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TO THE

RESURRECTION OF THE BODY,
BRIEFLY CONSIDERED.

“ Why should it be thought a thing incredible with you, that 
God should raise the dead V9 Acts xxvi, 8.

“ How are the dead raised up, and with what body do they 
come?”  ^Cor. xv, 35.

[The following article ably treats, in some of its phases, 
the subject of the resurrection of the body; and is a thorough 
refutation of the sophisms of skeptics on several points con
nected with the re-vivification of our mortal dust. For keep
ing their eyes fixed on that great pole star of our hope, the 
resurrection of the dead, the church have ever been subject 
to the cavils and raileries of infidels. And because ot the 
apparent difficulties which stand in the way of meeting these 
opposers, many Christians have been led to adopt, the position 
that the resurrection will not consist in a reviving of the 
actual elements of the deceased body, but was merely 
a restoration of personal identity. This doctrine is here 
carefully considered, weighed in the balances of truth, and 
found wanting. There are many other points of excellence 
which will readily be discovered.

May this little Tract prove a blessing to all its readers.
Pub. Com.]

It is a fact discernible to all, that the doctrine of 
the resurrection of the human body is deeply im
bedded in the teachings of both the Old and New 
Testament Scriptures. In the Gospel, especially,
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it becomes a foundation truth, radiating from the 
very center of the system, and illuminating every 
part. Whatever, then, of absurdity or of philo
sophical impossibility skepticism has to urge 
against the resurrection, is so much, essentially, 
urged against the Bible itself. It is for this rea
son, with others, that we now propose a more par
ticular examination of the popular objections 
urged against the resurrection.

When Paul preached “  Jesus ana the resurrec
tion”  among the Epicureans and Stoics of Ath
ens, they said, “  he seemeth to be a setter forth 
of strange gods!”  So to many, in every age, 
the doctrine of the resurrection of the body seems 
little less than a misty fable, because it ltes never 
yet been encircled within the scope of their ra
tional philosophy. Others give to the subject 
little reflection or thought, but, with Pliny, the 
ancient heathen philosopher, affirm that “ the 
calling of the dead back to life, is among the im
possible things that God neither can nor will do.”  
Others would go still further, and, with Celsus, 
denounce the resurrection as “  the hope of worms 
— an abominable as well as impossible thing.”  
Caecilius, who personates a heathen in the dialogue 
of Mincius Felix, says of Christians: “  They tell 
us that they shall be reproduced after death and 
the ashes of the funeral pile, and believe their 
own lies, so that you might think that they had 
already revived. Oh, two-fold madness! to de
nounce destruction to the heaven and stars, which 
we leave as we found them, but to promise eter
nity to themselves, when dead and extinguished.”  
There seems, indeed, to have been arrayed against 
this doctrine a persistency of opposition, wonder
ful to contemplate, when we consider how clearly
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it is revealed, and by how many and striking mir
acles it is demonstrated ; and especially when we 
take into account how very little, that is really 
valid, reason, or science, or philosophy, can urge 
against it.

In our own day, the objections to the resurrec
tion of the body have been drawn out in precise 
philosophical forms and statements. They thus 
assume definite and tangible shape. This is well. 
We can now gain access to them, and subject them 
to careful examination and analysis. It is often 
the case that there is a broad, undefined idea that 
a doctrine is unsound, or a thing incredible. The 
idea, from its very vagueness, presents no salient 
points of approach, and seems absolutely insur
mountable. But the moment the objection as
sumes definite form, and is distributed into parts, 
so that each hy itself may be subjected to the 
critical process of examination, one after another 
they are dissolved, and disappear before the scru
tiny of reason and truth.

Let us apply ourselves to an examination, in 
their order, of the chief objections urged against 
the resurrection of the dead. I f  the main in- 
trenchments of the enemy are carried, we need 
not concern ourselves much about the rest.

I. In t h e  F ir s t  P l a c e , it  is  a s s e r t e d  t h a t  
t h e  D o c t r in e  of t h e  R e s u r r e c t io n  o f  t h e  
D e a d  is  U n p h il o s o p h ic a l  a n d  A b s u r d .

This objection is a mere vague generality, and 
might be left to itself; but it will help us to a 
clearer understanding of the nature of this dis
cussion, and of the points at issue, if we clear 
away somewhat o f the rubbish it heaps up before 
us.
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An opinion may be unphilosophical without be
ing absurd. To be unphilosophical, is to be at 
variance with the principles of sound reason. 
When this variance attains a high degree, so as 
willfully to stand in opposition to manifest truth, 
and to the plain dictates of common sense, it 
reaches up to the absurd. An unphilosophical 
proposition may seem to be true, though in real
ity, contradictory to some of the hidden princi
ples of philosophy. An absurd proposition is 
contradictory to obvious or known truth. The 
proposition, then, that “ the dead are raised,”  is 
not absurd, because it is not contradictory to any 
known truth or obvious principle; for its opposite 
never has been and never can be established.

To say that it is unphilosophical, is only to say 
that it cannot, so far as we can see, be brought 
about upon philosophical principles. And this, 
after all, may amount to nothing more than this 
— that we have not as yet attained to the knowl
edge o f those high philosophical elements employed 
in bringing about the resurrection of the dead. 
To assume that we know it to be absolutely un
philosophical, is to assume that we have mastered 
all philosophy; an# that we have made the appli
cation of its principles to the subject, and found 
them inconsistent. The absurdity of such an as
sumption is too obvious to require exposure. 
Philosophy is continually enlarging her domain. 
Even within the present age she has developed 
new principles and new applications that would 
have been to former generations as incredible as 
raising the dead.

But, then, there is another reply to this whole 
objection. This is not a doctrine of philosophy, 
but of revelation. The question, then, is, not
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whether the dead can be raised upon the princi
ples of human philosophy, but whether God, by 
his own miraculous power, can and will do it. 
Whatever God does may be above us, and conse
quently mysterious. It may be incomprehensible 
to us. Our philosophy may be too contracted, 
too feeble, to rise to the full comprehension of the 
Divine ways; but his purposes and his acts will 
ever be in harmony with the sublime philosophy 
of the universe. They may seem to contradict 
both our reason and our sense—-just as the doc
trine of the diurnal revolution of our earth seems 
to contradict both the sense of reason and the un
tutored mind; but the higher revelation of truth 
may make apparent that it is inconsistent with 
neither. The objection, then, is nothing more 
nor less than the opposition of our ignorance to 
the wisdom and the power of God.

II. T h e  S e co n d  O b j e c t io n  is  D r a w n  fr o m

THE FACT THAT THE LIVING HUMAN BODY IS
U n d e r g o in g  a  P e r p e t u a l  C h a n g e .

Stating this objection in full, it is this: A s the 
human body is undergoing a perpetual change, 
each individual has many bodies duringJiis life—  
each one o f which the soul has inhabited,, and it is, 
therefore, as much his body as that he* pd^sebsed 
at the moment of his death; and therefore it is 
absurd to claim for  this last body—possessed, per
haps, but a very little while— an exclusive resur
rection, It is contended that this change ex
tends to every material particle that enters into 
the body. The time required for this complete 
renovation of the human body is, by some, lim
ited to seven years. Others extend it to twenty.
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The caviler inquires whether all these particles 
that have ever entered into the composition of 
the human body, and which consequently as much 
belonged to it as those it happened to be in pos
session of at the particular moment of death, are 
to enter into the composition of the resurrection 
body ? and if not all, what portion of them is to 
he rejected ? Some have pushed this objection so 
far as to descant in terms of ridicule upon the 
bulky appearance of that resurrection body, which, 
after remaining here its fourscore years, and be
ing changed many times, should call back all the 
particles which ever entered into its composition.

This is the old objection encountered by the 
apostle: u How are the dead raised up ? and with 
what body do they come?” It is an attempt to 
apply the little we know, and know imperfectly, 
too, to the mysteries that lie beyond. It richly 
merits the reply of the apostle— “ Thou foo l!”  
We might content ourselves by replying to the 
technical form of this objection; that its claim 
for the body of the ownership of all the particles 
which ever entered into its composition, is a 
stretch of fancy that would hardly be thought of 
in any other connection. Just as well might the 
individual prefer a claim to all the bits and par
cels of property he had ever owned during his life, 
however long ago he might have parted with them, 
and however regular the process, or full the equiv
alent received for them. But it will be more sat
isfactory to enter upon the subject in detail.

Now, with reference to this entire change of 
the body, it is rather assumed than proved. Some 
change is, undoubtedly, constantly going on in 
our system; but that every particle of the body, 
in process of time, passes from us, and the entire
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body is changed so that it is made up of an en
tirely new class of particles, is a supposition not 
only unproved, but one that is not susceptible of 
proof by any process known to human science. 
Certain it is that the bodily identity is still main
tained through all the changes of the longest life. 
The man feels that the present is the same body 
— essentially— that he possessed in past time, and 
the same he will possess in the future. All his 
modes of thought, and all his consciousness of ac
countability, are based upon this idea. The old 
man, tottering upon the brink of the grave, still 
adheres to the thought that the body now worn 
out with age and enfeebled by disease, is essen
tially the same body that was fresh and blooming 
in the day of his youth. He does not say, “  The 
body I then possessed was a lively, active body ; 
but it has been exchanged for one that is decrepit 
and old.”  No, he says, u I  have now exchanged 
the sprightliness of youth for the decrepitude of 
age.”  Thus, the bodily identity— that is, the 
idea of its being essentially the same body— seems 
as inseparable from us as life itself.

Great changes may take place in our bodies, 
within short periods of time, but we never waver 
in the recognition of their identity through all 
these changes. Disease may shrink us from the 
full habit to the skeleton form ; we may suffer 
mutilation; the leg, the arm, may be amputated ; 
the eye may be cut out; the flesh torn from the 
body; and the very form of humanity be almost 
obliterated; but we rise from all this suffering 
with an undoubted, unmistaken, bodily identity 
still remaining.

The conclusion, then, to which we are led, is that 
much of our bodily nature, the coarser parts of thq
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physical system, are not essential to bodily iden
tity ; but that the essence of our physical being 
is, in a sense, independent of these and manufac
tured by them. In this view, the objection loses 
all its force. Whatever changes take place in the 
coarser parts of the bodily system, the elemental 
part— the essence— yet remains. And it is this 
that shall rise from the grave.

Does this appear mysterious ? Take that 
clump of iron ore just from the quarry. Cast it 
into the furnace. Behold it there burning and 
seething in the lambent flames; its form changes; 
it is consumed; gone. But descend now, and 
behold the pure metal flowing from the furnace. 
Here again appears the clump; not, it is true, in 
its crude state, hut freed from its earth; purged 
from its alloy, and yet preserving its elemental 
identity. Its essence is there. So shall it be 
with this earthly body as it passes through the 
furnace of death, and comes forth in the resurrec
tion. “  It is sown in corruption, it is raised in 
incorruption; it is sown a natural body, it is 
raised a spiritual body;”  for “ flesh and blood 
cannot inherit the kingdom of God.”  Therefore 
“  the dead shall be raised incorruptible and we 
shall be changed.”

III. It is  O b je c t e d  to  t h e  R e s u r r e c t io n

THAT THE ELEMENTS OF WHICH THE BODY IS
C o m po sed  a r e  n o t  o n ly  D is s o l v e d , b u t  
W a s t e d , S c a t t e r e d , a n d  e v e n  T r a n s f o r m e d .

After death the body is soon decomposed. The 
gaseous and watery elements soon escape away, 
and the more solid parts soon crumble into dust. 
“  The body of a dead man may be burnt to ashes,
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and the ashes may be blown about by the wind, 
and scattered far and wide in the air and upon 
the earth. After it is resolved into its earthly or 
humid matter, it may be taken up by the vessels 
which supply plants with nutriment, and at length 
become constituent parts of the substance of these 
plants.”  By these and similar processes, the 
particles that constitute a single human body, 
may be dispersed over half the globe, may have 
passed through innumerable transformations, and 
be combined with other bodies. How can these 
widely-scattered elements be gathered together ? 
how is it possible that they should be again so re
united as to re-form the body that once crumbled 
and wasted ?

This is indeed mysterious. But is not the or
ganization of our present bodies also mysterious 
and inexplicable ? May not each individual say, 
“ l a m  fearfully and wonderfully made?”  The 
earth, the air, the sea have all been laid under 
contribution. The elements that constitute our 
bodies, have been drawn from remote parts of the 
earth, and from the depths of the sea. Some por
tions of these elements o f our bodies have been 
drawn from the vegetable and animal productions 
of our own clime. Other portions are the pro
ductions of other climes— the tropical regions and 
the arctic, India and China, the islands of the sea 
and the mountains of the continents, the rivers 
and the oceans— have all brought their contribu
tions to the erection of this mysterious temple. 
A  thousand unappreciated and unseen influences 
have been working, under the all-controlling eye 
of God, to its completion. Let us, then, not stum
ble at the mysteriousness o f the resurrection of 
the body from the dead, till we have solved the
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mystery of its first organization. Let us not be 
over-perplexed because we cannot tell how its 
scattered and wasted elements shall be gathered, 
till we are able to tell how they were originally 
gathered and organized into a bodily system. If 
God has done the latter, may he not also be able 
to do the former ?

“ Si're the same power
That reared the piece at first, and took it down,
Can re-assemble the loose, scattered parts,
And put them as they were.”

But this objection is absolutely deprived of all 
force, when we contemplate processes of daily oc
currence, and especially the apparent impossibil
ities science may and has achieved. Take that 
ingot of gold. First tell its exact purity and 
weight, and then give it into the hands of the 
chemist. He files it to powder; and as you look 
upon it you say, My gold will never be gathered 
again.”  The chemist gathers that dust and dis
solves it in acids; then you exclaim, u I cannot 
even see it ; every particle is gone.”  Again he 
takes it, alloys it with other metals ; he grinds it 
again to powder; he throws it into the fire ; he 
mingles it with soot, and ashes, and charcoal; 
and at length, when it would seem as though its 
very elements were utterly destroyed, he brings it 
forth, the same fine gold, brilliant and pure as it 
was before it was subjected to the ordeal.* And 
does the skill of the chemist, transcend the won
der-working power of Jehovah ? Nay, the chem
ist may mistake; he may fail in his experiment; 
the precious gold may be lost. But over the gar
nered dust of his saints, God shall watch with

* Resurrection of the Dead. By Dr. C. Kingsley, p. 33.
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that eye which never sleeps; and at the magic of 
his word, it shall be gathered together and again 
start to life.t

IV . It is  O b je c t e d  a g a in  t h a t  S om e  of t h e  
E l e m e n t s  w h ic h  C o n s t it u t e d  a  P a r t  of t h e  
B o d y  of o n e  M an  a t  D e a t h , m a y  also  E n t e r

INTO THAT OF ANOTHER MAN AT THE TIME OF
h is  D e a t h , a n d  h e n c e  it  w o u l d  be  I m p o s s i
b l e , in  t h e  R e s u r r e c t io n , to R e sto r e  t h e  
S a m e  P a r t ic l e s  to  b o th  t h e  B o d ies  c l a im 
in g  t h e m .

Some have grown facetious over this objection, 
and presented us with the grotesque picture of 
two souls contending over a lump of materiality, 
each claiming it as belonging to himself. This 
may avail something among those who substitute

f  The S ilver Cup.— The R esurrection Illustrated.—  
Dr. Brown, in his Resurrection of Life, cites from Hallet the 
following beautiful illustration of the resurrection.

“ A gentleman of the country, upon the occasion of some 
signal service this man had done him, gave him a curious 
silver cup. David— for that was the man’s name— was ex
ceedingly fond of the present, and preserved it with the 
greatest care. But one day, by accident, his cup fell into a 
vessel of aquafortis; he, taking it to be no other than com
mon water, thought his cup safe enough; and, therefore 
neglected it till he had dispatched an affair of importance, 
about which his master had employed him, imagining it 
would be then time enough to take out his cup. At length 
a fellow-servant came into the same room, when the cup was 
near dissolved, and looking into the aquafortis, asked David 
who had thrown anything into that vessel. David said that 
his cup accidently fell into the water. Upon this, his 
fellow-servant informed him that it was not common water, 
but aquafortis, and that his cup was almost dissolved in it. 
When David heard this, and was satisfied of the truth of it 
with his own eyes, he heartily grieved for the loss of his cup ; 
and at the same time, he was astonished to see the liquor as 
clear as if nothing at all had been dissolved in it, or mixed
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fancy for fact and argument. But our humorist 
should first learn, in so grave a matter, whether, 
even upon the hypothesis of a resurrection, such 
a state of things as he has supposed can ever pos
sibly occur.

Others meet the case more gravely. Assum
ing that the same substance may, at different 
times, enter into and become essential parts of 
the bodies of different men, they say that in the 
resurrection, this substance cannot enter into both 
of the bodies that once had it in possession. 
Hence, it is physically impossible for each to re
cover his own peculiar body; and therefore there 
lies this physical impossibility against the doctrine 
of the resurrection.

We shall be able to weigh more exactly the 
force of this objection, if we first consider the 
circumstances under which this alleged complica

with it. As, after a little while, he saw the small remains of 
it vanish, and could not now perceive the least particle of the 
silver, he utterly despaired of seeing the cup more. Upon 
this, he bitterly bewailed his loss, with many tears, and re
fused to be comforted. His fellow-servant, pitying him in 
this condition of sorrow, told him their master could restore 
him the same cup again. David disregarded this as utterly 
impossible. ‘ What do you talk of?’ said he to his fellow- 
servant. ‘ Do you not know that the cup is entirely dissolved, 
and not the least bit of the silver is to be seen ? Are not all 
the little invisible parts of the cup mingled with the aqua
fortis, and become parts of the same mass ? How then can 
my master, or any man alive, produce the silver anew, and 
restore my cup ? It can never be ; I give it over for lost; 
I am sure I shall never see it again.’

“  His fellow-servant still insisted that their master could 
restore the same cup; and David as earnestly insisted that 
it was absolutely impossible. While they were debating this 
point, their master cpme in, and asked them what they were 
disputing about. When they had informed him, he says to 
David, ‘ What you so positively pronounce to be impossible, 
you shall see me do with very little trouble.t ‘ Fetch me,’
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tion of the elemental parts of human bodies is 
said to occur. The case has been instanced where 
grain, raised upon a field enriched by the blood 
of men slain in battle, is eaten; or where the de
caying bodies of men have nourished vegetables, 
which were afterward eaten by other men; or 
where the bodies of men drowned in the sea have 
been eaten by fishes, and those fishes afterward 
caught and eaten; or still again, where men have 
fallen into the hands of cannibals and been de
voured by them, and thus their flesh enters directly 
into the composition of other bodies.

We cannot answer this objection more conclu
sively than is done by Dr. Kingsly, in his little 
work on the “ Resurrection of the Dead;”  and; 
therefore, without adhering closely to the lan
guage, we adopt, substantially, his argument. Let 
us take up the case where vegetation, raised upon

said he to the other servant, ‘ some salt water and pour it in
to the vessel of aquafortis. Now look,’ says he ‘ the silver 
will presently fall to the bottom of the vessel in a white 
powder.’

“  When David saw this he began to have good hopes of 
seeing his cup restored. Next, his master ordered his ser
vant to drain off the liquor and to take up the powdered silver 
and melt it. Thus it was reduced into a solid silver piece; 
and then, by the silversmith’s hammer, formed into a cup of 
the same shape as before. Thus David’s cup was restored 
with a very small loss of its weight and value.

“  It is no uncommon thing for men, like David in this par
able, to imagine that to be impossible, which yet persons of 
greater skill and wisdom than themselves, can perform. 
David was as positive that his master could not restore his 
cup, as unbelievers are that it is incredible God should raise 
the dead; and he had as much appearance of reason on his 
side as they. If a human body, dead, crumbles into dust, 
and mingles with the earth, or with the water of the sea, so 
as to be discernible no more, so the silver cup was dissolved 
into parts invisible, and mingled with the mass of aquafortis. 
Is it not then easy to be conceived, that as a man has wis
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soil enriched by the decomposition of a hu
man body, is used for the nourishment of human 
beings. Here, at the outset, we are met by the 
fact that a very small part of the earth enters 
into the composition of vegetable existence. This 
is easy of demonstration. It has again and again 
been shown, from actual experiment, that if plants 
or trees be set in pots or urns, and the dirt to 
which their roots have access weighed, the tree 
may increase many pounds, while the dirt, if 
carefully shaken from the roots and weighed, will 
be found to be diminished only a few ounces. 
Based upon this fact we have a calculation fur
nished to our hand. “  Suppose a human being to 
have eaten grain— in quantity, say one hundred 
pounds— that had grown upon soil enriched by a 
human body. Now, not more than one twenty- 
fifth part of this grain— that is, four pounds—

dom and power enough to bring these parts of the silver to be 
visible again, and to reduce them to a cup as before, so God, 
the maker of heaven and earth, must have wisdom and power 
enough to bring the parts of a dissolved human body together, 
and to form them into a human body again! What though 
David could not restore his own cup ? Was that a reason 
that no man could do it ? And when his master had prom
ised to restore it, what though David could not possibly con
jecture by what method his master would doit?  This was 
no proof that his master was at a loss for a method. So, 
though men cannot raise the dead, yet God, who is infinitely 
wiser and stronger, can. And though we cannot find out the 
method by which he will do this, yet we are sure that he who 
at first took the dust of the ground, and formed it into the 
body of man, can, with the same ease, take the dust into 
which my body shall be dissolved, and form it into a human 
body again. Nay, even if a body be burnt, and consumed 
by fire, the parts of that body are no more really lost, than 
the invisible parts of the dissolved cup. As David, then, 
was wrong in thinking that it was impossible for his master to 
restore his cup, it must be at least equally wrong for us to 
think it impossible that God should raise the dead.”
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ever becomes actually a part of the human body. 
But not more than one twentieth part of the grain 
at first was converted earth; and thus not more 
than one-fifth of one pound in the hundred is in
corporated into the body of the person who has 
eaten it. And, again, probably not more than 
one thousandth part of the earth absorbed by the 
roots of the grain could ever have been human 
dust. This must be a large estimate. The result, 
then, would be that of the one hundred pounds 
eaten, not more than one five-thousandth, or one 
three-hundred-and-twelfth part of an ounpe of 
matter, could thus be transferred from one body 
to another. And strong probabilities exist against 
the transfer of even this small amount. But sup
pose it to have been actually transferred, a large 
portion of this small fraction of an ounce, would 
certainly go to the grosser parts of the system, 
not at all necessary to the resurrection body; and 
might not the whole be directed in the same way ?”  
Or, again, why may not this small part of human 
dust, absorbed by the growing grain, be lodged in 
the roots, the stalk, or the calyxes, without ever 
becoming a part of the kernel ? Thus the objec
tion, when subjected to severe scrutiny, becomes 
absolutely void.

But let us take the case which our objector re
gards as his stronghold— that of cannibalism. 
With reference to the cannibal himself, this kind 
of food with him was exceedingly rare, and formed 
but a very small fraction of his food; and then, 
again, but a small fraction of this fraction can 
become a part of his body. This small fraction, 
it is not at all inconsistent to suppose, may be di
rected to the coarser parts of the body— those 
parts that shall not enter into the composition of
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the resurrection body; or if the inquiry relate to 
the victim, and it is inquired, “  How shall he re
cover his body which has been devoured by an
other?”  it must be observed, that, in all such 
cases of cannibalism, there are large portions of 
the body, such as the skull and bones, that are 
not thus eaten. And, indeed, if the whole body 
were eaten, the parts essential to the resurrection 
body might still, as we have already seen, be 
guarded by the special workings of Divine Provi
dence, or even by an established, yet undiscovered 
law of nature, which forbids the commingling of 
that portion of our body, or that essence of our 
physical nature essential to our bodily identity, 
thus preserving through all transformations, as 
well as through all time, our physical as well as men
tal individuality. This latter idea is of great force—  
especially when we remember that the blood as well 
as some other parts of our system is entirely devoid 
of any Nourishing quality, and cannot, therefore, 
be incorporated by the ordinary process of taking 
and digesting food into any other system. Viewed, 
then, simply as a matter of rational inquiry, the 
objection is obviously specious and groundless. 
It is unsustained by either fact or science. But 
when we look at the subject in the light of reve
lation, and observe that it is a question of God’s 
miraculous power and determination, who shall 
set limits to his skill or bound his power ? I f  he 
has decreed that “  the dead shall be raised and 
we be changed,”  can he not so guard the elements 
o f which our bodies are composed, that the grand 
purpose of his wisdom shall be accomplished? 
The objection is based upon that essential infidel
ity that would circumscribe the power of God by 
the cavils of an unbelieving heart.
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V . I t  is  O b j e c t e d , a l s o , t h a t  a s  t h e  R e s 
u r r e c t io n  of t h e  B o d y  I m p l ie s  t h e  R a is in g  
u p  t h e  Sa m e  B o d y  t h a t  D ie d , t h e r e  w o u l d  
be  a  W id e  D i v e r s i t y  a m o n g  t h e  R e s u r r e c 
t io n  B o d ie s .

Some would be young, others o ld ; some fresh 
and beautiful, others deformed and repulsive; 
some healthful and vigorous, others wasted and 
ghastly. The great proportion die of wasting 
diseases or old age, so that the body that goes into 
the grave is a mere skeleton— shriveled, ghastly, 
and repulsive. As the true anastasis implies the 
standing up again, it must be the resurrection of 
that which lay down— that is, the very body that 
went into the grave. And this is commonly the 
worst, the most unsightly and repulsive body pos
sessed by the individual during all his life. Hence, 
if a literal resurrection is to take place, it would 
bring forth the most motley as well as the most 
repulsive assemblage of human beings that ever 
met the eye.

To all such cavilers we have one reply: “  Ye 
do err, not knowing the Scriptures, nor yet the 
power o f God.”  Matt, xxii, 39. In that glori
ous resurrection our bodies shall come forth— not 
as they now are— not as they went down into the 
grave— but like unto the glorious body of Jesus 
Christ. Though all the elements essential to bod
ily identity rise, yet shall they be changed. The 
mortal and the corruptible shall be purged away:

“ Those bodies that corrupted fell, 
Shall incorrupt arise,

And mortal forms shall spring to life, 
Immortal in the skies.”



18 RESURRECTION OF THE BODY.

But St. Paul meets this objection and solves 
this difficulty. He tells us that not as it went 
down into the grave does the resurrected body of 
the righteous come up in the resurrection. “  It 
is sown in corruption, it is raised in incorruption; 
it is sown in dishonor, it is raised in glory; it is 
sown in weakness, it is raised in power;  it is 
sown a natural [ animat] body, it is raised a spir
itual body.”  • 1 Cor. xv, 42, 44. It is sown an 
animal body— aujia rpvxinov,— that is, says Dr. 
Gregory, “  a body which previously existed with 
all the organs, faculties, and propensities requi
site to procure, receive, and appropriate nutri
ment, as well as to perpetuate the species; but it 
shall be raised a spiritual body, refined from the 
dregs of matter, utterly impermeable by every
thing which communicates ‘ pain,’ * freed from the 
organs and senses required only in its former 
state, and probably possessing the'remaining senses 
in greater perfection, together with new and more 
exquisite faculties, fitted for the exalted state of 
existence and enjoyment to which it is now ris
ing.”  It is in accordance with this that it is said, 
c‘ Who [that is the Lord Jesus Christ] shall 
c h a n g e  our vile body, that it may be fashioned 
like to his glorious body.”  Phil: iii, 21. Here 
the identical v il e  b o d y— that is, this body be
longing to our state of abasement, subject to in
firmities and sickness, and condemned to death 
and dissolution because of sin— is not to give 
place to another body, but to be c h a n g e d  and 
fashioned after the glory of the resurrection body

* “ Neither shall there be any more pain.”  Rev. xxi, 4. 
The Greek word, ponos here translated pain, comprehends 
toil, fatigue, and excessive labor of body, as well as vexation 
and anguish of spirit.
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of Christ. The saints of God are to come forth 
“  IN THE LIKENESS OF HIS RESURRECTION.”  Rom. 
vi, 5. And so, “  when he shall appear we shall 
be like him.”  1 John iii, 2. The r e s u r r e c 
tio n  b o d y  of C h r i s t , then, is the type and model 
after which the resurrection bodies of the saints 
in the Redeemer’s kingdom are to be fashioned. 
But each of these shall wear its type of beauty 
and glory; each shall be fashioned like unto his 
glorious body, who is the “  first-fruits of them that 
slept,”  and who has declared, “ As I live, ye 
shall live also.”  There may be diversity, then, 
variety even, among the resurrected bodies of the 
saints; for “  one star differeth from another star 
in glory.”  1 Cor. xv, 41 . But even this diver
sity, instead of being a blemish in the heavenly 
society, shall constitute one of its noblest beau
ties, and prove one of the richest sources of its 
ever-varying and unalloyed felicity. And even 
with regard to individuals, each one shall be more 
perfectly himself, and consequently better pre
pared to enjoy the heavenly delights now accessi
ble to him, and those to which he shall rise as the 
ages of eternity roll on, from the fact that there 
are diversities— grades above and below him— in
finitely varied.

Thus the objector has created his objection by 
casting the dark shadow of his unbelief over one 
of the most glorious truths revealed concerning 
the resurrection state.



M IG H T Y  TO SAVE!

BT VESTA N. CUDWOBTH.

Aie.— “  tenting to-night on the Old Camp Ground/ ”

W e ’re sailing to-day on the stormy tide 
Of time, with a threat’ning ga le ;

We fear not the storm, with Christ by our side, 
t  We never! no never! can fail.

Many are the dear ones left by the way,
And some have gone down to the grave;

We will meet them again when death yields its prey, 
For Jesus is mighty to save.

Chorus : Mighty to save, mighty to save,
Jesus is mighty to save.

Let the old vessel rock, we’re nearing the shore,
And home looks bright o’ er the wave,

We’ll shout ’mid the thundering .breaker’s roar,
Our leader has conquered the grave.

Then oceans may yawn, and rocks for us lurk,
The mad foam, our frail bark may lave;

Our anchor’s in Heaven, our heart’s in the work, 
And Jesus is mighty to save.

Chorus : Mighty to save, mighty to save,
Jesus is mighty to save.

Oh! sailor rejoice, there is land in sight,
The flower-gem’d shore so fair,

Is just o’er the wave; where a golden light 
Sprinkles the balmy air;

Never mind the toil, we’ll tug at the oar,
Be truthful, loving, and brave;

We’re just in the port, where the toiling is o’er,
And Jesus is mighty to save.

Chorus : Mighty to save, mighty to save,
Jesus is mighty to save.
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