	THE MILLENNIAL KINGDOM

   The apostle Paul lays down, in figure, the ample bedrock of our own spiritual standing.  “Our fathers were all under the cloud” – redeemed by the blood of the Lamb – “and all passed through the sea” – separated from a godless world – “and were all baptised into Moses in the cloud and in the sea” – a people buried to sin – “and did all eat the same spiritual meat” – at the Lord’s Table – “and did all drink the same spiritual drink” – the Spirit from the smitten Lord – “for they drank of a spiritual rock that followed them: and the rock was Christ.”  Standing in grace could hardly be stated, in so few words, more exhaustively: if privilege could render immune, Israel was beyond fall.  Now observe the startling and studied contrast.  “Howbeit with most of them God was not well pleased: for they were overthrown in the wilderness.”  All under – all through – all immersed – all eating – all drinking: MOST OVERTHROWN.  For “they which run in a race all run, but one receiveth the prize.”  All – two millions: most - two millions minus two; “wherefore let him that thinketh he standeth take heed lest he fall.”

   God’s sharp dilemma impales us on its one horn or on the other.  Overthrown Israel are a type, either of the regenerate believer’s eternal destruction, or of his forfeited reward; if it is not lost glory, it is lost life.  But the passage itself decides.  “Know ye not that they which run in a race all run, but one receiveth THE PRIZE?  Even so run, that ye may attain … For*  [*See R. V.] I would not, brethren, have you ignorant, how that our fathers,” so privileged, “were overthrown.”  It is a prize, not the gift of eternal life, which is in peril.  God never put us under the Blood to withdraw us from its blessed efficacy (Rom. 8: 1; John 10: 27-29; Rom. 11: 29; Heb. 9: 12): neither has He ever presented the Prize as an irrevocable gift.  What is the imperilled prize?  “they do it to receive a corruptible crown; but we an incorruptible.  I therefore … buffet my body, and bring it into bondage: lest by any means, after that I have preached to others, I myself” – even Paul – “should be rejected [for the crown].”  As fivefold was the privilege and fivefold the overthrow, so even the best saints need cautioning against the worst sins.  “He is not crowned, except he hath contended lawfully” (2 Tim. 2: 5).  The blessed reality of the election of God can prove no shelter for the sins of the elect: remember Moses.  “NOW THESE THINGS HAPPENED UNTO THEM BY WAY OF EXAMPLE; AND THEY WERE WRITTEN FOR OUR ADMONITION, UPON WHOM THE ENDS OF THE AGES ARE COME.”

   The scope of our enquiry now enlarges.  It has become obvious that reward and glory – the coronation of the disciple – is conditional on character and service; to what extent, if at all, does this principle affect a disciple’s entrance into, or exclusion from, the Millennial Age itself?  That Age has long dropt out of the vision of the church.  But the return of our Lord in person to establish a kingdom over the whole earth was the universal faith of the Church in its purest dawn.  
	
	2

“The assurance [of the return and reign upon this earth] was carefully calculated my men who had conversed with the immediate disciples of the apostles, and appears to have been the reigning sentiment of orthodox believers” (Gibbon).  “This prevailing opinion met with no opposition previous to the time of Origen” (Mosheim): until Origen no Christian writer can be found who denied it.  “No one can hesitate to consider this doctrine as universal in the church of the first two centuries” (Giesler).  “The doctrine was believed and taught by the most eminent fathers in the age next after the apostles, and by none of that age opposed or condemned: it was the catholic doctrine of those times” (Archbishop Chillingworth).  “The idea that the perfected Kingdom of Christ is to be transferred to heaven is properly a modern notion.  According to Paul and John the kingdom of God is to be placed upon the [present] earth, and in so far this itself has part in the universal transformation” (Dr. Tholuck).. “FOR THE LORD HIMSELF SHALL DESCEND FROM HEAVEN, WITH A SHOUT, WITH THE VOICE OF THE ARCHANGEL, AND WITH THE TRUMP OF GOD” (1 Thess. 4: 16): “AND HE THAT OVERCOMETH, AND HE THAT KEEPETH MY WORKS UNTO THE END, TO HIM WILL I GIVE AUTHORITY OVER THE NATIONS; AND HE SHALL RULE THEM WITH A ROD OF IRON” (Rev. 2: 26)*

[* The “Kingdom of God,” or “of the heavens,” a phrase drawn directly from Daniel, is a Kingdom which “fills the whole EARTH” (Dan. 2: 35, 44), replaces all worldly empires, and is obviously the Messianic kingdom; when “the Kingdom of the world is become the Kingdom of our Lord, and of His Christ” (Rev. 11: 15).  It is foreshadowed now by the kingdom in Mystery (Matt. 13.), or the Church, and for both regeneration is essential (Luke 17L 21; John 3: 3); but its manifestation at the Second Advent, to which all Scripture prophecies refer it, proves to be the Millennial.  It is the “Kingdom” with which our Lord returns (Luke 19; 12, 15).  Concerning the Everlasting Kingdom, prophecy reveals but little, and that little perhaps solely in the last two chapters of the Apocalypse.  IN THE ONLY PASSAGE IN WHICH THE HOLY GHOST USES THE PHRASE “THE KINGDOM” (1 Cor. 15: 24), HE MEANS THE MILLENNIAL.]

   Moreover, the world-wide revival of the Gospel of the Kingdom before the End is certain (Matt. 24: 14): already considerable attention is being concentrated, even in sceptical quarters, on our Lord’s apocalyptic utterances.  “In our Lord’s teaching the conception of the Kingdom is supreme.  Yet it is safe to say that there is no subject upon which there exists a greater amount of division among expositors.  For some the kingdom is definitely the historical church; for others it is altogether in the future, a great Divine supramundane order of things which is suddenly to overwhelm the temporal order; for others again it is simply the ideal social order to be realised on earth; for a fourth 
	
	class the Kingdom is the rule of God in the heart of the individual.  Among recent critics the tendency is more and more to lay stress on the eschatological interpretation, and to hold that, in our Lord’s teaching, the kingdom is essentially the great future and heavenly order of things which will be revealed at His coming.  The Kingdom in its fullness is yet to come.  It is always to be prayed for.  It is the great end which is ever before us” (Bishop D’Arey, University Sermon at Oxford, 1910).  FOR “FLESH AND BLOOD CANNOT INHERIT THE KINGDOM OF GOD, NEITHER DOTH CORRUPTION INHERIT INCORRUPTION.  BEHOLD, I TELL YOU A MYSTERY: WE SHALL NOT ALL SLEEP, BUT WE SHALL ALL BE CHANGED” (1 Cor. 15: 50).

   Thus it is natural that the question should now be pressed – is the Millennial Age itself in the nature of a reward?  Is the possession of some one of the crowns a title to entrance into the Kingdom?*  Can a disciple be excluded, and yet his name be found at last written in the Lamb’s Book of Life? (Rev. 20: 15).  It is obvious that the Scriptures alone can supply the answer: nor is there anything alarming in the suggestion.  All are agreed that rank in the Kingdom is regulated by service and suffering: if entry itself, or exclusion, also turns on service and suffering, it is plainly only an extension of a momentous principle already accepted and taught.  Now godly servants of Christ have understood the Scriptures to teach the possibility of a [regenerate] believer’s exclusion.  The opinion that the Millennial Reign was even confined to the martyrs “prevailed, as is known, to a great extent in the early Church; and while eternal life and the inheritance are of faith and free grace, and common to all believers merely as such, the millennial crown and the first resurrection are a Reward – the reward of suffering for and with Christ; a special glory and a special hope, designed to comfort and support believers under persecution: a need and use which I have little doubt the Church will before long be called on to experience collectively, as even now, and at all times, it has been experienced by some of its members” (Burgh).  “Has any child of God any warrant of Scripture to expect that he will reign with the Lord during the period of Rev. 20.?  But, on the contrary, has not every child of God a promise of reigning with Christ in the perfect and final state?” (Robert Chapman).  “Into that glorious company of the First Resurrection it is probable that only those who have been partakers of Christ’s humiliation and suffering (either personally or throughout the present aeon) shall be received – a select portion of the redeemed, including the martyrs” (Dr. E. R. Craven, editor of Lange’s Apocalypse).  “To those who believe in Him, but go no further, the Lord does, indeed, give eternal life; but the fruition of it will not begin until the Last Day, until the thousand years of the Millennial reign are ended.  Such persons will not, therefore, be permitted to enter the Kingdom of the heavens” (G. H. Pember).  “The greatest of all the revelations about the future condition of the saints is, that they are to be 
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identified with Jesus Christ in His reign – that is, those who ‘overcome’.  Not all saints are to be elevated to this position; this is for victorious saints” (Dr. A. T. Pierson).  “According to the views of some, the most disobedient child of God will have the privilege of reigning with Christ, having lost the incorruptible crown, and with ‘a terrible, irretrievable loss at the Bema.’  Can such a believer be morally fitted for reigning with Christ?  ‘Blessed and holy is he that hath part in the first resurrection’” (J. Sladen).  “It is a matter of sad observation that every species and degree of crime is committed, and has been committed, by [regenerate] believers after their conversion: so that there may be positive and entire forfeiture of the Kingdom, and only the lowest position in Eternal Life after it.  The negative magnitude of this truth must speedily redeem it from all obscurity.  Those who have the single eye will perceive its amplitude of evidence, and embrace it, in spite of the solemn awe of God which it produces, and the depth of our own responsibility which it discloses” (R. Govett).  For “in this exclusion from the Kingdom, which is the dominion of the good made visible at the return of our Lord, we are not to see the loss of eternal salvation: an entrance into the Kingdom is rendered impossible [in certain cases], but not by any means does it follow that [eternal] salvation can be thereby prevented” (Olshausen).  “Oh for a noble ambition to obtain one of the first seats in glory!  Oh for a constant, evangelical striving to have the most ‘abundant’ entrance ministered unto you into the Kingdom of God!  It is not Christ’s to give those exalted thrones out of mere distinguishing grace.  No, they may be forfeited, for they shall be given to those who, evangelically speaking, are ‘worthy’” (Fletcher, of Madeley).  So remarkable a consensus of opinion provides at least a prima facie case for investigation.

[* “Receive the crown of glory, honour, and joy,” says the Archbishop at the British Coronation: but the crown is not the glory or the kingdom, but only its proof and symbol.  Now no resurrected saint can be a subject in the Millennial Kingdom, for “they lived and reigned with Christ” (Rev. 20: 4): all are actually enthroned (Rev. 20: 4); and neither Scripture nor the world knows anything of a crownless king.  (The Sheep of Matt. 25: 34 – saved gentiles – are the subjects in both the Millennial and Eternal kingdoms).  The crown is an invariable accompaniment – the proof and symbol – of a kingdom.  So our Lord treats the conditional offer of a throne (Rev. 3: 21); and Paul illustrates the loss of the incorruptible crown (1 Cor. 9: 27) by Israel’s loss of an earthly kingdom (1 Cor. 10: 5).  The two are indivisible.]

   One passage decisively proves – though a multitude confirm – the possibility of exclusion; let us examine it.  As, in the regenerate the current of being sets [fixed] towards good, and evil is a backwater; so, in the unregenerate, the current of being sets towards evil, and effort after good is a backwater: and this is always –[or should always be] – the criterion of 
	
	regeneration.  “He that doeth righteousness is righteous: he that doeth sin is of the devil” (1 John 3: 7, 8).  Yet it is also certain that the regenerate can sin deeply, and die in such sin.  For – as an example – three facts decisively establish the regenerate nature of the incestuous brother whom the Holy Ghost has made a perpetual and conclusive proof [of His regeneration].  (1) Excommunication was to deliver his flesh to Satan: Satan might touch his body, like Job’s, but not his soul: “that the spirit * may be saved IN THE DAY OF THE LORD Jesus” (1 Cor. 5: 5).  Now the destruction, like Ananias’s, might be immediate (for ought we read to the contrary) and yet his [eternal] salvation was assured: therefore he was regenerate before excommunication.  “When we are judged” – even unto death (1 Cor. 11: 30) – “we are chastened of the Lord, that we may not be condemned with the world” (1 Cor. 11: 32).  (2)  Paul sharply limits the jurisdiction of the church to believers: “do ye not judge them that are within, whereas them that are without God judgeth?  Put away the wicked man” – pass sentence, for he is within – from among yourselves.”**  The right to judge unbelievers, Paul says, belongs solely to God: therefore the incestuous brother, judged by the Church at Paul’s command, was a [regenerate] believer.  (3) This brother, if excommunicated at all, was promptly restored: for in his second Epistle Paul says – “forgive him and comfort him: confirm your love toward him” (2 Cor. 2: 7).***  This is absolutely decisive.  The sharp discipline has severed him from his sin: acting under an inspired command the Church restored him to full fellowship, as a living member of Christ.  Therefore a [regenerate] believer can sin, and has; and – since there may be destruction of the flesh – can also die in it.

[* The ‘spirit,’ which Paul says will be saved ‘on the Day of the Lord’, is not the animating spirit.  This future salvation, has to do with receiving “a different spirit” (Num. 14: 24), ‘on the Day of the Lord,’ and the realisation of the loss of the “inheritance rights” (Heb. 12: 16), due to the firstborn.
**Thus the term “wicked” – applied here to an immoral believer by the Holy Ghost, as by our Lord to a slothful servant (Luke 19: 22) – does not disprove conversion.  Wickedness is inherent in the unsaved: it is incidental in the redeemed.

*** It is blessedly certain that a disciple’s confessed and abandoned sin is immediately purged.  “If we confess our sins” – our specific transgressions, after conversion, confessed as they occur – “He is faithful and righteous to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness” (1 John 1: 9).  Therefore Peter’s denial has not forfeited his throne.  “Many shall be FIRST that are LAST” (Matt. 19: 30).]

   But a fact of overwhelming decisiveness still remains. Paul states that the identical sin might permeate the whole assembly.  “Know ye not that a little leaven leaveneth the WHOLE LUMP?” was the “whole lump” of good dough, 
	
	of half bad? Was the assembly regenerate throughout or not?  “Purge out the old leaven, that ye may be a new lump” – fresh, pure dough throughout – “even as ye ARE unleavened.”  Those whom Paul is alone addressing (1 Cor. 1: 2) had all left the hands of God as pure, sweet dough on conversion: ALL WERE REGENERATE: “ye are unleavened” : now keep so, Paul says, and if any leaven returns, purge it out, to keep the lump new.  For fornication – as also for other immoralities named – might spread through the entire Church: “know ye not that a little leaven leaveneth the whole lump?”  So far from Paul regarding the incestuous brother as no believer, because of his fornication, he asserts exactly the reverse – that, unless drastic measures purge the Body, immoralities may contaminate the whole.  No disciple is immune from peril; and Paul therefore devotes the rest of the chapter to proving how great a sin fornication is in one indwelt by the Holy Ghost.

   Thus it is certain that [regenerate] believers can commit such sins: it is certain that some in Corinth did: it is certain that all such are to be excommunicated: Paul now unfolds the tremendous revelation that disciples so unclean as to be shut out of the Church, MUST ALSO BE SHUT OUT OF THE KINGDOM; that the excommunicated - [unless repentance and restoration are forthcoming] - will be the excluded.  For what is the catalogue of excommunication?  Fornicators, idolaters, covetous, drunkards, revilers, extortioners (1 Cor. 5: 11).  And what is the catalogue of exclusion?  “Ye yourselves do wrong”; at what peril? “know  ye not that wrong-doers [the same word, with no article] SHALL NOT INHERIT THE KINGDOM OF GOD?*  “Be not deceived” – could a well instructed Church like Corinth be in peril of imagining that unregenerate adulterers would enter the Kingdom? – “neither fornicators, nor idolaters, [four sins are now added, three an expansion of fornication, one an expansion of covetousness: exclusion is a wider thing than excommunication], nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners” – each excommunicating sin is also an excluding sin – “SHALL INHERIT THE KINGDOM OF GOD.”  It is the same list: the justly excommunicated will be the infallibly excluded.**  For “whose soever sins ye forgive [e.g., the incestuous brother’s], they are forgiven unto them; whose soever sins ye retain” – always assuming that it is an excommunication which God has commanded – “they are retained” (John 20: 23); for “what things so ever ye shall bind on earth shall be bound in heaven” (Matt. 18: 18).

[*”The Kingdom of God is here taken in the eschatological sense” – Godet: “the Kingdom of God refers here to its external appearance at a future period” – Olshausen.  That “the kingdom” is the Millennial, and not the Eternal, this very Epistle declares:- “He shall deliver up THE KINGDOM OF GOD, even the Father” (1 Cor. 15: 24).

** Other passages, equally decisive, are also addressed to regenerate believers.  See Gal. 5: 19. – By D.M.P.: edited.
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