

| don’'t believe dl Chrigtianswill comeforth at the “earlier” resurrection. Only those who have paid the
required price will come forth at thisresurrection. The rest will come forth at the general (ie: second)
resurrection, wherethey will haveto bejudged because they did not allow God to fully judge them while
aliveintheflesh. | redizethat such aconcept will betotally foreign—and even heretica—to those who
have been taught that every Christian will come forth at the first resurrection and rule with Christ.

Inorder to understand this, we need to ook at what the Scripture says about the two resurrections. The
first resurrection isthe resurrection that happenswhenthelast trumpet sounds and the Lord descendsfrom
heaven. This resurrection is described in Revelation 20:1-6

And | saw an angel come down from heaven, having the key of the
bottomless pit and a great chain in his hand. And he laid hold on the
dragon, that old serpent, which isthe Devil, and Satan, and bound him a
thousand years, And cast himinto the bottomless pit, and shut him up, and
set a seal upon him, that he should deceive the nations no more, till the
thousand years should be fulfilled: and after that he must be loosed a little
season. And | saw thrones, and they sat upon them, and judgment was
given unto them: and | saw the souls of them that were beheaded for the
witness of Jesus, and for the word of God, and_.which had not wor shipped
the beast, neither his image, neither had received his mark upon their
foreheads, or in their hands; and they lived [were raised from the dead]
and reigned with Christ a thousand years. But the rest of the dead lived
not again until the thousand years were finished. This is the first
resurrection. Blessed and holy is he that hath part in the first resurrection:
on such the second death hath no power, but they shall be priests of God
and of Christ, and shall reign with him a thousand years.

Revelation 20:1-6

Noticewhat issaid of thosewho have apart in thisresurrection. John saysthey will: “...bepriests of God
and of Chrigt, and shall reign with hima thousand years’. But as| have tried to show, there are at least
threerequirementsthe New Testament believer must meet beforeaperson can“reign” with Christ. He
must: (1) be an overcomer; (2) keep the works of Christ until the end; and (3) suffer with Christ.

So we have a choice asto how we view what’ s happening at the first resurrection. We can hold to the

traditional view which saysall Christianswill beraised at thisresurrection; or we can believe that the only
oneswho will have apart in thisresurrection are those who have met the requirements. If the passageswe
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have looked a mean what they seem toimply—whichisthat there are certain requirementswhich must be
met before we can reign with Chris—and if dl who have part in thefirst resurrection are going to reign with
Christ, then in my simple understanding, what that means is that only the one’s who have met those
requirementswill comeforth at thefirst resurrection. Therefore, | believethat having apart in thefirst
resurrection, like entering the marriage, isa REWARD. It's not part of the package deal.

Before you draw up list of objections and questions, let me share something with you that may help you to
better understand al this. The next age, which will be the kingdomage, isnot the climax of God' s program
for thehuman race. It's not even the climax of God' s plan to bring forth awife for His son. The climax of
God' splan, for both mankind in general and the church in particular, doesn’t come until after the kingdom
age, when the New Jerusalem comes down to dwell on the New Earth, among the saved nations.

Thekingdom ageisadigtinct period of only onethousand years. That' s haf the length of the Church age.
It snot the New Heaven and Earth, which will last forever. It sthethird division of the seven thousand year
program God has designed for this present Earth—4000 yearsfor the Old Testament; 2000 yearsfor the
New Testament; 1000 years for the Kingdom or Millennium.

There are several reasons why God designed His plan so that we don't go straight from this present age
and thispresent Earthinto the Eternal age and the New Earth. Themain reason isbecause ruling over the
nationsin the next ageispart of Messiah’ sreward for overcoming while walking in the flesh. He will
receive aearthly kingdom and sit on David’ sthrone, and rule over the nations of this present earth with
arod of iron for thetime dlotted by the Father. Those who overcome as He overcame, will partake of that
same reward with Him. They will rule the nations with arod of iron.

After this one-thousand year period, Messiah’ srule over the nations on thispresent earth will end. Then
comesthe Great White Throne judgment. Then wedl go into thefind, eternd age (or kingdom), which will
be established by God on the New Earth. Paul speaks about the trangition from Messah' skingdom to the
Eternd kingdom in Firgt Corinthians chapter fifteen. After discussing the different agpects of theresurrection
of the body, he says:

Then cometh the end, when he [the Son] shall have delivered up the
[Millennial] kingdom to God, even the Father; when he shall have put
down all rule and all authority and power. For he [the Son] must reign,
till he hath put all enemies under his feet. The last enemy that shall be
destroyed is death. For he [the Father] hath put all things under his[the
Son’'s] feet. But when he [the Father] saith, all things are put under him,
it is manifest that he [the Father] is excepted, which did put all things
under him [the Son]. And when all things shall be subdued unto him [the
Son], then shall the Son also himself be subject unto him that put all
things under him, that God may be all in all.

I. Corinthians 15:24-28
Jesus will reign over an earthly kingdom as God' s Messiah on this present earth, until acertain point in
time. Whenisthat certain point? That certain point iswhenthe*last enemy” (death) isfinaly destroyed.
And when doesthe Bible say death isfinaly destroyed? 1t says death is destroyed after the Great White
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Throne judgement—" And the sea gave up the dead which wereinit; and death and hell delivered up
the dead which were in them: and they were judged every man according to their works. And death
and hell were cast into the lake of fire. Thisis the second death” (Rev. 20:13-14).

So according to what Paul said there, in some way that | don’t claim to fully understand, there will bea
certain period of time in which the Father exalts the Son to such a degree, He will not be completely
subject to the Father. Then, at some later point, the Sonwill voluntarily place Himself back under the
complete subjection of the Father again.

| believedl thishasto do with the Son’ s Messianic kingdom and His absolute dominion and rule over it.
The Messanic kingdom will be particularly and peculiarly the Son’ skingdom; and during thistime, death
will still be operating. Paul says that when this particular aspect of God’'s program has been
completed—that is, when the thousand years expires—"...the Son also himsalf be subject unto him that
put all thingsunder him. At that point, the Great White Thronejudgement takes place and we moveinto
the next age, which isthe eternal age of the New Heaven and the New Earth.

In other words, the agethat will be particularly and peculiarly MESSIAH’ Sage, comesto anend and we
al gointo the next age, which will not be particularly and peculiarly Messiah' s age. At that point, the Son
will be completely subject to the Father again. The New World age will be the kingdom of the entire
Trinity, not just the kingdom of Messiah, specificaly.

My point insharing al thisisto expand your vision of what the coming kingdom isall about. I’ m not trying
to deny therest of the church thejoy of being raised physicdly and being with theLord. Every true believer
will experiencethesethings. It sjust amatter of TIMING. Thosewho missthefirst resurrection are only
going to missthe REWARD of entering into the marriage and ruling and reigning with Christ during the
thousand years that will belong peculiarly to Him. Those who don’t qualify to rule will till be raised
physicaly at the second resurrection; they will be given glorified bodies (based on their works); and they
will go into the Eternal age along with the ones who attained to the first resurrection.

Inaminutel’m going to go through the four main reasons people will rgect thisview. Hopefully, thiswill
answer most of the questionsyou might have. But first, you may bethinking, if what | am sharingistrue,
how is God is going to work it so only the ones who qualify to rule with Jesus are around when He
returns? Thiswill be easy for those who are dead—God can just leave them inthe ground. But what about
the ones who are till alive?

WEéll, my view isthat the only oneswho will be alive when the Lord returns are the ones who will be
qudifiedtorulewithHim. I’m not suremost of usrealizejust what's coming upon thisearth. Do you know
Jesussadit will get so badinthefind hoursof thisage, if God didn’t intervene, every single person on this
planet would perish? He said: “And except those days should be shortened, there should no flesh be
saved: but for the elect's sake those days shall be shortened (Matt. 24:22 & Mk. 13:20). It s going to get
pretty bad, folks. | mean, really bad. The combination of al nations hating usand wanting to see usdead,
and not being ableto buy or sall without taking the mark of the beast, and the amost total destruction of
the planet that' scoming, will put usin apogtion wherethe only Christianswho will survivewill bethe ones
who are kept dive by the supernatural power of God. Under these circumstances, it will be pretty easy for
God to “weed out” so to speak, the ones who aren’t fit to rule in the next age.
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When the reality of what’s coming on this planet finally sinksin, Paul’s words to the believersin
Thessal onica about being caught up in the air to meet the Lord will be seen in alittle different light:

Then we which are alive and remain shall be caught up together with them
in the clouds, to meet the Lord in the air: and so shall we ever be with the
Lord. Wherefore comfort one another with these words.

|. Thessalonians 4:17-18

It will be no small matter to be aive and remaining when the Lord returns. Indeed, | believeit will takea
supernaturd miracleto remain divethrough what's coming—and those who do will befit to rule with Jesus
when Hereturnsin glory. Now, | will answer thefour basic objections |’ ve come across, regarding the
view | have presented tonight. I’ m sure there is more than four. Probably someonein thisroom will come
up with some other ones. But these are the ones | run into the most. They are:

~ The passages which seem to indicate that every Christian will be raised at the Lord’ s return.
~ The ones not at the first resurrection can/will be “hurt” by the second death.

~ It sseems like everyone at the second resurrection is eternally lost.

~ What about Old Testament saints? They couldn’t possibly meet the NT requirements.

Thefirst objection regards the passages that seem to indicate that every Christian will be at the first
resurrection, let me first point you to one of them that is very interesting.

If ye then be risen with Christ, seek those things which are above, where
Christ sitteth on the right hand of God. Set your affection on things above,
not on things on the earth. For ye are dead, and your lifeishid with Christ
in God. When Christ, who is our life, shall appear, then shall ye also
appear with himin glory.

Colossans 3:1-4

I’d like you to notice that Paul didn’t just say when Christ appears, we shall aso appear withHim. He said:
when Christ “who isour life’ shall appear, then shall we appear with Him. Christ being “our life” isa
stipulation that nobody seemsto take notice of. | can tell you that for the mgjority of those who aretruly
born again, Christ is not their life. Christ has been added to their life. There is a big difference.

Asfor theothers, al | can say isthat not every mention of the resurrection in the Biblewill contain the
whole picture that’s presented on the subject. Individual passages must be determined by the overall
teaching on the subject. Let me give you an example from two of passages we aready looked at. Both
Danid and Jesusreferred to theresurrection. But if you look at those passages, both of themignore thefact
that there are two separate resurrections. Daniel said: “ And many of them that eep in the dust of the
earth shall awake, someto everlasting life, and some to shame and everlasting contempt” (Dan. 12:2);
and Jesus said: “...the hour iscoming, inthe which all that are in the graves shall hear hisvoice, And
shall come forth; they that have done good, unto the resurrection of life; and they that have done
evil, unto the resurrection of damnation” (Jn. 5:28-29).

Page -12-



Even according to thetraditiond view, the righteous and the wicked are not raised together. Therighteous
areraised at thefirst resurrection. Then, one-thousand years | ater, the wicked are raised at the second
resurrection. Sowhy would Daniel and Jesustalk asif both the righteous and thewicked areraised at the
same time? Should we conclude that Jesus didn’t know the righteous and the wicked would be raised at
different times? That would be a pretty haughty assumption in my view.

A more plausibleanswer isthat Jesuswas smply trying to make a point—the point being that we will al
be raised from the dead at some point and be judged according to what we have done. He wasn’t
necessarily tryingto explainal the detailsabout thetwo different resurrections, snce Heignored amajor
truth concerning them. Y ou see this same thing when Peter talks about the end of the world.

TheLord isnot slack concerning his promise, as some men count slackness;
but is longsuffering to us-ward, not willing that any should perish, but that
all should come to repentance. But the day of the Lord will come as a thief
in the night; in the which the heavens shall pass away with a great noise,
and the elements shall melt with fervent heat, the earth also and the
worksthat aretherein shall be burned up. Seeing then that all these things
shall be dissolved, what manner of persons ought ye to be in all holy
conversation and godliness, Looking for and hasting unto the coming of
the day of God, wherein the heavens being on fire shall be dissolved, and
the elements shall melt with fervent heat? Nevertheless we, according to
his promise, look for new heavens and a new earth, wherein dwelleth
righteousness. Wherefore, beloved, seeing that ye look for such things, be
diligent that ye may be found of him in peace, without spot, and
blameless.

Il. Peter 3:9-14

Please notice Peter’ sdescription of “the Day of the Lord”. He mentions twice how the heavenswill pass
away with agreat noise and the elementswill melt with fervent heat. Then he sayswe are looking for a
“new heavens and a new earth, wherein dwelleth righteousness’. Nobody seems to notice that Peter
completely ignored the whole kingdom agein this passage. He jumps directly from this present ageto the
New Heaven and Earth age and he calls it the day of the Lord.

Some have speculated that Peter skipped the Millennium because hedidn’t realize therewould be an age
between this one and the New Heaven and Earth. | think that’ sabit of a stretch. Do you redlly think that
after wakingwiththeLordfor 3%2years, and being taught by Him al that time, and after being taught about
“the kingdom” for 40 days after the Lord’ s resurrection, that Peter didn’t realize there would be a
Messianic kingdom before the New World?

| believe he knew very well there would be a Messianic kingdom between this age and the New World.
Wi, then, why did heignoreit? Probably for the same reason Jesusignored the detail sof thetwo different
resurrections. Peter wasSmply trying to make apoint—the point being thet lifeasweknow it on thisEarth
will soonend. Therefore, inview of thisredlity, we should pursue holinessand godliness, and bediligent
to be found by God in peace, without spot, and blamel ess.
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Peter wasn't necessarily trying to explain al the detail s about the next two ages, anymore than Jesuswas
tryingto explain al the detail s about the two different resurrections. So my answer to the question about
theversesthat seemtoindicatethat al believer will rise at thefirst resurrection isthat the apostles could
have been speaking in very general termsin those passages, rather than explaining al the various details
surrounding the resurrections every time they mentioned the subject.

Thesecond obj ection hasto do with thefact that John said the oneswho partake of thefirst resurrection
will not be* hurt” of the second death. Theimplication thereisthat the oneswho are not part of thefirst
resurrection could be hurt of the second death. But please notice carefully that John didn't say about those
who missed the first resurrection. He didn’t say they would be THROWN INTO the second degth, which
isthe Lake of Fire. He said the second death “ hath no power” over them. This seemingly unimportant
diginctionisactudly very important, for it' sassumed that thisverse places Chrisians at thefirst resurrection
and the unsaved at the second one.

But thisis not what the verse states. If such were the point John was trying to convey he would have
phrased it morelikethis. “ Blessed and holy ishethat hath part in thefirst resurrection for such shall
not be cast into the lake of fire, which is the second death”. But that's not what John said because it's
not what he meant—though thisis how we interpret it.

Is being hurt by something the same as being destroyed by it?
Is being hurt by something the same as being thrown into it?

For me, theanswer is, No. Thereisabig difference between being hurt by the second death and being
destroyed by it—which iswhat will happen to any person that is“throwninto” it. Think of it thisway. If
your house was on fire and fully engulfed in flames, thereisabig difference between you getting hurt by that
fireand you getting destroyed by that fire. It you got to closeto it, you would get burnt. Butif an angel
came down and grabbed you by the nap of the neck and threw you into that house, you would be totally
destroyed. It’' sthe same way with the second death. The concept seemsto bethat it ispossibleto behurt
by it, yet not bethrownintoit or destroyed by it. The vast mgority of Christiansinterpret being hurt by the
second degth asidentical to being thrown into the second death because thisiswhat their view of salvation
demands. But that is not what the verse actually states.

Asl said previoudy, you haveto pay close attention to thelittle things and the little detail sin the book of
Revd ation becausethey ared| very significant. Wemust be careful not to bend and contort what is spoken
just becauseit does't fit our traditiona, Evangelica view of salvation. The second death can haveauthority
over aChrigianin someway that | cannot fully explain. It can hurt aChrigtian, but not totaly destroy him.
How can this be possible? For one thing, in the book of Revelation, you arenot just looking at what is
happening in the spirit realm, and you are not just looking at what is happening in the natural realm. Y ou
arelooking at the convergence of thesetwo realms. The vell that now separatesthe spirit relm from the
natural realm is not there in most of that book.

Thereisaspiritua counterpart to many thingsin this natural realm. For instance, “Zion” isaliteral,
geographical place in the State of Israel. But Zion has a spiritual counterpart—the people of God.
“Jerusdlem” isaliteral, geographical placein the State of Israel. But Jerusalem also has a spiritual
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counterpart—again, the people of God. Theliteral Old Testament Tabernacleand all it’sfurniturehasa
spiritual counterpart in the book of Revelation. It could be the same thing with the second death. The
second death isaliteral placeinto which theliteral, resurrected bodies of the wicked will be cast. But
maybethereisaspiritua counterpart to the second degth; and maybeit’ sthat spiritual counterpart that has
the ability to hurt people without destroying them. I’ m just throwing that out as a possibility.

So my answer to the question of those not partaking of the first resurrection being hurt by the second degth
is. (1) What' ssaid there does not necessarily mean they will definitely be hurt by the second degth. It just
meansthereisa possibility they will be hurt by the second desth; and (2) being hurt by the second desth
is not necessarily the same as being destroyed by it.

Thethird objection to what | shared tonight hasto do with thefact that everyone assumesthe people at
the second resurrection will be eterndly lost. But again, if you look carefully at what the passage says, you
will seethat it doesn’t actually say every person who' s raised at thisresurrection islost. That's the
assumption that is read into the passage.

And when the thousand years are expired, Satan shall be loosed out of his
prison, And shall go out to deceive the nations which are in the four
guarters of the earth, Gog and Magog, to gather them together to battle:
the number of whom is as the sand of the sea. And they went up on the
breadth of the earth, and compassed the camp of the saints about, and the
beloved city: and fire came down from God out of heaven, and devoured
them. And the devil that deceived them was cast into the lake of fire and
brimstone, where the beast and the false prophet are, and shall be
tormented day and night for ever and ever.

And | saw a great white throne, and him that sat on it, from whose face
the earth and the heaven fled away; and there was found no place for them.
And | saw the dead, small and great, stand before God; and the books
were opened: and another book was opened, which is the book of life:
and the dead were judged out of those things which were written in the
books, according to their works. And the sea gave up the dead which were
in it; and death and hell delivered up the dead which were in them: and
they were judged every man according to their works. And death and hell
were cast into the lake of fire. Thisisthe second death. And whosoever was
not found written in the book of life was cast into the lake of fire.
Revelation 20:7-15

The passage does not say everyone at thisresurrectionislogt. It says the ones who cannot be found in
the Book of Lifewill belogt. It'simportant that we accept what is actualy said about this resurrection and
not force our own theologica interpretationsonit. The assumption that nobody’ snamewill befoundinthe
Book of Lifeisaproduct of people’ s (mis) understanding of salvation, whichisthat it’ snot possibleto be
saved “by works’. Since these people are being judged according to their works, everyone just naturally
assumes they can’t possibly be saved.
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The term “whosoever was not found” denotes a separation. Some nameswill not be found and those
peoplewill bethrown into the Lake of Fire. But some nameswill be found and those peoplewill gointo
the New World. It sa so clear that the term implies someone islooking for the names of the defendants
inthat book. They arelooking for the names, but in many casesthe nameswill not befound. Why bother
to look for the names of people who have no chance of being there? God is not aritudist. He would never
have Gabrid or Michadl look repesatedly, over and over again, billions and billions of times, for the names
of those who cannot possibly be there.

Some suggest that the reason the Book of Lifeisat the second resurrection but not at the first oneis
because somefrom the nationswho enter the Millenniumwill get saved, and the oneswho are saved during
that timewill have their nameswritten in that Book of Life. So those are the namesthe angd will belooking
for. That sounds good, but it won’t work according to the traditiona view of salvation because the people
at thisresurrection are being judged by their “works”. If a Christian from the Church age can’t possibly
be saved by their works, then a Christian from the Kingdom age cannot be saved that way either.

Therewill be Christians at the second resurrection. Which Christians? Those who did not overcome.
Thosewho didn’t purge themsalves from iniquity. Those who didn’t keep the works of Jesus, but clung to
their own works of wood, hay and stubble. Those who refused to suffer with Christ in thislife.

Thefirgt resurrection hasto do with God' s people receiving their reward for their faithfulnessto Him. It
isthe resurrection of God' sfirst-fruits, of HisRoya Priesthood. It isthe resurrection of those who were
utterly faithful to the Lord whilelivingin on thisEarth. Thesecond resurrection hasto do with deciding the
eternd fate of the people who areraised at that time. At this resurrection some will comeforth and go into
eternal damnation and some will come forth and go into the New World with the rest of the saints.

Thefourth objection hasto do with thefact that the saints of the Old Testament could not possibly meet
therequirementsthat arelaid out inthe New Testament. My answer to that is, our God isfirst and foremost
aGod of justice and equity. Those living in Old Testament had their own particular requirements for
attaining thefirst resurrection and God knowswho met them and who didn’t. The oneswho met whatever
requirements God laid down at that timewill havetheir part inthefirst resurrection with the saints of the
New Testament who met the requirements God laid down for them.
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