
"Rapture" unscriptural wlio knows that it
means in plain English "caught up," the rap¬
ture of the saints referring to the event when
they are to be "caught up" to meet Christ
in the air (1 Thess. 4:16-17)? Who can call
in question the fact that or time when there
will be a "Great Tribulation" period, who
takes Christ at His word (Mattt. 24:21-22)?
Who can doubt that Christ's coming for Ilis
saints (at their rapture), as in John 14:2-3, is
different from His later revelation (or mani¬
festation), when He comes out of the open
heavens back with His saints to earth, as in 1
Thess. 3:13? His coining to reward llis ser¬
vants Seripturally precedes His coming with
them to reign in llis Kingdom on earth. Who
that gives the common sense to language does
not know that "Millennial," "Millennium,"
and "one thousand years' reign," are but the
Anglicized Latin and ordinary English ways of
transferring the original Greek terms in Rev.
20:4 and 6 (ebasileusan meta tou Christou
ehilia, etc., and basileusousin met' autou ta
chilia, etc) ; and the Kingdom that Christ is to
set up on earth is to last for a thousand years
before Satan is finally turned loose and de¬
ceives the nations at last to be outcast into
the lake of fire, and into which also are to be
cast the wicked dead of all generations after
being raised up and judged before the Great
White Throne, preparatory to Christ's sur¬
render of the Kingdom to the Father and the
making of a new heavens and a new earth,
wherein God will dwell with His people for¬
ever, and righteousness will fill the earth. So
reads the last three chapters in the last book of
God's Word.
When we say the "Tliousand-year-King-

dom" Age, are We not using the identical
words of Scripture? Does any human being
dare say he knows God does not know what
He is talking about in this passage, when the
Lord Himself says His reign with His saints
is to be for one thousand years after. He riv¬
als Himself in great power and glory that He
made a mistake, that He does not know how
long He and His are to reign?

Is not one juggling with words when he
tries to make it appear that Christ's coming
for His people is the same as Christ's coming
with His people? Scripture language cannot
be so easily balled up. Is not Christ's coming
for His people at any moment an incentive to
righteousness and the assurance of their re¬
wards? Is not Christ's coming into His King¬
dom o'er the earth the hope of Israel and the
need of the nations?
Who so absurdly remarks that the caught-

up-into-the-air ones to meet the Lord Christ
are to remain suspended in the air for seven

years or for an indefinite period? This is
one of the beloved brother's heated imagin¬
ings, not a statement of ours, or of believers
like us. Of course the church is translated
into the heavenlies for a prophetic period be¬
fore its reward by and return with Christ, and
does not remain, suspended in the air at all.
The passages he cites from our pamphlet are

not given in the order, nor altogether in the
place, we put them, and certainly not with
the construction we placed upon them, and
the last citation of "Romans," instead of
"Revelation," is certainly inexcusable. "A
man of straw" is built by Mr. Wilkinson, and
then knocked over right readily; a great fight
that, eh? His attempt at exegesis is simply a

well-marked case of eisegesis, putting into
Scripture what isn't there, drawing out
"handed down" theories he does not and can¬
not substantiate with facts. Mere denials on
iiis part do not constitute facts, and we have

no right to distort facts to carry points. His
old threabdbare explanation of the mustard
seed and of the leaven do not bear the light
of Scripture usage, as any candid scholar ol
the Bible must interpret.

Take, for instance ,the "leaven'5 mattei
The consistent use of that term 111 Scripture
denotes evil. This is what the Lord meant by
leaven in the mystery form of the kingdom
as afterward specified in what is really the
same context, namely: the three "bewares"
against the leaven of the Pharisees (religiosi¬
ty and formalism), of the Sadducees (Unitari-
anism and materialism), of the Herodians
(worldliness, etc.). These three groups of evil
influences the church has had to tight from
the day of Pentecost to the present hour, and
to-day these are the things that have swayed
vast sections of the Protestant Church, not to
mention other communions. Evidently our

brother, like those he represents, has no ade¬
quate conception of the apostasy as it is sweep¬
ing through Christendom at large. This is no
alarmist opinion. Just read the religious and
secular news of the world to-day.

If any chapter has suffered at the hands of
many professed friends it is Matthew XI1L:
largely because they do not see that God has
a program, that the order of events is set
forth in summaries in various places in the
Word, that it requires a careful study of all of
these partial program disclosures, and noting
the fact that in all of them there is one order,
that no matter how much curtailed the portion
of the program is in one place the order dis¬
closed is always in harmony with the same
theme disclosed in the other program revela¬
tions. And it is a significant fact that the
second advent is always found in the same
place in the program. No theological scholar
of repute in the world to-day denies that t
Bible is pre-millennial. All the higher critics
openly admit it. Kemper Fullerton, in a very
scholarly work, himself a radical of the radi¬
cals, says that if one accepts the doctrine of

a substitutionary atonement literally, he must,
if consistent, be a pre-millenarian, for, of any
part is to be accepted literally, all must be.
My good and honored Brother Wilkinson has

neither fairly nor exactly represented the pre-
millennial position as to the coming of the
King or the setting up of llis Kingdom, of
which the Old and New Testaments are full ;
and he certainly has not stated our views as
we put them. If his article is any sample of
positive convictions on his part other than ne¬
gations, we fail to see what he believes.
One thing we must recognize : that the Holy

Spirit opens the heart to this truth of His
Coming and Kingdom as He does to the un¬
believer concerning the truth of the cross.
An incident that illuminates this matter is

in point. Robert Murray McChevne, sur¬
rounded by a circle of devout believers, turned
to the first and asked the startling question:
"Do you think Christ will come to-night?"
"I think not," said the one addressed. To
the next friend McCheyne addressed a like
question: "Do you think He will come this,
week?" "I think not." was the answer.
Turning to the next, the great preacher en¬
quired, "Do you think He will come this
month?" "I think not," was the response.
And then turning to the most venerable Chris¬
tian in the group, he enquired, "Do you think
He will come this year?" "I think not," was
the grave reply. And then, with the splendour
of "that blessed hope" shining in his deep
eyes, the Scotch divine quietly closed the de¬
vout discussion by remarking, in the memor¬
able words of His Master, "In such an hour

as ye think not the Son of Man cometh" (Matt.
24 :44).

Reidville, South Carolina.

THE MODERN CITY.WILL IT DESTROY
CIVILIZATION.

By Rev. J. L. McKiustry.
Eleven nations have risen and fallen. They

expressed themselves at their best, it seems,
in the city, and then perished largely becansc
of them. The modern city has no parallel in
history. The aneient city was built for pro¬
tection, as evidenced by the walls, and had
generally slave labor. The modern city is a
result of modern inventions. Whatever in¬
vention will create a payroll will produce a
city. The labor is not slave, but free. The
ancient city had no Christianity as a rule, the
modern one has. Three distinctions stand out,therefore, between the ancient and the modern.
Rome may serve as a sample of all of the earlydays. Rome was Italy and vice versa. Rome
gave name to a mighty civilization, and gov¬
ernment.
Romo later gave name to a great ecclesiasti¬

cal organization. "All the roads of Italy run
into Rome," thus is expressed the philosophyof its power. Rome, however, today standsrather for decay than otherwise.

The modern city is a result oi railroads, fac
lories, etc. The first sign of its influence is the
breaking up of the rural communities adja¬
cent. The city in contemplation is one justbeginning to rise. This breaking up of rural
communities is a result of better school facili¬
ties,, openings for young people to secure salar¬
ied positions, better social opening as represent¬ed by more people, etc. The older people left on
the farm, soon remove to the city also, and rent
out the farm. Thus tenantry originates. At
once, such schools and churches as once ex¬
isted in the country, begin to decay, and in a
surprisingly short time, do not exist at all.

Tenantry runs down intellectuality, spirit¬uality, morality. Roads, houses, lands, etc.,begin at once to decay. Interest in livestock,machinery, horticulture, etc., wanes. The ten¬
ant docs not sit in the county court, is notelected to local office, etc., hence he decides
the only value the ballot is to him is what he
can get for it. Tenantry has a distinct ten¬
dency to lower respect for the right of suffrage.Tenantry is negative in its nature, and is but
a result of the land owners moving out to the
centers and retaining title to their lands. It
is, therefore, roaly in this indirect way a cityquestion, though the kind in question is rural in
tone.

Tho city by its better marketing facilities de¬
stroys the local manufacturer. The old-fash¬
ioned shoemaker, who served well some sixty
years ago is now no more, but we see many largeshoe companies as his sulwtitute. The same ap¬plies in many lines of endeavor. The individual
has l>een swallowed up in a giant organization.This originates questions relative to the rightdistribution of profits and out of those ques¬tions, we have tho American Federation of
Labor on the one hand, and Socialism on the
other. Both grew out of the same conditions.

The large companies mentioned seek to pro¬tect themselves through legislative channels,and so do the laborers. This at once injects
economic problems into legislatures, and con¬
verts them into business men's clubs, whereas
they originated as agencies of freedom. Inas¬
much as local legislatures have not scope of
control sufficient to handle the larger inter¬
ests involved, congress immediately becomes
the chief club of them all, and gradually local


