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“ And T saw thrones, and they sat upon the, 1, and judgment was given unto them : and I saw the
souls.of them that were beheaded for the witness of Jesus, and for the word of God, and which had
not worshipped the beast, neither his image, ueither had received his mark upon their foreheads,
or in their hands ; and they lived and reignew. with Christ a thousand yean . 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 thlgeusan, d year4 5s.;

: v. XX. 4, 5, 6.
¢ And I saw the dead, small and great, stand before Giod; and the books were opened: and
another book opéned, 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.”-—~Rev. xx. 12.

You will bear me witness, my friends, that it is exceedingly seldom I ever intrude into
the mysteries of the future with regard either to the second advent, the millennial reign,
or the first and second resurrection. As often as we come across it in our expositions,
we do not turn aside from the point, but if guilty at all on this point, it is rather in
being too silent than saying too much. And now, in bringing forward this question this
morning, I would say, I do not do it to amuse your curiosity by novelty, or that
I may pretend to have the true key of the prophecies which are as yet unfulfilled. I
scarcely think it would be justifiable for me to spend my time upon prophetic studies
for which I have not the necessary talent, nor is it the vocation to which my Master
has ordained me. I think some ministers would do far more for the profit of God’s
people, if they would preach more about the first advent and less about the second.
But I have chosen this topic because I believe it has practical bearings, and may be
made useful, instructive, and rousing to us all. I find that the most earnest of the
Puritanic preachers did not forbear to dwell upon this mysterious subject.. I turn to
Charnock ; and in his disquisition upon the Tmmutability of God, he does not hesitate
to speak of the conflagration of the world, of the millennial reign, and the new heavens
and new earth, I turn to Richard Baxter, a man who above all other men loved the
souls of men ; who more perhaps than any man, with the exception of the apostle
Paul, travailed in birth for souls; and I find him m king a barbed arrow out of the
doctrine of the coming of the Lord, and thrusting this great truth into the very heart
and conscience of unbelievers, as though it were heaven’s own sword. And John
Bunyan too—plain, honest John—he who preached so simply that a child could com-
prehend him, and was certainly never guilty of having written upon his forehead the
word  Mystery,” he, too, speaks of the advent of Christ, and of the glories which shall
follow ; and uses this doctrine as a stimulus to the saints, and as a warning to the
ungodly. I do not think therefore I need tremble very much if the charge should be
_brought against me of bringing before you an unprofitable subject. It shall profit if
God shall bless the word ; and if it be God’s word we may expect his blessing if we
preach it all, but he will withdraw it if we refrain from teaching any part of his
c;uh:il because in our pretended wisdom we fanoy that it would not have practical
effect.

N ow, my dear friends, in introducing again these texts to you, I shall just remark
that in the first text which relates to the people of God, we have three great privileges ;
and.m the second text, which relates to the ungodly who are not in covenant with
Christ, _we have three great and terrible things which may soon be perceived.

* L. First of all, we will take the first text with its THREE PRIVILEGES. ‘‘Blessed and
holy is he that hath part in the first resurrection : on such the secand death hath no
power, but they shall be priests of God and of Christ, and shall reign with him »
thousand years.”
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THE FIRST RESURRECTION,

Before I proceed to enter into these privileges, I must remark that two modes of
understanding this verse have been proposed, both of which I think are untenable. I
have been reading carefully through Albert Barnes. He gives it, as his opinion, that
the first resurrection here spoken of i8 a reswrrection of principles,—a resurrection of
the patience, the undaunted courage, the holy boldness and constancy of the ancient
martyrs. He says these great principles have been forgotten, and, as it were, buried ;
and that during the spiritual reign of Christ which is to come, these great principles
will have a resurrection. Now, I appeal to you, would you, th reading that passage,
think this to be the meaning ? Would any man believe that to be its meaning, if
he had not some thesis to defend ¥ The fact is, we sometimes read Scripture, thinking
of what it ought to say, rather than what it does say. I do not hesitate to affirm that
any simple-minded person, who was intent upon discovering the mind of the Spirit,
and not upon finding a method by which the words could be compelled to express his own
mind, would say that the resurrection of principles, or the resurrection of doctrines,
does not give the fair meaning of the words here stated. Brethren, cannot you perceive
at a glanoe that this is the resurrection of men? And is it not a literal resurrection,
too? Does it not say, “ I saw the souls of them that were beheaded for the witness of
Jesus 1” Is it not written, ¢ The rest of the dead lived not #” Does this mean the rest
of the dead principles? the rest of the dead doctrines? You cannot so translate it.
It is—we have no doubt whatever—a literal resurrection of the saints of God, and
not of principles nor of doctrines, But another interpretation has been proposed. I
once had .the misfortune to listen to an excellent friend of mine who was preaching
upon this very text, and I must confess, I did not attend with very great patience to
his exposition. He said it meant, blessed and holy is he who has been born again,
who has been regenerated, and so has had a resurrection from dead works by the re- -
surrection of the Lord Jesus Christ. All the while he was preaching, I could not
help wishing that I could propose to him the difficulty, how he would make this
metaphorical interpretation agree with the literal fact, that the rest of the dead lived
oot till the thousand years were finished ? For, if the first resurrection here spoken
of is a metaphorical, or spiritual, or typical resurrection, why the next where it speaks
of the resurrection of the dead must be spiritual, and mystical, and metaphorical too.
Now, no one would agree to this. You know, when you read a chapter, you are not
to say, ‘‘This part is a symbol, and is to be read so, and the next part is to be read
literally.” Brethren, the Holy Ghost does not jumble metaphors and facts together.
A typical book has plain indications that it is so intended, and when you come upon a
literal passage in a typical chapter, it is always attached to a something else which is
distinctly literal, so that you cannot, without violence to common sense, make a typical
meaning out of it. The fact is, in reading this passage with an unbiassed judgment,
having no purpose whatever to serve, having no theory to defend,—and I confess I have
none, for I know but very little about mysteries to come,—1I could not help seeing there
are two literal resurrections here spoken of, one of the spirits of the just, and the other of
the bodies of the wicked ; one of the saints who sleep in Jesus, whom God shall bring
with him, and another of those who live and die impenitent, who perieh in their sins,

But this by way of preface to this first text. Let me now proceed. There are three
privileges in the text. ,

1. Now as to the first privilege, the priority of reswrrection. T think Scripture is
exceedingly plain and explicit upon this point. You have perhaps imagined that
all men will rise at the same moment; that the trump of the archangel will break
open every grave at the same instant, and sound in the ear of every sleeper at the
identical moment. Such I do not think is the testimony of the Word of God. |
think the Word of God teaches, and teaches indisputably, that the saints shall rise first.
And be the interval of time whatever it may, whether the thousand years are literal
years, or a very long period of time, I am not now about to determine ; I have nothing
to do except with the fact that there are two resurrections, a resurrection of the just, and
afterwards of the unjust,—a time when the saints of God shall rise, an aftertime when
the wicked shall rise to the resurrection of dammation. I shall now refer you to
one or two passages in Scripture, and you will use your Bibles and follow me. First,
let us look at the words of the apostle in that chapter which we use generally as
a burial service, the first epistle to the Corinthians, xv. 20 :—* But now is Christ risen
from the dead, and become the firstfruits of them that slept. For since by man came
death, by man came also the resurrection of the dead. For as in Adam die, even
so in Christ shall all be made alive. But every man in his own order: Christ the first-
fruits ; afterward they that are Christ’s at his coming. Then cometh the end, when
he shall have delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Father ; when he shall have
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THE FIRST RESURREOTION.

put down all rule and all authority and power.” There has been an interval of two
thonsand years between ¢ Christ the firstfruits” and the ‘‘afterward they that are
Christ’s at his coming.” Why not then a thousand years between that first 1esur-
rection and “the end.” Here is a resurrection of those who are Christ’s, and of
them only, As for the wicked, one would scarce know that they would rise at all from
this passage, if it were not for the general statement, ¢ All shall be made alive,” and
even this may not be so comprehensive as at first sight it seems. It is enough for me
that there is here a particular and exclusive resurrection of those who are Christ’s. Turn
to another passage, which is perhaps plainer still ; the first epistle to the Thessalonians,
iv. 13:—“But I would not have you to be ignorant, brethren, concerning them which
are asleep, that ye sorrow not, even as others which have no hope. For if we believe
that Jesus died and rose again, even so them also which sleep in Jesus will God bring
with him. For this we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which are alive
and remain unto the coming of the Lord shall not prevent,”—or have a preference
beyond—*‘ them which are asleep. For the Lord himself shall descend from heaven
with a shout, with the voice of the archangel, and with the trump of God: and the
dead in Christ shall rise first : then we which are alive and remain shall be caught up
together with them in the clouds, to meet the Lord in the air: and so shall we ever be
with the Lord.” Here is nothing said whatever about the resurrection of the wicked :
it is only stated that the dead in Christ shall rise first. Our apostle is evidently speak-
ing of a first resurrection ; and since we know that a first resurrection implies a second,
and since we know that the wicked dead are to rise as well as the righteous dead, we draw
the inference that the wicked dead shall rise at the second resurrection, after the interval
between the two resurrections shall have been accomplished. Turn to Philippians iii.,
verses 8 and 11, and compare the two. *Yea doubtless, and I count sll things but
loss for the excellency of the knowledge of Christ Jesus my Lord: for whom I have
suffered the loss of all things, and do count them but dung, that I may win Christ.”
o Tha.t I may know him, and the power of his resurrection, and the fellowship of his
gnfferings, being made conformable unto his death ; if by any means I might attain
unto the resurrection of the dead.” What does he mean there ! Every one will rise,
no orthodox Christian doubts that. The doctrine of a general resurrection is received
by all the Christian Church. What, then, is this resurrection after which Paul was
exerting himself, if by any means he might attain unto it ? It could not be the general
resurrection ;. he would attain unto thatliveashelist. It must have been some superior
resurrection, of which only those shall be partakers who have known Christ and the
power of his resurrection, having been made conformable unto his death. I think you
cannot interpret this passage, or give it any force of meaning, without you admit that
there is to be a prior resurrection of the just before the resurrection of the unjust. If
you will turn to a passage in Luke xx. 35, which probably is fresh upon your memories,
you will find there something which I will venture to call a clear proof of a special
resurrection. The Sadducees had proposed a difficulty as to the relationship of men
and women in the future state, and Jesus here says, ‘‘But they which shall be
accounted worthy to obtain that world, and the resurrection from the dead, neither
marry, nor are given in marriage : neither can they die any more : for they are equal
unto the angels ; and are the children of God, being the children of the resurrection.”
Now, brethren, there is some worthiness necessary for this resurrection. Do you not
perceive it ? There is 'some distinction ihvolved in being called the children of the
resurrection. Now, again I say, you do not doubt but that all shall rise. In that
sense, thgn‘, every man would be one of the children of the resurrection ; in that sense,
no v'vorthmess would be required for resurrection at all. There must be, then, a resur-
rection for which worthiness is needed, a resurrection which shall be a distinguished
privilege, which, being obtained, shall confer upon its possessor the distinguished and
honourable title of a “child of the resurrection.” It seems to me that this is plain
enough, and can be put beyond all dispute. In chapter xiv. of the same gospel, in
verse 14, you have a promise made to those who, when they make a feast, do not do it
with the intention of getting anything in return. ¢ When thou makest a feast, call
the poor, the maimed, the lame, the blind : and thou shalt be blessed ; for they cannot
recompense thee : for thou shalt be recompensed at the resurrection of the just.” I
would not insist upon it that this would prove that the just rose at a different time ; but
still therg is to be a resurrection of the just, and on the other hand, there is to be a
resurrection of the unjust ; and the time of recompense for the righteous is to be the
resurrection of the just, which is spoken of as being a particular period. He might
Just as well have said, “ Thou shalt be recompensed at the general resurrection.” There
was no need to have said, ‘ At the resurrection of the just,” if the two are to happen
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