THE HALL-WILLIAMS DEBATE.

REMABES BY MR, HENRY OVERBY, CHAIRMAN,

Mr, F. Clay, of the city of Henderson, had been selected, and accepted the
invitation to serve as chairman of this meeting, but he was unable to be here this
morning, and both parties to this discussion have requested me to act in his stead on
this day. Inthe beginning I will simply read the questions that will be discussed
during thismeeting, and other arrangements that were agreed upon by the committee.

L Here followed the reading of the agreement and propositions, when Mr. Ball was called
upon to open the discussion.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—FIRST SESSION.
(Mr. Hall’s First Speech of One Hour.)

RETHREN, MODERATORS, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN:—I trust we all
meet together this. morning with feelings of proper gratitude to our
Father in heaven for this very gracious privilege we are now permitted to
enjoy. I may say for myself that to me it is a matter tor personal congratula-
tion and satisfaction that I am permitted to take part in the exercises that are
now being opened. My first reason for this is because I believe in public debates.
I believe that great good may result by an investigation of the teachings of the
Scriptures, that questions of faith may be more clearly understood when con-
trasting views are presented, and that everybody in that way will be the better
enabled to discover where the truth is. Where there are religious differences
there ought to be not merely religious toleration, but religious investigation. We
want to know the truth, because nothing but the truth can do us any good. I
therefore take part, by the invitation of the brethren, in this public debate, with-
out any uneasiness of conscience, and without any sertous convictions of wrong,
but in the assurance of the fact that I am doing what the Master and the apostles
would have done under the same circumstances, and what they did do continually
while they were in the world—engage in public contests and debates with those
with whom they differed.

Another reason why I take so much pleasure in this debate is becanse I have
had an anticipation since the year 1890 of a personal meeting with my Brother
Williams. At that time, in the State of Arkansas, arrangements bad been made
for a debate between himself and myself, which failed to come off on account
of an accident which rendered Brother Williams’ failure to be present entirely
excusable. From that time until now I bave had a desire and hope that the time
would come when we could meet together and talk over matters of differences
.between us as representatives of our respective churches.

Another reason why I take pleasure in this debate is because by it our atten-
tion will be directed to important subjects, Bible subjects, and subjects having
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an important bearing upon our present and future lives. It is very important
that we should have a proper understanding of such things as have arelationship
to the soul, and the final destiny of men.

In this debate it may be possible that I have a small advantage over my
brother on general prineciples. T am not surs that this is the case in this congre-
gation, but I surmise that the larger portion of those who come to hear the debate
are already in sympathy with my views. For that reason I wish to ask on the
part of my brethren, those who now believe as I do, that you will give Brother
‘Williams in the discussion of these subjects your most careful and honest atten-
tion. If we are not now holding the truth, we waut to accept it. If the things
we believe are not so, we want to believe the things that are so. The only wayin
which we may put ourselves on fairly safe ground is to rid ourseives of prejudice,
rub out what we have previously learned if that be necessary, and learn anew if
that be best; but at any cost, and any sort of sacrifice, let us accept the truth. I
therefore bespeak for my brother from you the most carefnl, patient, honest and
prayerful hearing that it is within your power to give.

It may be also that in this debate my brother has some advantages bf me.
He is probably an older man, and he has probably had larger experience, and he
has devoted more special attention to the subjects we have under consideration,
for some of these subjects I have never debated. In going over the territory it
will be practically new ground to me. He is a man of large and varied experience
in debating. He is no novice in the business; he is an adept in the art; he under-
stands his subjects; he is reputed to be very scholarly, while I do not make any
pretentions in that direction.

In respect to the questions in debate the rules of debate require us to stand
on mutual ground. The questions to be debated are to be decided by you as the
jurors. You are to render the verdict. For that reason I desire to ask that you
will hear both sides carefully and honestly, and save your conclusious until after
the testimony is all in, and then render your verdict in accordance with the facts
as they may appear. I have said this much by ‘way of preliminary remarks.

I am this morning to affirm this proposition: ¢The Scriptures teach that
the kingdom of heaven was set up during the personal ministry of Christ on
earth.” That proposition needs but little defining; it is plainly stated; the issue
is explicitly marked. My proposition asserts that the kingdom of heaven was set
up during the personal ministry of Christ on earth. By the way of eliminating
everything that may be contrary to the legitimate discussion of the subject in the
minds of the people, I wish to take just a little time in calling attention to some
misapprehensions that may arise in respect to the kingdom of beaven. The
kingdom of heaven is presented in the Scriptures from different standpoints, and
in order that we may not be confused, but may keep these standpoints separate
from one another, we must discriminate between them. For instance, the Bible
represents God’s kingdom as being universal at the present time. He is the
Governor among the nations. He exercises now universal authority. You will
find this stated in the fourth chapter of Daniel, twenty-fifth verse,where Nebuchad-
nezzar had to learn the lesson of God’s universal authority. Againin Psalm xxii: 28
we read, “For the kingdom is the Lord’s and he is governor among the nations.”
God pow exercises kingly jurisdiction over the affairs of this world. Now, my
propositiod is not pretending to say that this universal rulership of God was to
be set up during the personal ministry of Christ. Please keep that in mind. I



THE HALL-WILLIAMS DEBATE. 11

am not claiming that this universal rulership began during the personal ministry
of Christ.

Again, the kingdom of heaven was represented during the times of David,
and his successars, by the people of Istacl. God regarded the Jews as his king-
dom. They had authority which was exercised by divine appointment. It was
God’s kingdom because it was God’s people—see 1I. Sam. v: 13. The kingdom
was to be given to Solomon and to his seed, but you will find by reference to
I. Kings ix: 3-7 that the Lord added a condition, and that condition was that he
should be true to God, and not engage in any of the abgminations of the heathen,
in order that he might be exalted; and if he failed the kingdom was to be taken
from bim. That that kingdom failed on account of the sin of Solomon may bhe
seen in I. Kings xi: 11, where we find the statement, **Forasmuch as this is done
of thee, and thou bast not kept my covenant and my statutes, which 1 command
thee, I will surely rend the kingdom from thee, and give it unto thy servant.”

Now I am not pretending to say that this Jewish kingdom was set up in the
days of Christ; I am not pretending to say that the universal rulership of God
began in the days of Christ. This kingdam was in danger of being taken from
Solomon, and afterwards he failed to obey and it was taken away. But it was
promised that there should come a time when it will be restored. The millennial
age is coming, wheu the Son of man, in the majesty of his power, shall return the
second time to the earth and exercise jurisdiction over the people of Israel. That
will be at the beginning of the millennial age, and the end of the present dispen-
sation. Now that there is such a promise made it is altogether probable will be
admitted by our brother. If it should not be, however, we refer him to Ezekiel
xxxviii: 21-28, as proof of the fact that there was made a promise of the return
of the peopie of Israel. Then in Micab iv: 1-8 we have a statement of the
millennial reign and glory, “But it shall come to pass in the last days that the
mountain of the house of the Lord shall be established in the top of the mount-
ains, and it shall be exalted above the hills; and all people shall fiow unto it. And
many nations shall come and say, Come, and let us go up to the mountain of the
house of the God of Jacob; and he will teach us of his ways, and we will walk
in his paths, for the law shall go y forth of Zion and the word of the Lord from
Jerusalem.” That event is to take place at the introduction of the millennial state,
which is coming at the close of the present dispensation, and is therefore yet in the
future. Notice, I do notsay that the millennial reign of Christ, as a king, nor the
millennial glory of his kingdom, was set up in Christ’s time; but I say that there
wasa kingdom which is separate from this, which in the millennial age wi'l te in its
triumphant state, but which is now in its militant state, and which had its
beginning in the personal ministry of Christ, and therefore in the days of Jesus,
and under his direction.

While he was in the world he collected a people together. separated them
from the remainder of mankind, delivered to them laws, appointed to them prin-
ciples of government, and a mission, and he called that people thus separated and
thus collected a kingdom, and he was their king and they were his servants;
they were to obey the law; they were under his reign. The kingdom had its
beginning at that time, according to the statement of my proposition. My
brother denies that propesition. That makes our issue, and in its discussion

there are three lines of argument, three phases of the subject, that I want to
_present,
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In the first place I want to inquire whether or not the prophets ever made
any promise that there would be an introduction of the kingdom at the time that
Jesus should enter the world. We read in Ezek. xxi: 25-27, ““And thou profane
and wicked prince of Israel, whose day is come, when iniquity shall have an end
thus saith the Lord God; Remove the diadem, take off the crown: this shall not
be the same; exalt him that is low, and abase him that is high. I will overturn,
overturn, overturn it; and it shall be no more until he come whose right it is and
I will give it him.” Here is a promise that the people of israel, as a kingdom,
was to be overturned; the'new kingdom was not to be the same as the old one,
but a reigning king should not be found until he came whose right it was, and it
should be given to him. My point is that Christ at his first coming was the one
to whom the promise looked as the one whose right it is to rule.

Now turn to Jeremiah xxxi: 81, ‘‘Behold the days come, saith the Lord, that
I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel, and with the house of
Judah; nqt according to the covenant what I made with their fathers, in the day
that I took them by the hand to lead them out of the land of Egypt, which my
covenant they break, although I was’an husband unto them, saith the Yord.”
*‘Bebold the days come, saith the Lord, that I will sow the house of Israel and
the house of Judah with the seed of man, and with the seed of beast. And it
shall come to pass that like as I have watched over them to pluck up, and to
throw down, and to destroy, and to afflict; so will I watch over them to build and
to plant, saith the Lord. In those days they shall say no more, The fathers have
eaten the sour grapes and the children’s teeth are set on edge, but every one shall
die for his own iniquity; every man that eateth the sour grape, his teeth shall be
set on edge.” That is very much in harmony with the statement made by John
the Baptist, who was the forerunner of Christ, in Matt. iii: 9, when the people
came claiming relationship to Abrabam by virtue of their Jewish birth, he said,
“Think not to say within yourselves, We have Abrabam to our father: for I say
unto you, God is able of these stones to raise up children to Abraham. And now
also the axe is laid unto the root of the trees: therefore every tree that bringeth
not forth good fruit is hewn down and cast info the fire.” The time is pa*.2when
the iniquities of the fathers shall be visited upon the children, but each man shall
stand on his own responsibility. That is what Jeremiah said should be the case
and that is what John the Baptist said had come to pass. Again, look further:
‘“Every one shall die of hisown iniquity . . . DBebold the days come, saith
the Lord, that I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel and with the
bouse of Judah.” Now there is a promise that in the new covenant the law of
God shall be written in the heart, and not on tablets of stone; that it is to be
spiritual in its character, that the kingdom is to be composed of those who are the
people of God in heart, not merely by virtue of relation to Abraham. By com-
parison of the eighth of Hebrews with II. Cor. iii: 3, where Paul alludes to this
same promise—*For as much as ye are manifestly declared to be the epistles of
Christ, minpistered by us, written, not with ink, but with the Spirit of the living
God; not in tables of stone, but in fleshy tables of the heart.” Hereisthat prom-
ise fulfilled, Paul says, in the life of the Corinthians. Read in this connection
Zech. vi: 12, 18, ‘“And speak unto him saying, Thus saith the Lord of hosts, say-
ing, Behold the man whose name is the BRANCH; and he shall grow up out of
his place, and he shall build the temple of the Lord, and he shall bear the glory,
and shall sit and rule upon his throne; and he shall be a priest upon his throne;
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and the council of peace shall be between them both.” The man who is called
the “Branch” is Christ, and be is to grow up and inerease; there is to be develop-
ment in it, and bhe is to build the temple of the Lord, and to bear the glory, and
sit and rule upon his throne, and be a priest upon his throne. He is not only a
ruler, but a priest. Notice, we are discovering if these Scriptures point to
Christ’s first coming as the Liine when these events are to be fulfilled. Christ as
a branch is to grow up, and be a priest, and become a ruler over the house of
God. which 1s to be a spiritual house.

Read in this connection Zech. ix: 9: “ Behold thy king cometh unto thee : he
is just and haviug salvation ; lowly and riding upon an ass, and upon a colt, the
foal of an ass.” Now remember that it is this same prophet, Zechariah, that has
predicted the coming of the Branch, the setting up of the temple, and the estab-
tishment of the rule of the Branch when he has grown up in his priesthood, who
also makes mention of the time when the king comes riding upon a colt. Now
warn to Mate. xxi: 2: ** And when they drew nigh unto Jerusalem and were come
to Bethpage, unto the mount of Olives; then sent Jesus two of his disciples, say-
ing unto them, Go into the village over against you, and straightway ye shall ind
an ass tied and a colt with her ; loose them and bring them anto me. And if any
man say aught unto you, ve shall say, The Lord hath need of them and straight-
way he will send them. All this was done that it might be fulfilled which was
spoken by the prophet, saying: Tell ye the daughter of Zion, Behold thy King
cometh untu thee, meek and sitting upon an ass, and a colt the foal of an ass.”
The passage that I have read is by the Saviour himself identified as having
its fulilment in himself during his personal ministry. The announcement
was " Behold thy Kiny cometh,” and he came to the temple to rebuild it, to
establish it, and to become its ruler and priest. *- Tell ye the daughter of Zion
Bebold thy King cometh, riding upon an ass, and upon a colt, the foal af an ass.”

Now let us see if he is regarded as a king. Turn to Luke xix: 38, * Saying,
Blessed be the King that cometh in the name of the Lord.” That statement is
made concerning Christ, who as king came in the name of the Lord, riding upon
a colt. acccording to the statement of the prophet, taking charge of the people,
ruling over them, his law rulinz over them, his law written in their hearts, they
his people, called out from the world. Does that look like the beginning of his
kingdom ¥

Agaiu, let us cousider another prophecy. Turn to Isa. ix: 6: * For unto us
a child is born, unto us a son is given; and the government shall be upon his
shoulder.” e is going tobeaking. The respousibility of the government shall
be on him. * And his name shall be called Wonderful, Counsellor, the Mighty
God, the Everlasting Father, the Prince of Peace. Aud of the increase of his
government and peace there shall be no end, upon the throne of David and upon
his kingdom to order it and to establish it with judgment and with justice from
henceforth even forever.” This kingdom is a growth, a small beginning, but it
will continue to develop until by and by it will ultimately exercise dominion from
sea to sea, and there shall be no end of the increase of his government and peace.
Let us compare that statement of the prophet Isaiah concerning Christ, who was
to Le a governor, and have the responsibility of government upon his shoulder,
with what is satd by the angel to Mary in Luke i: 30. ‘* Fear not, Mary ; for thou
hast found favor with God. And behold thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and
bring forth a son, and shalt call his name Jesus. And he shall be great, and
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shall be called the Son of the Highest ; and the Lord God shall give unto him the
throne of his father David; and he shall reign over the house of Jacob forever; and
of hiskingdom there shall be no end.” Now turn to Matt. iv: 12-17; “Now when
Jesus had heard that John was cast into prison, he departed into Galilee; and
leaving Nazareth be came and dwelt in Capernaum, which is upon ths sea coast
in the borders of Zebulon and Nepthalim : that it might be fulfilled which was
spoken by Isaiah the prophet, saying, The land of Zebulon and the land of
Nepthalim, by the way of the sea beyond Jordan, Galilee of the Gentiles. The
people which sat in darkness saw great light; and to them which sat in the
region and shadow of deasth, light is sprung up.” This was in the time of the
personal ministry of Cbrist. * From that time Jesus began to preach and to say,
Repent, for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.” From what time ? From the
time that he began to go from one of these places to the other he began to preach
that the kingdom of heaven was at hand, And that was in fulfillment of what ?
In fulfillment of a statement made by the same prophet, Isaiah, from whom we
have read, and it is from the very chapter where it is said tbat the govermment
shall be upon his shoulder. The angel said to Mary that the child, which was
now born, and was the son of Mary, should ascend to the throne of David, and
the child announces himself as king, and begins to preach the kihgdbm of heaven
at hand in folfillment of a statement out of the very chapter that says he shall
have the government placed upon his shoulders.

Here are three of the prophets, Zechariah, Jeremiah,and Isaiah that ali point
the fulfillment of their predictions to the time of the personal ministry of Christ.’

In Dan. ii: we have a record of a dream which Nebuchadnezzar had. As
probably everybody is familiar with the dream, we only desire to call attention to
partsof it. We read in the 85th verse, ** Then was the iron, the clay, the brass,
the silver and the gold broken to pieces together and became like the chaff of the
sammer threshing floors; and the wind carried them away and thére was no
place found for them : and the stone that smote the image became a great moun-
tain and filled the whole earth.” The dream was of a greatimage, and a stone
cut out of the mountain without hands, that ultimately rolled against the iipage
and effected its destruction. Now in the conclusion of she interpretation of that
dream he says, “ In the days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up a
kingdom which shall never be destroyed, and the kingdom shall not be left to
other people, but it shall break in pieces and consume all these kingdoms, and it
shall stand forever. Forasmuch as thou sawest that the stone was cut out of the
mountain without hands, and that it break in pieces thé iron, the brasg, tha
clay, the silver and the gold ; the great God hath made known to the king what
shall come to pass hereafter: and the dream is certain, and the interptretation
thereof sure.” Nebuchadnezzar represented the head of gold which was seen in
the image; the Medeo-Persian empire represented another part of the image, the
Macedonian empire represented still another part of the image, sud the
Roman empire. Now in connection with the Roman empiré, which was
the last of the universal kingdoms, which Daniel foresaw should have
their place in this world, there was to be a divided state, and in this
divided state there were elements of weakness and strength represented by a
mixture of clay and iron in the feet and toes, and ** In the days of these kings
(this divided state) shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom.” When did the
Roman empire begin its existence ¥ Some hundreds of years before the advent
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of Christ. When did it have its division represented by the two legs of the image?
Some fifty years before Christ. When was the empire divided into kingdoms,
some strong and some weak? In the very time of the advent of Christ this uni-
versal empire was in a state of division, in a state of separation, and it was at
this very time that the prophet said, ** In the days of these kings shall the God
of heaven set up a kingdow that shall break in pieces and consume all these king-
doms.” Tt was to be like a stone ent ont of the mountain without hands. It
was to have a small beginning. It was not to come in a state of magnificence
and glory and supremacy, with ability at once to overtbrow and destroy
its enemies. Its beginning was like a stone out of the mountain without
hands, that began to grow and roll and increase until ultimately it got to be
larger than the mountain, and finally filled the whole earth. It was a progressive
work that bad a small beginning.

Let us take the New Testament and dlscover if there is any fulfillment of
these things. In the opening chapters of the book of Matthew you will find a
statement made by John the Baptist. Let us see if the prophet did oot foretell
the fact that a people was to be prepared. Listen, Isa, x1: 1-5 * Comfort ye, com-
fort ye my people, saith your God. Speak ye comfortably to Jerusalem, and cry
unto ber that her wafare is accomplished, that her iniquity is pardoned: for she
hath received at the Lord’s hand double for all her sins. The voice of him that
crieth in the wilderness. Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make straight in the
desert a highway for our God.” To whom does that refer? If you will read
Lnunke i: 13-17 you will find a very exact picture of its fulfillment. To whom did
Isaiah refer? To John. What was he to do? Make ready a people prepared for
the Lord.

Turn to Mark i: 1-5 and we read, * The beginning of the gospel of Jesus
Christ, the Son of God; asit is written in the prophets, Behold I send my mes-
senger before thy face, which shall prepare thy way before thee. The voice of
one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make his paths
straight. John did baptize in the wilderness, and preach the baptism of repent-
ance for the remission of sins.” In Luke i: 17 it is said, *He shall go before
him in the spirit and power of Elias.”

Notice, we have the prediction by Daniel that in the days of these kings the
God of heaven shall set up a kingdom; we have a prediction also made by Isaiah
that at that same time John the Baptist, as a forerunner of Christ, shall go in
advance to prepare his way and make ready a people for the king. Now in
Matt. iii: 1-3 we read, **In those days came John the Baptist preaching in the wil-
derness of Judea, and saying. Repent ye for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.”
What does wy proposition say ? That the kingdom of heaven was set up during
the personal ministry of Christ. When was the personal ministry of Christ?
Immediately following John. What was he to do® Set up a kingdom. What
was John to do¥ Make ready a people prepared for him. Was that people to
consist of the Jewish nation? No, for if that was to be the case, they were
already prepared, and he came to them and said, “Think not to say within your-
selves, We have Abraham to our father, for I say unto you God is able of these
_ stones to raise up children unto Abrabam. Bring forth fruits meet for repent-
ance.” The Lord wants a people; he is coming to be king; he is coming to show
this world the supremacy of spiritual over merely temporal, and national things.
*The kingdom of heaven is at hand.” What is at hand? ‘*‘The kingdom of
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beaven is at hand.” Who said it? John the Baptist. What did he know about
it? He knew all about it, for he was there, and was there for that purpose.

Turn to Mark i: 14, 15, “*Now after that John was put in prison, Jesus came
into Galilee preaching the gospel of the kingdom of God, and saying—?’ listen,
what did he say? ‘‘and saying, The time is fulfilled.” What time? The time is
fulfilled; it has come; it is here. What time? The time the prophets spoké about.
“The time is fulfilled, the kingdom of heaven is at hand.” What is at hand?
“The kingdom of heaven is at band.” Who said it? Jestus Christ. When did
he say it? During his personal ministry. What does the proposition say? That
in the time of the personal ministry of Christ he should set up a kingdom. Did he
do it? Look further and we shall see if be did it.

“From that time Jesus began to preach and to say, Repent, for the kingdom
of heaven is at hand.” Is it the duty of all men torepent? Itis. Has it always
been their duty to repent? It bas. Was it the duty of the Ninevites to repent?
Yes. But I challenge my brother from the beginning of Genesis to find a place
where God said ‘*Repent, for the kingdom of heaven is at hand,”” uitil this time.
This is the first time the reason is ever given why men should repent because
God’s kingdom is here. You have got to have repentance as one of the things to.
enable you to enter the kingdom of heaven. Jesus said it during his personal
ministry. He was preaching the kingdom of God. He bad himself come and
said that the kingdom of heaven was at band because the time was fulfilled; now
get ready for it. In the fourth chapter of Matthew it is said that Jesus went
about all Galilee preaching the kingdom of God. What did he preach? The
kingdom of God. Who preached it? Jesus Christ. When was that? During
his personal ministry. What does my proposition say? That the kingdom of
heaven was set up during the personal ministry of Christ on earth. Did Jesus
preach it? He did. Is not that what I was to prove? What makes the brothier
contradict it?

In Matt. v: 8 we read, “Blessed are the poor in spirit, for their’s is the king-
dom of heaven.” Have they a kingdom? Yes. Who? The poor in spirit. Who
said it? Jesus Christ. Did be know? Yes.

In Matt. vi: 31-33 we read, ‘*Seek ye first the kingdom of God and his right-
eosness and all these things shall be added unto you.” What things? Material
things of life; the things you are now seeking after. You are after money, after
fame, after position. Are these the most important things? No; **Seek first the
kingdom of God.” What! Is that there? Yes; that is the reason you are called
on to seek it. What does my proposition say? During the personal ministry of
Christ. What does Christ say? Seek it first; get right down and prepare your-
selves for it. Were the other things present then? Yes; then the kingdom was
present likewise. .

In Matt. ix: 35—“And Jesus went out about all the cities and villagés téach-
ing in their synagogues and preaching the gospel of the kingdom.” Jesus did?
Yes. Preached the gospel of the kingdom? Yes. Saying the timé was fulfilled?
Yes. And the kingdom of heaven was at hand? Yes. Wasn’t it at band? He
said it was.

Matt. x: 5-8: “These twelve Jesus sent forth and commanded them, saying,
**Go pot into the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of the Samaritans enter
ye not; but go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel, and as ye go, preach
saying, The kingdom of heaven is at hand.” What must they say? “The king-
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dom of heaven is at hand.” Here are twelve men. By and by there are seventy
more who go out and preach the same thing. John the Baptist came and said
“the kingdom of heaven is at hand.” Jesus Christ came and said **The kingdom
of heaven is at hand.” By and by he sends ott twelve apostles and they say,
“Thke kingdom of heaven is at hand.” They were preaching the kingdom? Yes.
A membership in tbhe kingdom? Yes, and they were inviting others to get ready
to enter the kingdom.

Matt. xii: 27— And if I by Beelzébub cast out devils, by whom do your chil-
dren cast them out? Therefore they 8hall be your judges. But if I by the spirit
of God cast out devils, then the kingdom of God is ¢ome unto you.” Who said
that? Jesus. When? During his persenal ministry. What did he say? “IfI
cast out devils by the spirit of God, andrmy brother will not deny that he did that,
well, then what? Then the kingdom of God is come unto you. Just as certain as
that he cast out devils by the spirit of God, the kingdom of God hud come.

Luke xi: 80: “If I by the finger of God cast out devils, no doubt”—Listen to
that, No doubt—** The kingdom of (zod is come upon you.” Who said that there
was no doubt? Jesus Christ. If he had been alive in this age of the world, he
would have said that there was some doubt, for my brother here disputes it. Is
there any doubt about it? Jesus said there wasn’t. My proposition, if anything
could be proven by the plain positive language of the Scriptures, seems to be
made out.

But again in Matt. xiii: 24: “Another parable put he forth unto them say-
ing, The kngdom of heaven is likened unto a man which sowed good seed in his
field.” This man sowed good seed. Is it the titne for sowing? Yes, thereis a
sowing time and a reaping time. It begins like a littie stone, like seed-sown, like
mustard seed, for God’s word says so. When did the time for this small begin-
ning come ? When Jesus Christ came and seleéted the twelve whom he also
named apostles and with whom he deposited authority to east out devils, heal
the sick, and to preach the kingdom of heaven at hand. It was a “little flock.”
It was not a vast multitude; it was like a rock out of a mountain, like a grain
of mustard seed, but it grew and enlarged from twelve into seventy others,
then into a hundred and twenty others, then three thousand, then five thousand,
until the little stone cut out of thé mountain without hands fills the whole
earth.

In the thirty-first verse of this chapter we réad, **Auother parable put he
forth unto them, saying, “The kingdom of heaven is liké unto a grain of mustard
seed which a man took and sowed in bis field: which, indeed, is the least of all
seeds; but when it is grown it is the greatest among herbs, and becometh a tree,
so that the birds of the air come and lodge in the branches thereof.”

Another parable spake he unto them: “Thbe kingdom of heaven is like unto
leaven, which a woman hid in three measures of meal, till all was leavened.”
‘What is like unto leaven? The kingdom of heavén. It i6 like what? Like leaven.
The kingdom is like leaven? Yes. How do you Emow? Jesus said it was. Do
you believe it? I do, and the Baptists do for that very reason. 1 want to show
you that the church and kingdom was the same thing in Christ’s time.

In Matt. xvi: 18 we read, **And I say unto thee, that thou art Peter, and
upon this rock I will build my church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail
against it.” Now, in the next verse we read, *And I will give unto thee the
keys of the kingdom,” The keys of what? The keys of the kingdom. Who does
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that? Jesus. To whom does he deliver these keys? To Peter. What do the
keys belong to? The kingdom. Have they a kingdom? Yes, the Saviour said
they had one; John the Baptist said they had one; the twelve said so, and they
all preached it. What do you have keys for unless you have a door to 1ockz' And
you can’t have a door unless you have a house of some kind? And if you have
no kingdom why do vou want to lock it up? Why shut anybody out or shut any-
body in fromn a place that does not exist? The keys are the very last things to be
furnished. They wait till every carpenter, every workman has gona away, then
they lock up the house and give the keys to the proper person. Have we a king-
dom? Yes. Isit complete, ready to be shut up or to be opened? Yes. Who
did it? Jesus Christ. Who said the time was fulfilled? Jesus said it. “In the
days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom,” and here the
kingdom is.

In John i. it is said that “In the beginning was the word, and the word was
with God, and the word wds God.” Was he the God of heaven? He was. Who
thought it not 1obt3'erv to be called equal with God? Jesus did; he represented
God, and Daniel said, “*In the days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up
a kingdom.” Did he do it? Daniel said he would; Jesus said himself that I
have established it, set it up, sent forth heralds, ordained men that they should
go out and preach that the kingdom of heaven is at band, that the time is ful-
filled, and that men should repent and get ready to enter the kingdom.

In Matt. xi: 11-15 we read: “Verily I say unto you, Among them thal are
born of women there hath not arisen a greater than John the Baptist; notwith-
standing, he that is least in the kingdom of heaven ”—least in what? The Kking-
dom of heaven. I would like to know what this had reference to if there was no
kingdom of beaven in existence at Lhat time. ‘Iie that is least in the kingdom
of heaven is greater than he. And from the days of John the Baptist until now
the kingdom of heaven suffereth violence and the violent take it by force. How
could they take by force that which did not exist.

Luke xvi: 18 we have this language also from Christ: “The law and the
prophets were until John: since that time the kingdom of God is preached and
every man presseth into it.” That is a striking statement. I hold in my hand a
Bible, and right here there is a blank leaf in it—-there is a division. What
makes that division? This part of it before that blank leat is the law and the
prophets. This part after the blank leaf is the kingdom of God. Hereis*John”
at the first of the New Testament. Frow that time on Jesus himself said that
“from the days of John men entered the kingdom ” and when was Jobu? From
the first page that follows that blank leaf—*And from the days of John the Bap-
tist the kingdom of beaveu is preached, and every man presseth intoit.” Do
you believe it? Baptists do. *‘From the days of John the Baptist the kingdom
of heaven suffereth violence.” What suffereth violence? Tbe kingdom of
heaven. When was ti_lat?, 1o the days of the personal ministry of Christ. Who
said it. Jesus said it. Do you believe Jesus Christ? I would like to ask a
question—Can the kingdom of heaven suffer violence when it has no existence?
Somebody reports this morning that the Christadelphiap church at Fulton has
been torn down, destroyed. You ask, who was its pastor? It bad none. Who
were the members of it? It didut have any. Who had charge of it? Nobody.
Where was the building? There wasn't any. Well, how could a church be
destroyed that had no members, no pastor, no organization, no officials and no
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meeting house? Now if there was no kingdom of beaven in the days of Christ
how could it suffer violence? If he spoke the ttath my proposition is established;
if he did not, it does not make any difference whether the propopsition is true or
false.

Let us see again; In Matt. xxi: 31 we read, *Verily I say unto you that the
publicans and harlots go into the kingdont of God before you.” Who said that ?
Jesus said it. During his personal ministry? Yes; said that the publicans and
harlots went into the kingdom of God? Yed. Did they doit? He says they
did. How could they if there was no kingdom of God ? My brother in denying
my proposition says that Jesus Christ did not set up his kingdom, then did the
publicans and harlots go into anything? Yes; what was it? The kingdom of
God, Jesus said. What does my proposition say? That the kingdom of heaven
was set up in the days of the personal ministry of Christ on earth. I quote
passages spokeu in the very time that, my proposition says that the kidgdom of
heaven was set up, and the passages say that men were treating it with violence,
that men were pressing into it, that the publicans and bharlots were entering it.
Wasn’t it in existence then?

Then the forty-third verse of this same chapter, *Therefore, I say unto you,
The kingdom of God shall be taken from you and given unto a nation bringing
forth the fruits thereof.” What is going to be taken from them? The kingdom
of God. All the privileges belongin’g to rigiiteotisness and a spiritual reign, they
shall bave none of them, but it shall be piven to a people bringing forth the
fruit-of it. Christ came to take the pr1v1leges away from them, and give them to
the Gentiles. They were not brmgmg forth the fruits thereof, and Jesus said, I
will take it away from you and give it to them. When did he say it? During
bis personal ministry.

Turn to Matt. xxiii: 13, “Ye shut up the kingdoni of hedven against men, for
ve neither go in yourselves, neither suffer ye them that are entering to go in.”
How is that? The Pbarisees and Saducees would not go into what ¥ The king-
dow. Isthere a kingdom then? Yes. Ought theyto gointoit? Yes. Didn’t
they goin? No. Was it the kingdom of heaven hé was talking about? Yes.
Did any one else try to go in? Yes. Would’'ut they let them enter? No. It
occurs to me that that passage of Scripture plainly states that the kingdom of
beaven was in existence. A spiritually prepared material had already been
arranged by John the Baptist, who came preaching to maii tb repent for the king-
dom of heaven is at hand, and Jesus tells us in 50 miny repeated statements that
the kingdom is at hand for people to go unto it; and there were people keeping
other folks out of it. Is there any reason tlien to believe there was a kingdom ?
Christ said there was; John announced its coming; the twelve apostles were sent
to preach it; Christ said that there was no doubt abdut it, and the Baptists
believed it—Do you believe it ?

In Mark ix: 1-7 we read, *‘And he sdid unto themt, Verily I say unto you,
That there be some of them that stand here which will pot taste of death till
tbey have seen the kingdom of God come with power.” How long in the future
would it be ere that time when the kingdom of God would come ? Certainly not
long. When did it take place? Listeil, in the very next verse, “And after six
days Jesus taketh with him Peter, and James and John, and leadeth them up
into a high mountain apart by themseives, and he was transtigured before them.
And his raiment became shining exceeding white as snow; so as no fuller on
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earth can white them. And there appeared unto them”—who? Elias and Moses.
Where did they come from? They died away back yonder in the past, What
were they doing back there? They came back to meet Christ. They represented
the gloritied state like Jesus when be took on his glorified form. ‘‘There be some
standing here that shall not taste ot death till they have seen the kingdom of God
come with power.” Just the kingdom of God come? No. But the kingdom of
God come with power. It was revealed to them in transfiguration when Christ put
on the glorified character, took on his heavenly robes, and had these departed
spirits come back and join with him in the exhibition. Here is an exhibition of
the kingdom as it is in power, and you have seen it before you died. When
Peter referred to it he said it was a revelation of his royal majesty. He mani-
fested his royal character as king, not as the babe of Bethlebem, not as the hum-
ble servant, not as the meek and lowly Lamb of God, but they saw him as he will
be at the end of the ages, when this glorious manifestation shall occur. Did they
see the kingdom of God come with power? They had been in it in its struggling
state, when it suffered violence, and the violent took it by force, and here they
were given a glimpse of it as it should be in the trinmphant state, ruling the
world.

In Luke x: 8, 9 we read, ““And into whatsoever city ye enter and they receive
you, eat such things as are set before you, and heal the sick and say unto them,
The kingdom of God is come nigh unto you.” Did Jesus tell them to say that?
He did. Was it true? Yes. Are the Baptists right, then in believing that the
kingdom of God in the days of Christ had to come near the people? Christ taught
it and we believe his words.

When be was demanded of the Pharisees when the kingdom of God should
come, he answered, “*The kingdom of God cometh not with observation, neither
shall they say, Lo here, or lo there. for the kingdom of God is within you,” or, as
the margin reads. which is doubtless the correct rendering. “the kingdom of God
is among you.” He was talking to the wicked Pharisees, and the kingdom of
God was not in them, but in their midst, it was among them, its king was here,
its courtiers are here, its ordinances are here, its servants are here, it was in their
midst. Jesus said it, Baptists Delieve it, my proposition aftirms it. Isita fact?
We shall see.

In John xviii: 6 we read, “My kingdom is not of this world,” that is, not of
this order of things, not of this nature. “If my kingdom were of this world then
would my servants fight that I would not be delivered to the Jews, but now is
my kingdom not from hence.” Pilate therefore said unto him, “Art thou a king
then?” The Diaglott renders his answer, in these words, “I am a king.” That
is the answer Jesus made according to the Diaglott—"I am a king.”” Who said
it¥ Jesus. - Was it during his personal ministry? Yes. Washe a king? Yes.
Had be a kingdom ? Yes. Did people enter intoit? Yes. Did others refuse
to enter and xlso keep those who would enter from going in? Yes. Was the
kingdom in its gloritied state? No. In what state was it? In the mustard seed
state, that had to grow; in the state of the little stone thut Daniel saw cut out of
the mountaip, in the state of a government put on his shoulder that should
increase. That is the beginning of the fulfillment of prophecy. Christis here as
what? As king. And bas wbat? A kingdom. During what? Either the
New Testament Scriptures are confusing in their teachings, or else our brother
will have a tremendous job on his hands to explain what they do mean. This is
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exactly the statement of my proposition, which says that the Seriptures teach
that the kingdom of heaven was set up during the ministry of Christ. I have
examined the testimony during his personal ministry, I have found him to be a
king, I bave found a kindgom which he said suffereth violence and into which
some people were entering, and others were not entering, but were hindering
those who would enter. Now let us see if we can find the exact date when it was
set up. In Luke vi: 13 we read where he called unto his twelve disciples, and
gave them power over unclean spirits, and sent them out to preach the gospel.
Now turn to I. Cor. xii: 28, **And God hath set some in the church, first apostles,
secondarily prophets, thirdly teachers, after that miracles, then gifts of heal-
ing.” Whom did he put in first? Aposties. Who said it? Paul. When did he
doit? When he selected twelve men, whom he also called apostles. - As to the
relation of the church to the kingdom of heaven we read in Matt. xvii: 18, “*And
I say unto thee, That thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church;
and the gates of bell shall not prevail against it. And I will give unto thee the
keys of the kingdom of heaven.” Heré he uses the word church and kingdom
interchangeably and makes the church the same as the kingdom of heaven. He
says that on this rock I will build my church and then in the next verse he says I
will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven. The church is composed of
men and women who are in a spiritual state and have become God’s servants.
That is the kingdom Jesus said that is now in existence and that shall continue
to exist until we hear the announcement of the angel of the return or our Lord
in regal splendor, and then we see him come with all his saints with him to
reign in victory and triumph during his millenial reign. [Time called.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—FIRST SESSION.
(Mr. Williwms First Speech of One Hour.)

MR. CHAIRMAN, RESPECTED FRIENDS:—It is not necessary for me to offer
any preliminary remarks; my friend has said enough in this respect. Perhaps it
is necessary for me to reply to some things he said in starting out in relation to
myself. He referred to sometime in the past when arrangements had been made
for a debate in the State of Arkansaw, and when he thought I had failed to
appear on account of an accident that overtook me at that time. There is a mis-
understanding about this somehow. I never understood that there was ever an
arrangement made for me to meet Mr. Hall in the State of Arkansaw for a debate.
I never failed to meet him in any debate that was ever arranged for. He has
made this statement before, and we have made inquiries about it. 1 bhave
examined my copy books to see if there were any letters referring to it, but there
were none. Now I will tell you all about this matter. I received a letter from
Mr. Hall ordering a number of copies of my books. I remember in that letter he
closes like this, ‘*“Hoping that I shall be benefitted by the reading of these books,”
etc. When the books were sent I closed my letter in similar words, *Hoping
that you may be benefltted by reading these books,” etc. When I wrote that
letter and when I received his letter 1 did not know who he was, I did not know
‘he was a representative of the Baptist Church. Soon after that I received a letter
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from my friends in Arkansaw asking me if it was possible for me to go there to
meet Mr. Hall in debate. Then it occurred to my mind why he ordered the.
books. I answered yes, but my friends in Arkansaw say that arrangements were
never made. I wrote them this morning asking them to make sure whether there
were any Christadelphians in Arkansaw that had made such arrangements. If
they did they did not inform me. I never made such an engagement to meet a
man in my life and failed to meat him—never in my life. At the same time, if
I bad bad such an arrangement with Mr. Hall at the time I met with the acgi-
dent referred to, my reason for not being there would have been a good one. But
I must protest against his circulating a rumor that I failed to meet him in that
debate after making such an arrangement ar appointment.

My friend possibly has complimented me greater than I deserve; so far as my
reputation as a scholar is concerned I know nothing of that. If I have such a
reputation it is not one I haye claimed. I am not coming here as a scholzir, I
make no boast of scholarship, I am willing to meet him on equal footing so far as
scholarship is concerned. The question before us is not a question of scholarship
as such a term is commonly used, but the question here is one of believing what
the Seriptures teach on this subject and I have come before you to defend what I
believe to be the truth in opposition to what I believe to be a pernicious error.

Now in regard to the question of the kingdom of God, you will notice my
friend has in the proposition these words, that the kingdom of heaven was set up
during the personal ministry of Christ. Notice these words, “set up,” the king-
dom of heaven was set up in the days of Christ. With that I take issue. In the
numerous portions of Scripture quoted have you noticed that it says the kingdom
of heaven was preached, preached ? If it could have been read in these verses
that the kingdom of heaven was * set up,” instead of preached, then of course my
friend would have proved his proposition; but ‘he has never found these words
except in the book of Daniel where the verse he read has no application to the
personal ministry of Christ. In the various portions of Scripture you will notice
all the way through that it is not 4 question of setting up the kindgom, but a
guestion of preaching or make known the kingdom of God to those to whom
Jesus came. )

Let us notice the difference between the preaching of the kingdom and the
setting up of the kingdom. Any great enterprise in which men may embark is
first preached. For instance, suppose you were to start a company for building
an electric railway from here to the city of Henderson. You call it the Electric
Line. You give it a name before you commence it. You call it the Electric
Line from Henderson to Zion. Suppose I came here and overheard men on the
street corners talking about the Electric Line: I ask you, * Where is your Electric
Line?” You answer, *‘It is the electric line we are going to build from Zion to
Henderson.” “Well, why are you calling it the electric line before you have
built it, before you have located the ground, before you bave the stock subscribed,
before you have laid the lines?”’ “Because we have the plan and the plan is now
preached and we expect to have it completed—*set up”—at the appointed time.
We are making it known, we are preaching it, we are sending out men to talk to
different capitalists in the county. We call it the Electric Line and we are send-
ing out men to make it known as such, and as they preach it they meet with a
great deal of opposition, and men ill-treat them. Therefore the Electric Line
“suffers violence” in ite preached form, not in its completed form? 8o the king.
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dom of God suffered violence, but when it is established as a matter of fact there
will be no power on earth that will be able to treat it with violeuce, because, as
we shall show, that kingdom will come in such power and might that it will break
in pieces and consume all other kingdoms and it shall stand forever. I simply

refer to this hurriedly in starting out,and we will now go back and deal with the
Scriptures he has referred to.

My friend has referred us to Matt. v: 5, where Jesus said, “Blessed are the
poor in spirit for their’s is the kingdom of heaven.” Now he thinks he has the
kingdom of heaven in existence. If you will turn and look in the margin of your
Bibles you will find this is A. D. 381, just about the beginning of the ministry of
our Lord. My friend thinks because he has these words, “Their’s 4s the kingdom
of heaven,” that the kingdom of heaven must have been set up there and then. If
the kingdom of heaven had an actual existence at that time then the New Testa-
ment contradicts itself. Now let me call your attention to words found in Mark
XV: 43, *‘Joseph of Arimathaea, an honorable counsellor, which also waited for
the kingdom of God.” Now what have we here? Joseph of Arimethae waiting
for the kingdom of God, and yet away back at the heginning of the ministry of
our Lord our friend would have us believe that the kingdom of God had come and
was already established. How is it that here is a righteous man waiting for the
kingdom to come? Why was Joseph waiting for the kingdom to come if it had
come three years and a-half before this time?

Now in regard to the kingdom of heaven being at hand, if my friend could
have read instead of the words *‘at hand” the kingdom of heaven is * set up,” he
would bave proved his point. John preached, “The kingdom of heaven is at
hand.” Cbrist came afterwards and preached, “The kingdom of heaven is at
band,” and he preached the gospel of the kingdom all through his ministry. The
quotation was given us just before my friend took his seat, ““The law and the
prophets were until John, since that time the kingdom of God—is set up—and
every man presseth into it.” Is that how it reads? If it read that way, my
friend would have proved his proposition. But it reads this way, “The law and
the prophets were until John, since that time the kingdom of God s preached’’—
heralded, made known. The ministry of John and of Christ was to preach or
make known the kingdom of God into which when the proper time arrived they
should all enter.

When Jesus delivers to Peter the keys of the kingdom of God, my friend
thinks the kingdom must have been there or else it was of no use to give the
keys. The key placed in the hands of the apostles was the gospel which makes
known to men the things concerning the kingdom. They have a key that will
admit them to the kingdom of God. Were they in the kingdom at the time the keys
were given to Peter? Let us see what Petersays on this subject. I will invite your
attention to the words of Peter in speaking of this same thing in his second
Epistle, i: 5—**And besides this, giving all diligence, add to your faith virtue; and
to virtue knowledge; and to knowledge temperance; and to temperance soberness;
and to soberness brotherly kindness; and to brotherly kindness charity. For if
these things be in you and abound, they make you that ye shall neither be barren
nor unfruitful in the knowledge of our Lord Jesus Christ. But he that lacketh
these things is blind and cannot see afar off, and hath forgotten that he was
purged from his old sins. Wherefore the rather brethren, give heed to make
your calling and election sure: for if ye do these things ye shall never fall: for
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of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Ohrist. Whom is he wr tmg to? Members of the
Church. Now you brethren are in the church; strive to make your calling and
election sure. What for? For if ye do these things ye shall never fall; for so an
entrance shall be ministered unto you abundantly into the everlasting kingdom
of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ. So that Peter who held the keys of the
kingdom here declares that the entrance into that kingdom was still future and
that declaration was several years after the death and resurrection of Christ.

The apostle James in speaking of the same subject declares, “Hearken, my
beloved brethren, hath not Gog chosen the poor of this world, rich in faith and
heirs—not inheritors—of the kingdom which he hath—‘set up”—as my friend
would have you believe? No, but heirs of the kingdom which he bath promised
to them that love him. It was promised in the gospel, and the men who
preached it received evil treatment at the hands of their enemies, but that was
the kingdom in the preached phase, not the set up phase, as my friend would
have you believe. The kingdom instead of being an established fact was a king-
dom promised to those who were the faithful followers of Christ.

Now the apostle Paul in writing to his son in the gospel, Timothy, says, in
the second chapter of the second letter. verse 15, *Study to show thyself approved
unto God, a workman that needeth not to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word
of truth.” Then in chapter iv: 1 he declares that Christ shall come to judge the
quick and the dead. When shall he judge the quick and the dead ? **At his
appearing and bis kingdom.” When then is the kingdom to be established or set
up? At Christ’s appearing. And wheu is that appearing and the establishment
of the kingdom to take place? When he comes to judge the quick and the dead.
O, but Paul, you are making a mistake; our friend Mr. Hall comes in here and
tells us that we are now in the kingdom, that it was set up over eighteen hundred
years ago and we do not have to wait for Christ to appear, for his second coming,
Paul, because at his first coming, our friend Mr. Hall tells us, the kingdom was
set up, established as a matter of fact and they were all in the kingdom of
heaven then.

Now listen to what Jesus says in the twenty-fifth chapter of Matthew: “When
the Son of man shall come in his glory and all the holy angels with him, then shall
he sit ou the throne of his glory; and before him shall be gathered all nations;
and be shall separate them one from another as a shepherd divideth the sheep
from the goats: and he shall set the sheep on his right hand and the goats on his
left. Then shall the king say unto them on his right hand, Come, ye blessed of
my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the
world.” In what sense was it prepared from the foundation of the world? It
was prepared as a plan, just as we have illustrated in the case of the electric rail-
way from Zion to Henderson. It was prepared as a plan first, buf the railway
was not built or established until, possibly, years after. So the kingdom was
prepared from the foundation of the world and when John preached the gospel
of the kingdom, and when Christ preached the gospel of the kingdom, they were
preaching a kingdom that should afterwards actually be set up or established,
but it will not be established until the time when the Son of man shall come in
his glory and all his holy angels with him; then shall he sit upon the throne of his
glory. Then this kingdom will be an established fact when the Son of man has
come -in his glory and has taken the throne of his father David promised to bim,
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and when he is to be king over all the earth, to whom every knee is to bow and
every tongue is to confess. Now he invites all his faithful ones and then they
shall be granted an abundant entrance into his everlasting kingdom.

Now there is another thought to which I wish to call particular attention
here. The phrase “at hand” seems to be one over which my friend stumbles
somewhat. The kingdom of heaven is at hand, what can it. mean? John said
the kingdom of heaven is at hand. Then, he thinks, it was close by, the time to
actually establish it or set it up. Let me call your attention to a parable my
friend did not allude to, in Luke xix: 10: “*And as they heard these things
he added and spake a parable, because he was nigh to Jerusalem and because
they thought that the kingdom of God should immediately appear.” Now this is
A.D. 33. Let us suppose that our friend, Mr. Hall, had been in the company of
these disciples, and bere they are thinking that the kingdom of God should imme-
diately appear. He would have said, You are mistaken; the kingdom of God was
set up a year or two ago and we have been in it all this time and you do not seem
to know it. You think the kingdom of God is about to appear, and because
when Jesus commenced his ministry he said, *Blessed are the poor in spirit, for
their’s is the kingdom of heaven,” I, Mr. Hall, think the kingdom of God must
have been in existence then because of that word “‘is.” If they were in the king-
dom of God in A. D. 81, how was it that in A. D. 33 they thought that the king-
dom of God should immediately appear? Now,perhaps, we shall find the Saviour
telling them, as Mr. Hall would, You are mistaken in this, my followers and
disciples, in thinking that the kingdom of God should immediately appear,
because it is already established. But what does he say? ‘‘He said, therefore, A
certain nobleman went into a far country to receive for himself a kingdom and
toreturn * * * And it came to pass that when he was returned, having
received the kingdom.” Now. my friends, as_common-sense men and women,
doesn’t this teach you that the nobleman is Christ, and that the going away into
a far country to receive for himself a kingdom is Christ going to heaven to receive
his kingdom? It follows then that the kingdom had not been set up and could
not be given to his disciples until he returned. Therefore he says, “When the
Son of man shall come in his glory and all his holy angels with him then shall bhe
sit on the throne of his glory.” What coming is this? He had completed his
first coming and his return is next in order. and when he returus then shall he
sit on the throne of his glory. and it is then he shall invite his disciples and faith-
ful ones to sit down in and inherit the kingdom prepared for them from the
foundation of the world. This nobleman who was going away called his ten ser-
vants and delivered to them ten pounds and said, “*Occapy till I come.” That
was the command to the faithful church. I am going to my Father in heaven to
receive the title deeds to my kingdom. When I return I shall call you again;
therefore, occupy till I come. When he was returned—not before he left, mark
the words, but when he was returned, having received the kingdom, then he
commanded these servants to be called unto him and he reckoned with them, and
he appointed the faithful ones authority over ten cities, and over five cities, etc
He gives them their positions in the everlasting kingdom he comes to establish.

Now in relation to the kingdom of God being at hand. This is a comparative
phrase; it is not definite; it dues not define any particular time. There are other
instances which illustrate this. The apostle Peter, second epistle, chapter iv, verse
7, says, “The end of all things is at hand,” What did he mean by this? All
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things have not ended yet. Now let us make a comparison. In the Scriptures
we are taught that there is to be a great world week, a week of seven days, each
day of which is a thousand years in length. Let us take thisand compare it with
a week as we ordinarily understand it. Suppose we were contemplating the
arrival on the seventh day of afriend, some one we were anxiously waiting for and
hoping to see—we must also discriminate between the language of hope and lan-
guage used in a mathematical sense. When we use the language of hope we get
as near to that for which we are hoping as possible We pass along, Monday
goes by, Tuesday goes by, Wednesday goes by, and Thursday comes. Now we
are down in the fourth day of the week; we have only two more days and then
our friend will be along. We can say, He is at hand. Now when our Savioyr
appeared on the earth, it was; according to Usher’s chronology, in the year 4004;
sowe had got along to the fifth dav in the great world’s week. Wehave only,compar-
atively speaking, ashort time to wait nntil the realization of the grand hope of all the
prophets of Israel. It is the one hope that Christ and the apostles were preach-
ing as close by. Wait a little longer, hope exclaims, it will soon be bere. Make
allowance for the fact that the larger part of the week had passed away, then you
can easily understand why the apostle should say bopefully, “The end of all
things is at hand.” The kingdom of God is at hand when Christ shall come in
his splendor to flood the world with his glory as the waters flood the mighty deep.

My friend has taken up some time to prove that Christ was a king. We take
no issue on this; he was a king. He was born king. *‘‘Where is he that was born
king of the Jews?” But for him to be a king and for him to be actually reigning
in bis kingdom are two things. Now it was as king and nobleman that he went
into afar country to receive for himself akingdom. -Before he sets up that king-
dom, he receives it. So the prophet says, “In that day shall the Lord be king
over all the earth.”—Zech. xiv: 9.

As to the question whether Christ established his kingdom when he was here,
let me call your attention to Matt. x: 34. If Christ came then to establish his
kingdom, it has failed of its object. What is the object of setting up the king-
dom of God? Whatis the purpose of its establishment in the earth? There must
be an object in view and it is for us to consider what that is. I think I may
safely say that the kingdom of God is a kingdom of peace. Let me refer to Isa.
ix: 8: “For unto us a child is born, a Son is given, and the government shall be
upon his shoulders, and his name shall be called—what? The Prince of peace.
When Clrist then becomes king and reigns as king, his kingdom will be a king-
dom of peace, for when he was born the angels declared there should be **Peace
or earth, good will among men; glory to God in the highest.” The object, there-
fore, of Christ’s coming to reign and establish his kingdom upon earth is to bring
peace on earth and good will among men. Take the prayer we often repeat:
“Qur Father which art in heaven, hallowed be thy name, thy kingdom come, thy
will be done in earth as in heaven.” I do not know whether our friend utters this
prayer or not; but if he does I should like to ask him why he is prayihg for God’s
kingdom to come when he believes that the kingdom was set- up during the per-
sonal ministry of Christ on the earth; notwithstanding the supposed fact must we
still pray for its coming? “Thy kingdom come.” What for® That his will may
be done in earth as it is in beaven. Now I ask you, Did the kingdom of God
which our friend has talked about, which is the Baptist cburch, did it cause God's
will to be done on earth as itisin heaven? Look back to the supposed establish-



THE HALL-WILLIAMS DEBATE. 27

ment of the Baptist church, if it was established at that time, or from the time
of the establishment of the church of Christ, did it bring peace on earth and good
will among men? Now let us look at what the Saviour says in Matt. x: 34:
¢ Think not shat I am come to send peace upon earth. I came not to send peace
but a sword.” - But Mr. Hall says you came to set up the kingdom of God, and is
not the kingdom of God intended to bring peace on earth? If you are come to
set up a kingdom that will bring a sword, it will make the earth worse than it
ever was. Yet my friend has quoted the text from Isaiah and applied it to the
first coming of Christ: “Of the increase of his government und peace there shall be
no end, upon the throne of David to order it and establish it.”” If Christtook the
-throne of his father, David, did be establish peace on the earth when he came the
the first time? If so, why did he say, “I came not to bring peace but a sword?”

Now this is sufficient to show you that the portions of Scripture that my
friend has quoted in relation to the kingdom of God suffering violence, being at
hand, being nigh you, etc., must not be used in such a way as toset them in array
against all the Seriptures which go to prove that the establishment of the king-
dom of God is a glorious event that is to bring peace on the earth.

We must now follow our friend back to the prophecy of Daniel, second chap-
ter. Here is called to ourattention the dream of king Nebuchadnezzar, in which
he saw a great image whose head was of gold, his breast and arms of silver, his
body and sides of brass. his legs of iron and his feet part of iron and part of clay.
‘My friend has this followed down very correctly in tracing the image in an
historical sense until he has come down to the time of Christ. There he made a
mistake. Now let us notice the outlines of this remarkable dream. We are
agreed that the first king here represented is the king of Babylon. “Thou art
this head of gold.” We are agreed that the next kingdom is the kingdom of
Media-Persia, that the third kingdom is the kingdom of Macedonia, and that the
fourth kingdom is the kingdom or the empire of the Romans. But this is the
first time I ever heard a man say that the Roman empire was a divided empire
before Christ came and when he came. I had always thought, and all historians
I had ever read, everybody who had ever studied anything about the Roman empire
had said that Rome was in the ascendency of its glory at the time Christ was here
on the earth. My friend refers back to the beginning of Rome about seven hundred
or ten hundred vears before Christ, but that is not the question; the question is
when the Roman empire succeeded the Macedonian empire, when it became a
universal empire. You remember the fourth beast of the seventh chapter of
Daniel that represents the same thing as the legs of the image, that this beast
should bear rule over all the eartl, which means that its rule should be universal.
Its universality did not fully come into existence until about sixty-seven years
before Christ, and the division of the Roman empire into eastern and western Rome
did not take place until three centuries later, to say nothing of the division into
ten kingdoms and the mixture of clay and iron, which did not take place until the
Goths and Vandals overran Rome. Again it is declared in history that its
decline did not commence until the invasion of the northern hordes that caused
the clay to be mixed with the iron. Perhaps my friend will explain. You see
his theory requires that he should have the Roman empire divided into ten parts
when Christ appeared the first time. But unfortunately for him, Daniel seems
to anticipate, or rather the God of heaven, bis claim. Let us see.

Here are four great beasts come out of the sea. The flrst is’ like a lion, the
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second is like a bear, the third is like a leopard, and the fourth is a great and
terrible beast. Now there are ten horns on this Roman or fourth beast, and then
Daniel says, “I saw that another, a little horn, came up, having eyes and a
mouth, and be shall think to change times and laws, and they (the saints) shall
be given into his hands for a time, times and the dividing of time. I think my
friend will agree with me here that this little horn power, having eyes and a
mouth speaking great swelling words against the Most High—I say, I think he
will agree with me that this was the Papal power, headed by the pope of Rome,
that system that has drenched the very earth with the blood of the saints. 'This
will bring us down at least to A. D. 530, yes, to 610, before this man of sin arises
and gains his temporal power. Now he was to prevail against the saints for a
time, times and the dividing of time, or 1,260 long years. Then Daniel says,
after he had thus prevailed that *‘the time came that the saints possessed the
kingdom.” Then he adds, “And the kingdom and dominion and the greatness
of the kingdom under the whole heaven shall be given to the people of the
saints of the Most High.” That is what will take place when Christ comes.

Now we will go back to the image, and you have first to come down to the
fourth great empire represented by iron; you then have a division into two parts
and then a subdivision into ten parts. Remember the prophet tells us that in
this the Most High revealeth to his servants what shall be in the “latter days.”
Here is a metal image representing the kingdowms of men standing on its feet
ready for the battle of Armagedden. Now what takes place? *‘In the days of
these kings shall the God of heaven set up a kingdom.” Here vou have the words
*“set up,” but not until you come to the end of Gentile times when the kingdoms
of men become a great military giant. How shall Christ set up his kingdom?
By coming along quietly and preaching the gospel and building a church? In the
days of these kings shall the God of heaven set up the Baptist Church? which
shall break in pieces and consume all the kingdoms of the world and the Baptist
Chureh shall stand forever? That is how it ought to be according to my friend,
but that is dwarfing the Word of God. Coming along quietly and preaching the
gospel to them? No.no. *““Thou sawest that a stone was cut out of the moun-
tain without hunds that smote the image upon its feet that were of iron and of
clay and brake it in pieces.” It will come with might and with power. It is not
human bhands that you are looking at here. Itiscut out of the mountain without
hands, and comes with terrible power and force with which it will smite the
image on the feet. How hard does it strike it? Was it just the peaceful preach-
ing of the gospel by the followers of Christ to whom he said, **He that taketh the
sword shall perish by the sword,” and “If a man smite thee on one cheek turn to
him the other also,” and “if they persecute you in one city flee unto another? Is
there any analogy between that stone coming with force and power to smite the
image and break it in pieces and grinding it to powder ‘till the wind blows it
away and the quiet preaching of the gospel? Did the establishment of the church
in the first century of the Christian era break in pieces the kingdoms of men?
Did not the Saviour tell us there should be wars and rumors of wars, nation lift-
ing up sword against nation? Then he seems to say, *I will make matters more
clear to you in a parable. Here is a fig tree; it is shooting forth its branches and
you know that summer is nigh; now you can learn from this, when ye see these
things begin to come to pass, that the kingdom of God is nigh at hand. When you
have come along down through the history of human events in which you have
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wars and rumors of wars, nation lifting up sword against nation, you see the fig
tree shooting forth its leaves, as a parable to show yon that summer is nigh;
according to that sign when you see these things I am telling you about, know
that the kingdom of God is nigh at hand; not that it was established nineteen
hundred years ago. *“‘Verily I say unto you, this generation shall not pass until
all these things be fulfilled.” He commenced by foretelling the destruction of
Jerusalem and her people scattered through the earth, and that there should be
wars and rumors of wars,and he brought us down to the signs of these times and
to a generation that shall not pass away until all these things be fulfilled and the
kingdom appear. Yet my friend puts this back nineteen hundred years ago
before ever Jerusalem was destroyed, and consequently he is applying to the first
coming of Christ what belongs to the second coming.

‘We have been referred to II. Sam. vii. where we have words that my friend
possibly overlooked; at least he did not refer to them, but I must do so in order
to show you the mistake he has made here. The tenth verse of the chapter says:
“Moreover I will appoint a place for my people Israel, and I will plant them,
that they may dwell in a place of their own, and move no more; neither shall the
children of wickedness afflict them any more as beforetime.” Now the children
of wickedness have afflicted Israel as you all know, and they are still a scattered
people, but here a promise is recorded that God will appoint them a place and
that He will established them there and they shall never be moved. In that
prophecy he says, “I will set up thy seed after thee which shall proceed out of thy
bowels and I will establish his kingdom.” Is that Solomon? Why, Solomon
was already a grown man at this time ready to take the throne, and here be
says, ‘‘And when thy days are fulfilled and thou shalt sleep with thy fathers, I
will set up thy seed after thee.” Who is this? If you will run down a little
further to the nineteenth verse you will find the Psalmist saying, *‘But thou hast
spoken also of thy servant’s house—when? during the reign of Solomon? no, but
“for a great while to come.” How far down in the future? we may ask. My
friend will say, at the first coming of Christ. Let us see. Turn with me to the
second chapter of Acts of the apostles and there you will find Peter explaining
what this covenant made with David signifies. ‘Men and brethren, let me
freely speak unto you of the patriarch David that he is both dead and buried and
his sepulchre is with us unto this day. Therefore, being a prophet, and knowing
that God had sworn with an oath unto him that of the fruit of his loins accord-
ing to the flesh he would raise up—Solomon? No, not Solomon, but he would
raise up Christ to sit on his throne. When? during the ministry of Christ upon
eartb? My friend says so, but what does Peter say? He, seeing this before
spake of the resurrection of Christ. What does that mean? David had seen that
God would raise up Christ from the deud to sit npon David’s throue, but my friend
has Christ upon David’s throne before ever Christ died; he has Christ establishing
his kingdom before his death, but David did not understand it so; ‘“‘David fore-
seeing that God would raise up Christ to sit on his, David’s, throne saw that in
order for this to take place Christ must be raised from the dead, for when Christ
exercises his authority as King no man, no nation, all the nations of the earth
combined cannot take Christ and put bim in the tomb. It was when he appeared
as a Lamb that he died, but when he comes as the “Lion of the tribe of Judah to
sit on the throne of David’’ do you think that all the powers of the earth combined
will-be able to'take his life? No, indeed. He shall smite the image on its feet
and shall grind it to powder,
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This kingdom was “not to be left to other people.” Here my friend skipped
over. It was not to be given to the apostles in the flesh, for they would die and
leave it to others. It was not to be given to the officers of the Baptist Church, for
they would die and leave it to others. It was to be given to the immortal saints
and consequently will not be left to other people; the same people who commence
to reign will reign continually. It follows therefore that the time Christ is to
take the tbrone of David is after the resurrection, not before. Turn to the Acts
xv: 14—**Simeon hath declared how God at the first did visit the Gentiles, to take
out of them a people for his name.” Now I will ask you, When did the time
come for visiting the Gentiles to take out of them a people for Jehovah’s name?
I suppose my friend will agree with me that it was at the house of Cornelius and
Simeon bad been telling them about this; therefore we agree that at the time
when Peter went to the house of Cornelius after Christ had died apd rose again
and gone to heaven. Simeon had declared then how God at the first did visit the
Gentiles to take out from them a people of his name, and to this agree the words
of the prophets as it is written, ** After this I will return and will build again the
tabernacle of David that is fallen down.” After this—after what? After visiting
the GGentiles. Did he visif the Gentiles beforehis death? Did he visit the Gentiles
during his personal ministry? No; he said, “Go not in the way of the Gentiles
and into any city of the Samaritans enter ye not.” It was not until after his
death that he sent the apostles to visit the Gentiles—* After this, Christ says, ‘1
will return and I will build again the tabernacle of David that is fallen down;
and I will build again the ruins thereof and I will set it up.”” There you have a
setting up, and there you bave the very words ‘“set it up.” What for? That
the residue of men might seek after the Lord and all the Gentiles, or all the
nations, upon whom my name is called. So if you want to know when Christ will
take the throne of his father David you have it there, after the times of the Gen-
tiles, not before he died.

In addition to this we have it declared that when the Son of man shall come
there is to be a restitution of all things. Peter asks the question, ‘*Behold we
bave forsaken all and followed thee; what shall we have therefore? And Jesus
said unto them, **Verily I say unto you, that ye which have followed me, in the
regeneration when the Son of man shall sit on the throne of his glory, ye also
shall sit on twelve thrones, judging”—judging what? Judging the twelve tribes
of Israel. When? At the time of the regeneration when the Son of man
shall sit on the throne of his glory. When shall the Son of man sit on the throne
of his glory? In Matt. xxv: 31 we have the answer: “ When the Son of man shall
come in his glory and all the hdly angels with him, then shall he sit on the throne
of his glory. Now my friend says that he sat on the throne of his glory nineteen
hundred years at least before this. The Saviour says you cannot rule the twelve
tribes of Israel until the Son of man is on the throne of his glory, and the Son of
man is not going to take the throne of his glory until he comes and all the holy
angels with him, and it is not until then that he says, “Come ye blessed of my
Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world.”
This takes you down to the eud of the times of the Gentiles: After this, I will
return, and I will build my father David’s throne, of which it is said in the days
of Zedekiah, *‘I will overturn, overturn, overturn it, and it shall be no more until
he come whose right it is and [ will give it him.” Now my friend quoted this
verse and applied it to the first coming and said that the throne of David was
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established in the first century of the Christian- era. If so you ought to find it
on Mount Zion now and the King reigning there. Another propbecy my friend
quoted was, ‘““And it shall come to pass in the last days that the mountain of the
Lord’s house shall be establisbed in the top of the mountains and it shall be
exalted above the hills and many people shall flow unto it. And many people
shall come and say, Come and let us go up the mountain of the Lord, and to the
house of the God of Jacob; and he will teach us of his ways and we will walk in
his paths, for the law shall go forth from Zion and the word of the Lord from
Jerusalem.” Did that take place in the first century? Let ussee. Let us get
the rest of it. “And he shall judge among many people, and rebuke strong
nations afar off; and they shall beat their swords into plowshares and their spears
into pruning-hooks; nation shall not lift up sword against nation, neither shall

they learn war any more.” Did that follow the establishment of the church at
the first coming of Christ? |Zime called.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—SECOND SESSION.
(Mr. Hall's First Speech of One-half Hour.)

BRETHREN MODERATORS, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN :—The first thing I
wish to call your attention to in beginning the discussion this afternoon is the
matter of the reference to the previous arrangement for a debate between myself
and Brother Williams, July, 1890, at Beebranch, Arkansaw. I intimated to you
this morning that I was disappointed in that arrangement for the debate and
that I had been hoping that the time would come when hope deferred would ulti-
mately be realized, and that it was now being realized. My brother announces
that he never had any arrangements for a debate with me in Arkansaw in 1890
or any other time and that my statement was an incorrect statement. This
statement had already been published and denied in Brother Williams’ paper and
a good many people who read that paper had an idea that I had told a false-
hood about it. I mentioned it this morning on purpose that the facts in the case
might be brought out in the presence of Brother Williams and the people. I had
no direet correspondence with Brother Williams in reference to that debate
I did have a correspondence with Brother Ford at Beebranch, Ark., who through
correspondence with Christadelphians at Beebranch arranged for a debate, sub-
mitted the proposition and notified me that Brother Williams had been selected.
Now I hold in my hands some affidavits. I am not willing you should take my
bare testimony. (Here Mr. Hall produced several affidavits to the effect that
some of the Baptist papers and several Baptists had reported that a debate had
been arranged at that time and place, and after some further explanatory remarks
on that subject he proceeded to the discussion of the proposition.)

Now we come to an examination of the subject. I do not know just how
these two speeches you heard this morning struck you, but they struck me this
way, if an unbeliever had been present and had heard both sides, he would have
said that either Hall has made the Bible out false or Mr. Williams has made it
out false; they both proved their propositions by the Bible, and their propositions
contradict each other. The only ground on which he could deny that such was
the case, it may, Brother Williams, be a bare possibility that it happens that the
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proposition contradicts some of your interpretations of the Seriptures, and in that
case no great harm would be done. I want to call attention to some of the points
made by the brother. In the first place I turn to the New Testament. When I
set my stakes, or I allowed the Holy Spirit to do so, I took His guidance, I let
Him point me to the places where the prophets foretold the things that should
come to pass; I turned to the places where I had a right to expect the fulfillment
of these prophecies. I found where John the Baptist quoted the very words of
the prophets and declared that these words were then fulfilled. Here is the
kingdom; it has come. The prophets predicted it; John the Baptist declared it;
Christ said it; the apostles preached it; here it is and I believe it. My brother
comes to me and says, ‘“‘Here, you are making a great mistake in all that because
‘that simply means the preaching of the kingdom, not the presence of it, the
preaching of it, not the thing itself.” And he gave this illustration: yon undertake
to build an electric railroad from Zion to Henderson. You outline your plans
and arrange your monopolies and you send out men to promote the scheme and
men are called to take stock in it. And then they persecute these preachers;
that is taking the railroad by violence. So John and Christ just preached about
the kingdom and sent out the aposties to preach about it; and they took the
preachers and treated them badly and that was taking the kingdom aud treating
it badly. This was his illustration and I rather like it. Illustrations usually
have two edges; they cut both ways. Granting the force of the illustrations;
here is the announcement of the coming of a railroad, and preachers are sent out
to call people to come and take stock in it, and that is the last of it: the whole
thing is a failure. How will that apply to the kingdom? John the Baptist was
sent to call the people to take stock in a plan for a kingdom. He was sent to
announce to the people that the kingdom of heaven was at hand. Repent, I have
got the bonds, I want your signatures. The kingdom is at hand and T am here
preaching the way to enter it. Carrying out the illustration, they treated the
kingdom with violence. They treated John the Baptist with considerable vio-
lence when they took off his head. By and by Jesuscame. He did not say I am
come to tell you there is going to be a kingdom of heaven, but he said, ““*As
sure as I cast out devils by the finger of God, without a doubt the kingdom of
God is come nigh unto you, and I am here to tell you it has come.” Instead of
coming to tell you about a kingdom that was coming, the thing is already
constructed, the plan is completed, the tracks are laid, the train is in motion, are
you on board ? He looked into the faces of the Pharisees and said, ““The Pub-
licans and harlots go into the kingdom before you. Some are entering the king-
dom and some will not go in. Jesus said so.

There is another thing about that illustration: when these men came to
anpounce the railroad, that the time was fulfilled, the kingdom of heaven is at
hand, the railroad is built, you say they were just chimerical expressions; there
isn’t any railroad in it,and all these expressions are just as unreal as if we should
say that a railroad had been built and some men had been riding on it and others
would not ride when there had not been a solitary foot of land leveled off and not
a rail had been laid. Then these expressions would be falsehoods. Jesus Christ
came saying the kingdom of heaven was at hand and men were taking it with
violence and without doubt the kingdom of God had come, and yet there wasn’t
a thing in it. 'Then I would like to know what part of the Scriptures we would
be allowed to believe and accept as true.
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Ther isanother point the brother referred to in this place. The kingdom
of heaven is at hand, and the poor are in the kingdom. Yours is the kingdom.
Jesus said this at the beginning of his ministry, and yet away out beyond at the
end of that ministry there was 4 man by the name of Joseph of Arimathea wait-
ing for the kingdom of God. - He said that if the kingdom had been really estab-
lished then Joseph could not have been waiting for it. You fall into confusion
for lack of discrimination. If the brother had made a note of the different king-

doms spoken of, to which I called attention in my first speech, he would not have
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account of the disobedience of Solomon, when there was not in all the land any
priest to offer sacrifices at the altar, yet there had been a promise that the king-
dom should be restored and the Jews were looking for the fulfillment of that
promise at the coming of their Messiah. With this thought in mind there is no
confusion for Joseph who was a Jew to wait for the kingdom, for he was waiting
for the restoration of the Jewish kingdom, which he understood to be the king-
dom of God. He had not yet appreciated the fact that Jesus Christ must first
inaugurate a kingdom that must suffer violence and the violent take it by force.
My brother is as badly confused on the subject as was Joseph of Arimathea, but
there is at least one point of difference between them in favor of Joseph; if
Joseph had had the same idea that he has about the kingdom he would not bave
been waiting for it away back there.

Then that expression about the kingdom being at hand. John said it was at
hand and Jesus said it was at hand; can both be true when they were not speak-
ing at the same date? John represents the material being prepared and Jesus
represents the kingdom having come, a king having charge of the prepared
material, and others having the keys of the kingdom to open the door to the
kingdom. See, he says, we find how that is to be done, and he tells us that if we
add to our faith virtue, and to virtue knowledge, and to knowledge temperance,
and to temperance patience, and to patience godliness, and to godliness brotherly
kindness, and to brotherly kindness charity, we will have our lives preserved and
an abundant entrance shall be ministered to us into his everlasting kingdom.
He says that shows the time when the kingdom is to be opened. No it don’t, it
shows the time when the everlasting state of glory is reached. The kingdom
was to be set up by Christ and Peter was given the keys with which to open the
doors of the kingdom or Cburch. There is coming a time when this church
which began as a little stone cut out of the mountain without hands, like a little
leaven hid in three measures of meal, like a grain of mustard seed—the time is
coming when the kingdom will manifest itself in power like it did when Christ
and Moses and Elijah appeared in their glorified characters, and it is that ever-
lasting glorified state of which Peter speaks and into which those who are faith-
ful shall have an abundant entrance.

Then he referred to what the apostle said about Christ judging the quick and
the dead at bis appearing and kingdom, but Paul doesn’t even hint at the idea
that when he comes in judgment it is toset up a kingdom. When he comes in his
glory it will not be to set up a kingdom, but it shall be the trinumphant manifesta-
tion of a kingdom already set up.

Then he quoted from Matthew about when the Son of man shall come in his
glory and before bim shall be gathered all nations, and he separates the good
from the bad and says to those on his right hand, “Inherit the kingdom”—that I
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am going to set up? Did he say, inherit the kingdom about to be set up, or
inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world? Pre-
pared when? Away back through all the past ages, and now come and see it in
its glorious triumph. I am coming to manifest a triumphant kingdom, but not
to set up a kingdom.

Then be came to the parable of the nobleman, sometimes called the parable
of the talents. A nobleman went into a far country to receive for bimself a
kingdom and to return. Here is an intimation of the fact that the kingdom
could not have already been given to Christ. There is a state of the kingdom
which has not yet come. God has promised it to his Son. That is the state in
which the kingdom will rule over all. It is now in conflict with the things of
this life. It is now engaged in warfare. It is the church militant. It isthe
time of the upbuilding of the empire of the cross, but there is coming a time when
Christ shall no more be presented to the world as the suffering vietim of the cross,
but when all his enemies shall see him crowned with divine power. That state of
the kingdom he went away to receive and is to return with it, but not to set it
up. Before be gets back here he has got his kingdom and is reigning in glory
with it.

Let us see further if Christ does not show that the kingdom is already here.
I appoint unto you a kingdom as my Father has appointed unto me, that ye may
eat and drink at my table in my kingdom”-—Luke xxii: 29, 30. Here the promise
is that they shall eat and drink at his table in his kingdom. Where is this
fulfilled ? In connection with the Lord’s supper. Have we eaten at his table?
Yes, then it is in the kingdom that Christ has appointed, just as he also is to
receive a kingdom.

He refers to the expression in Matt. x: 34, and says that the kingdom of
Christ is to be a kingdom of peace, while I represent it to be a kingdom of war.
When the introduction of the gospel came, did it bring peace? No; have you
had wars and rumors of wars since that time? Yes; then the kingdom has failed,
for it is represented to be a kingdom of peace, and we have not had any peace
yet. The kingdom that the Lord Jesus established was on the principle of peace.
It was to gain the power among men by peaceable means. It wastobring peace
to everybody. = Jesus said, ‘‘Peace I leave with you, my peace I give unto you.”
He said unto his disciples, **In thé world ye shall have tribulations but in me ye
shall have peace.” The declaration of the apostle Paul is, “Therefore being
justified through our Lord Jesus Christ, we have peace with God.” The king-
dom of Christ was to be a kingdom of peace to those who accept of Christ, but it
was to be a kingdom of war to all that would be opposed to Christ. The very
connections that the brother read, “I came not to send peace, but a sword;” I came
for the purpose of overthrowing war and establishing peace by the power of the
truth. I would like to ask whether my brother believes that the kingdom is to
be established without conflict. From the statement made this morning that the
kingdom is to be ultimately established on the return of Christ, he quoted Daniel
on that subject and he says that it is to break in pieces and consume all these
other kingdoms. That is what that kingdom of peace is to do.
the last enemy is destroyed.

The brother says that I am the first man he ever met who said that there was
any division in the Roman empire at the time of Christ. This is a history of the
world by Ridpath (produces book). In volume I. page 814 we read, “The world

It is war until
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Was divided into two parts, the East and the West. Antonins took the former,
and Octavianus the latter; and to make the settlement final, Octavia, the sister
of the Czesar, was married to Antonius. So he and Octavianus then went to
Rome, and the pacification was properly celebrated with games and festivals.”
This was thirty-eight years before Christ. Let uslook a little farther: On page
824 he says, “*The home districts, however, of the empire, under the name of
senatorial provinces were allowed to remain under control of that body from
which they derived their name; while the outlying regions, known as imperial
provinces, fell to the exclusive government of the emperor. Into the former
divisions of the state proconsuls were sent a governor after the old republican
method, while to the latter executive officers were assigned by the appointment
of the Caesar.” Here are distinct divisions of the Roman empire, and while they
were agreed just as the legs of a man are agreed in the body of a man—Daniel
pever represented the legs as being in conflict. The toes on a foot are not in
conflict, bnt they are in a state of division. [Time calléd.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—SECOND SESSSION.
(Mr. Williams® First Half Hour Speech).

GENTLEMEN, MODERATORS, AND FRIENDS :

I will reply first of all to what our friend has just said. I would like to have
him state before this audience whether he believes that the rupture between the
emperor and the senate referred to is known in history as a division of the Roman
empire in two parts, eastern and western Rome. I would like to bave him
show where Rome was divided into ten kingdoms. It is not a question between
the emperor and the senate; there were always disputes of kings and emperors of
that kind, but when you take Gibbon’s history there you have a division of the
Roman empire into eastern and western Rome, and then its division into ten dif-
ferent kingdoms, and after that there arose another king represented in Daniel
in the sevénth chapter by a horn having eyes and a mouth, speaking great words
of blasphemy, changing times and laws, and the saints were given into its hands
for a time, times, and the dividing of time, and not until after this does the time
come for the saints to possess the kingdom. Then what does Daniel say about
that kingdom? Does he say it is a little insignificant church, that would suffer
violence? What does he say about the kingdom that shall be established in the
hands of the saints when the time comes for the saints to possess the kingdom?
This is what he says: *“*And the kingdom and dominion and the greainess of the
kingdom under the whole heaven shalt be given to the people of the saints of the
Most High, whose kingdom is an everlasting kingdom and all dominions sball
serve and obey him.” So that the kingdom that is to be given to the saints of the
Most High is one that is to be an everlasting kingdom in all the earth and all
dominions in the earth at that time are to be subjected to Christ. He is repre-
sented as the Ancient of days and he comes in his power and glory as described
in the seventh chapter of the book of Daniel, verses 13, 14.

Now in regard to the question of the ten toes: Our friend says they were
not in conflict one with another; he has overlooked the statement of the prophet
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who declares that the iron shall be mixed with miry elay and that the kingdom
shall be partly strong and partly broken; that is, the intermingling of clay with the
iron means that the empire shall contain both the strength of the iron mingled
with the weakness of clay. It shall be broken up and divided into pieces repre-
sented by the toes of the image. And this took place by the various invasions of
the northern hordes who, long after Cbrist’s personal ministry, intermingled
themselves with the Roman people. In this we have the introduction of the clay
into the iron and the weakening of the empire, and the consquence is we
have what Gibbon calls the ‘decline of the Roman empire.” Henever dreamed
of writing about the decline of the Roman empire before Christ appeared in his
ministry, but that decline took place after Christ went to beaven and the divided
condition of Europe today is proof of that declension. 7Then it is that the stone
shall smite the image on its feet and break it to powder and the stone then
becomes a great mouuntain and fills the whole earth. Daniel’s interpretation is
that in the days of these kings—after the subdivision of the Roman empire and the
intermingling of the clay element with the iron—in the days of these kings shall
the God -of heaven set up a kingdom. Where shall he set it up? On the whole
earth. Not that he sets up a little insignificant Baptist church in the first cen-
tury. That did not fill the whole earth and has not filled it yet, but wars and
rumors of wars were predicted and shall continue until this state of things
shall cease, and then the kingdom shall be set up.

Now our friend has called attention to the portion of scripture in Luke xxii:
39: “I appoint unto you a kingdom as my Father has appointed unto me a king-
dom, that ye may eat and drink at my table in my kingdom and sit on thrones
judging the twelve tribes of Israel.” My friend would have us believe that the
kingdom was then set up and that they were there sitting down in the kingdom,
and the kingdom had been in existence from the beginning of Christ’s ministry;
and yet it is said right here, “I «ppoint unto you akingdom,” and Jesus says this
just previous to his death. If the kingdow had been set up three and a half years
before—our friend has not yet fixed the exact date—why does Christ say at this
time, * I appoint unto you a kingdom?” “Even as my Father has appointed unto
me a kingdom—not given to me yet, not actually set up, but he has appointed it
to me, so that when the appointed kingdom is set up what will take place? “That
ye may eat and drink at my table in my kingdom and sit.on twelve thrones judging
the twelve tribes of Israel.” Now then had the disciples been ruling the twelve
tribes of Israel? Has the church been ruling the twelve tribes? Did the apos-
tles sit on twelve thrones and rule over the twelve tribes of Israel? My friend
knows very well that the twelve tribes are a scattered people today. He knows
that the twelve apostles never ruled over them, that the twelve apostles died, and
yet it says that when the kingdom is given to the saints it “shall not be left to
other people.” Suppose now that the kingdom was givea to the apostles and dis-
ciples of the Lord; they ali died: then who took the kingdom? “Other people.”
I suppose my friend thinks he is one of the officers in the kingdom today. When
he dies he will bave to leave it to others—in the Baptist church!! But when this
kingdom is giver to the apostles and to all the saints, it is given to them in the
immortal state, and no death shall overtake them for “flesh and blood cannot
inherit the kingdom of God*’--1. Cor. xv:50. All the churches of Christ are made
up of flesh. and blood men and women; but when flesh and blood is changed to
immortality, when the apostles and saints are raised from the dead, then they are



THE HALL-WILLIAMS DEBATE. 37

to be immortal and the kingdom is given into their hands and it shall never be
left to other people, becanse their lives shall last as long as the kingdom, and that
shall never end. ]

But perhaps my friend has overlonked a point; possibly he has failed to **dis-
criminate” in reading this portion. Let us go back a little and see- In the same
chapter, seventh verse, we read thatthey were assembled in an npper room where
they were partaking of the passover—Why, I am astonished to think that a man
can imagine that those few, poor disciples assembled in that upper room to partake
of the passover constituted the kingdom of God! But what does the Saviour say
about it on that very occasion? *“For I sayunto you, I will not any more eat thereof
until it be fulfilled in the kingdom of God.” Now my friend says that the kingdom
of God was there already, but the Saviour shows that we break bread aund drink
the wine to “show forth his death until ye come.” There he says, “*I will not drink
of the fruit of the vine until the kingdom of God shall come.” - When shall that
kingdom af God come? He tells us it shall come when these things shall have
their fulfillment; then you, my twelve apostles, shall sit upon twelve thrones rul-
ing the twelve tribes of Israel; and that, he says. will be “in the regeneration
when the Son of man shall sit upon the throne of his glory”—Matt. xix: 18,

Now my friend seems to ridicule the idea of entering into a kingdom before
the kingdom is set up, and yet there were hundreds of men entered into the
enterprise of the great Union Pacific Railroad before it was built. Suppose we
were now back to the time when the message was sent through the length and
breadth of the land that we were going to have a great railway from the east Lo
the west, and when the heralds of the enterprise were talking of it, you should
ask them, “ What do you mean by the Union Pacific Railroad? There isuo Union
Pacific Railroad.” Oh, yes there is, they would say—not actually, but as a plan.
You ask how that plan is getting along. and they reply that men are ““pressing”’
into it by the hundreds. Pressing into what?® Why into this enterprise of the
Union Pacific Railroad. Aund yet this is before there is actually aay Uuiun Pacitc
Railroad in existence as a reality. So you must have men interested in any
enterprise before it becomes an established fact. Then when you see the
trains rushing from the east to the west there you have the fulfillment of the
enterprise, and the men who believed in it and worked for it before it was in
existence now become partakers in its realization when that which was at first
but a plan has become a reality. So the kingdom of God has been heralded to a
Jost world. God bas sentout the good news that he is going ere long to establish
a kingdom on earth that will break in pieces the kingdoms of men. When he
sends out his messengers how is the kingdom of God received®? Men are **press-
ing into it.” They believe in it, they hope for its realization, and when the time
comes to realize their bope then Peter says they shall have an abnndant entrance
into that kingdom.

My friend struck on this verse : “Come. ye blessed of my Father, inherit the
kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world.” Has he forgotten
that his proposition is that the kiugdom was set up during the personal ministry
of Christ? If the preparation of it from the foundation of the world was the set-
ting up of the kingdom, then it was set up long before the personal ministry of
Christ. In what sense was it prepared before the foundation of the world? It
was prepared in the purpose of God and afterwards heralded to the world and
will be & reality when Chirist shall come to establish it us the kingdow aud wheg
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all men shall ascribe ‘‘glory to God in the highest” because there is peace on
earth. This is why my friend ought to pray *Thy kingdom come.” It seems he
has just as many kingdoms as his convenience would call for. Sometimes he
says he is talking about the kingdom of Israel, sOmetimes about the kingdom of
God—how many kingdoms of God do we have in the gospel? We have one
faith, one hope, one gospel, aad that gospel has refereace to the kingdom that God
is to set up. We go back to the beginning and we find that God redeemed Israel
out of the land of Ezypt and took them into the land of promise and after a little
while he gave them David as their king and David reigned over the twelve tribes
of Israel. Inspeaking of this kingdom David says, “Of all my sons, for God has
given me many sons, he has chosen Solomon my son to sit on the throne of
the kingdom of the Lord over Israel.” There you have an account of the establish-
ment of the kingdom of the Lord. God selected the territory, he redeemed the
people, hie gave them a king. You have all the elements that enter into a king-
dom. What became of that kingdom? In the davsof Zedekiah it is said, **Thou
profane and wicked prince of Israel whose day is come when iniquity shall have
an end. Take off the crown, remove the diadem, this shall not be the same.
I will overturn, overturn, overturn it, and it shall be no more UNTIL he comes
whose right it is and Iwill giveit him"—Ezek. xxi: 25-27. The last overturn was in
A. D. 70 when Jerusalem, the metropolis of that kingdom was desolated by Titus,
and the prophet adds that from the last overturn,*It shaill be no more until”
—when? “Untll he ccme whose right it is.” Who is that? We read, “After
this I will return, and biild again the tabernacle of David that is fallen down, and 1
will raise up the ruins that the residue of men might seek after the Lord and all
the Gentiles upon whom my name is called "—Acts xv: 16,17. Here we have
the time of the establishment of that kingdom.

Now let us go back to the prophecy of Isaiah for a few minutes. My friend
seems to think—I judge by the way he applies this passage—that because a
prophecy reads right along that the events succeed each other. On one occasion
the Saviour quotes from Isaiah and there gives us a specimen of *'rightly dividing
the word of trith.” You remember how he quoted, “The spirit of the Lord is
upon me, because he hath ancinted me to preach the gospel to the poor; he hath
sent me to heal the broken-hearted, to preach deliverance to the captives and the
recovering of sight to the blind, to set at liberty them that are bruised, to preach
the acceptable year of the Lord, and he closed the book and he gave it again to
the minister and sat down. And he began to say unto them, This day is this
Scripture fulfilled in your ears”—Luke iv: 18-20. If you go back to the propbecy in
Isa. Ixi, you will find that the very next word that follows where he left off is the
conjunction “and.” so that he stopped in the very middle of a sentence. How
do you account for this? Because if he had read further along he could not have
said, “This day is this Scripture fulfilled in your ears” for the next words are
“and the year of vengeance of our God”—a matter that pertains to the second
coming of Christ. Therefore he cut the prophecy right in two and applied one
portion to the first comiing and the second part to the second coming. Let us
apply this principle to a prophecy my friend quoted from the same prophet—*For
unto us a child is born, a son is given: and the government shall be upon his
shoulder, and his name shall be called Wondertul Counsellor, the Mighty God,
the Everlasting Father, the Prince of Peace, of the increase of his government
and peace there shall be no end, upon the throne of David and upon his King
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dom.” Where shall we flnd the “discrimination” here? Christ was born, the
fon was given, but the governinent is not yet upon his shoulder. He is to be the
Prince of Peace, but be says, *“I am not come now to bring peace, but a sword;”
I will come, howeyer, to make bare the holy arm of Jehovah, in the eyes of all
nation. Now we must take the prophecy io the light of other seriptures. When
will he come as a Prince of Peace to execute judgment and righteousness upon
the throne of David? OQur friend says that Christ took the throne of David
eighteen hundred years ago, yet the very verses he quotes in Luke i: 32, 83 are
against him. “Thou shalt conceive and bring forth a son, and the Lord God
shall give unto him the throne of hLis father David and he shall reign over”—the
church?—Is that it? Let my friend look to the testimony. ‘‘He shall reign over
the house of Jucob forever.” Now who is the house of Jacob? Everybody will say
the twelve tribes of Israel, and the throne of David is to be given to Christ that
he may reign over the house of Jacob. He came to the house of Jacob, ‘‘he came
to his own and his own received him not”—John i: 11; and the result was that
they were “led away captiveinto all nations”—Luke xxi: 24. Taerefore the time
when Christ is to take the throne of his father David and reign over the house of
Jacob is at his second coming, not at his first, “and then of his kingdom’’—uot his
church—*there shall be no end.” Therefore we say that the church is only a
preparatory system, preparing ns for the kingdom of God. **Hearken, my beloved
brethren,” says James, you who constitute the church, “hath not God chosen the
poor of this world, rich in faith and heirs’>—not possessors—*‘of the kingdom
which he hath promised #’—James ii: 5. You are now in the church but not in
the kingdom. As long as you are in the church you have to pass through tribula-
tion; when you have entered the kingdom you have passed out of tribulation.
God hath appointed you a kingdom, and when that appointment is carried out then
you will enter into the everlasting kingdom.

My friend referred to the parable of the nobleman, What is it Jesus endeav-
ored to show by this parable?” They thought that the kingdom would immedi-
diately appear,” therefore he spoke this parable unto them to show that it would
not immediately appear. Why should Joseph of Arimaethea wait for the king-
dom of God if that would not come for eighteen hundred years? our friend asks.
T ask you to turn and read of the Corinthians and others who were waiting for
the coming of the Lord. Eighteen hundred years have passed and he has not come
vet. We do not suppose that Joseph knew that the kingdom was eighteen hun.
dred years distant, but however that may be, it stands there that after Christ
was dead, Joseph was waiting for the kingdom of God.

The thief on the cross knew the truth on this question. He said, “Lord,
remember me when thou comest into thy kingdom.” Before that kingdom for which
they were waiting should be an established fact he must go into heaven and
receive from the Father the title deeds, and when he had received the kingdom
he would return and call his servants fogether.

Now before my time isup I want t6 say a word about this debate question. You
have noticed carefully what Mr. Hall has said. If he had sent me those papers
I would have believed every word they say. But here is where the point is: It
has bgen said that I failed to keep the appointment in this debate because of an
accident that happened to me, whereas I never knew a word about any arrange-
ment having been made. Now so far as this man Ford is concerned, he was not
the man to arrange for a debate at Beebranch; it should have been made by
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brother Lively, or brother Martin, or brother Coleman or brother Walsh, What-
ever this “brother Ford” may have done I was absolutely ignorant of, and if I
had made the arrangement and the accident had not overtaken me I would surely
have gone. But Mr. Hall is not to blame in this case and I will ask you to exon-
erate me also from all blame.

[Time called.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—SECOND SESSION.

(Mr. Hall’s second half hour for either a speech or fifteen minutes to question and fif-
teen minutes speech.)

BRETHREN, MODERATORS, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN:—I have no doubt that
everybody present has been able to discern one fact that is quite prominent in
this debate: that is that my brother says comparatively, I may say almost abso-
lutely, no attention to the line of Scriptures I quoted this morning by the way of
argument. There were in the neighborhood of twenty-five or thirty passages
which I quoted which have not as yet received passing notice. Instead of this
my brother undertakes to make an affirmative out of his negative, endeavoring to
establish the idea that there is to be a kingdom which is to be set up on the return
of the Saviour to this world. I believe at the return of Christ there will be a
millennium—a glorious reign of Christ in literal, personal presence among men,
that the people of Israel will be restored to their land, and that they will not be
removed any more. 1 believe that the promise made to Solomon will be literally
and actually fulfilled, but I do not believe that that is the setting up or the inaugu-
ration of the kingdom; and there is not a solitary passage from Genesis to Reve-
lation that says this is the case. If the brother will read one I will confess
myself mistaken on the subject.

1t is not worth while to darken counsel by words. So far as he has expressed
himself and so far as the passages he quotes are concerned, I believe every one of
them. That there is to be a return of the Lord in glory and judgment, coming in
trinmph to his people, to assert his rightful sway as the Lord of the earth, in
universal empire, I believe, but it will be the consummation of that struggling
kingdom that is already organized; it will not be the constitution of a new one,
but the trinmph of the old. It will not be the setting up of what never had an
existence, but the manifestation of what has long been prepared. Jesus Christ
told us, to which I have called your attention many times, and to which the
brother has not paid any attention, that the kingdom would increase and grow,
that it would have a small beginning, but that *“of the increase of his government
and peace there should be no end.” Daniel declares that it was to be as a stone
that would grow and enlarge and fill the whole earth. Is not that beginning
small? Jesus calls it a mustard seed, which Js the least of all seeds, and yet it
grows until it gets to be a tree the largest upon earth. What is it that is like a
mustard seed ? The kingdom of heaven. Who said that ¥ Jesus Christ said it.
I say therefore in the illustration of the kingdom which the word of the Lord
gives, it has a small beginning, it is a little flock: it is ultimately to triumpb.
All those passages the brother has given to us twice, and it is not needful to track



THE HALL-WILLIAMS DEBATE. 41

him over the same ground again and again, when the same thoughts were pre-
sented by him again and again.

He speaks of the introduction of the millennial reign, when Christ comes to
be glorified among his people, and the kingdom shall be given to the saints of the
Most High in its everiasting trinmph. I believe it; Baptists believe it. God’s
word teaches it; hut God’s word also teaches that the kingdom had its beginning
in the days of Christ. Christ said that without doubt the kingdom of God is
come onto you, is in your midst; it is not of this world, it is not 2 material king-
dom, but is the glorious kingdom of Cbrist reigning in your heart, working out in
the life, controlling in your fellowship, taking its place visibly and outwardly in
church organization, until it becomes the reign of Christ.

The brother says I have got too many kingdoms, but I have only the number
the Bible gives—the universal reign of God; the kingdom of the Jews,the king-
dom of heaven, and the millennial reign of Christ. T have got just as many asthe
book has. My brother has untertaken to set upanother that the book does not give.

I want you to know that **Brother Hall’’ does pray.the Lord’s prayer. What
does the Lord’s prayer say? *“QOur Father which art in heaven, hallowed be thy
name.” To whom is this prayer addressed? To our Father in heaven. And
what is the next petition? ‘*‘7hy kingdom come.” Do I pray for Christ’s king-
dom to come? It is bere already. Christ never told his disciples to pray for his
kingdomw to come, but for the Fuather's kingdom to come. Turn to the fifteenth
chapter of first Corinthians where it says that Christ must reign till he hath put
all enemies under his feet, and the last enemy is death; and when death, the last
enemy, is destroyed then he shall deliver up the kingdom to God the Father.
What kingdom is that ¥  The Father’s kingdom. *Thy kingdom come.” Thy?
That his *will may be done in earth as it is in heaven.”? That is the glorified
reign that shall give all things into the hands of God. The very time you say
Christ is to set up a kingdom is the time when Christ says he will give it up and
will not have any,

The brother called attention to the reference 1 made to eating and drinking
in the kingdom. He said there was one passage in that connection that I over-
looked, when they were in that upper room, and Christ said he would not drink
any more of the fruit of the vine until these things were fulfilled in the kingdom
of God. What things? The things that the ordinance represented. It repre-
sents ‘‘my body broken,” ‘‘my blood shed;” it represents the atonement, the
accomplishment of God’s plan in the redemption. “I will not any more drink of
the fruit of the vine until these things are fulfilled in the kingdom of God.” My
brother ought to make it read, Until they sball be fulfilled to get the kingdom
ready. He will never bave a cbance to commune with the Lord untilin the
kingdom, when these things shall be accomplished, and that will be too late.

My Lrother is death on railroads. The entire line of argument I presented
this forenoon be answered by a railroad from here to Henderson. This after-
noon he lengthens it out to reach to San Francisco, but he says that this Pacific
railroad was on precisely the same line as the other: that is, it had men who went
ount preaching the doctrines of that railroad. I would just as soon accept the
idea of a big railroad ag a little one, and I say, your idea is correct; your illus-
tration is a good one. They did send out men to preach the kingdom. But if you
should never build the railroad, wouldn't the thing be a fraud? Surely it would.
Johu the Baptist came and said, “The kingdom of heaven is at hand; T am here
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to tell you. Do not say we have already got stock in the kingdom, we are Jews

and the seed of Abraham. Repent, you have got to show new fruit to get into
this thing.”

13
Jobn came and said, “I am making ready a people prepared for the

Lord, preparing for the building of tbe track. The thing is going to rup, it is
going to carry passengers. Jesus Christ came and what did he say? We are
making a people ready? No. When we got through with John the Baptist we got
through ma.;mg a peopm ready; the people were made ready, the raterial was
prepared. Did Jesus Christ make a kingdom of it? Hedid. Did anybody enter that
kingdom? Jesus said, “The publicans and harlots went in.”” Jesus said, ‘“The
law and the prophets were until John; since then the kingdom of heaven is
preached and every man presseth into it.”” john preached it and Christ came and
said, “Without doubt the kingdom of God is with you, won’t you get aboard,
take passage,

Well, that question of the kingdom being prepared from the foundation of
the world, which my brother says is different from my proposition. My propo-
sition says that the kingdom was set up in-the days of Christ, -but if it is too late
for us, then it is too late for you. You are farther behind than 1 am. Nineteen
hundred years at least have gone, and there may be nineteen hundred years yet.
I have got that much the start. The kingdom prepared from the foundation of
the world was the kingdom which Christ inangurated, which he set up in the
time of his ministry. The work was accomplished, the time was fulfilled, get on
board the train, the railroad is built and is in operation, the thing is here. the
kingdom which was prepared and ordained of God from the foundation of the
world is now fulfilled in my ministry and we are here.

Simeon said that the Lord had visited the Gentiles to take out of them a
people for his name. *After this.” he declares, **1 will return and will build
again the tabernacle of David that is fallen down, and will build again the ruins
thereof, and I will set it up.” Ah, my brother has found a “set it up.” *“Bro.
Hall could not find a‘set it up’ though he has it in his proposition.” The brother
forgot that I did find it. I found where Christ chose the twelve disciples, whom
he also called apostles, and then I turned to where Paul says that God has *‘set in”
the church first apostles. Paul’s ‘‘set in” is Daniel’s “set up.” Both have the
‘‘set” in it, and the brother has got the ‘‘set” here; let us see what it says: I
will build again the tabernacle of David.” Is.tabernacle the same as throne?
What is tabernacle? It is a place of service. It isa recognition of the fact that
they would again become a worshipping people. They had denied God and had
gone away from him, and were to be overthrown, overthrown, overthrown—three

times, my brother says. and the last time was seventy vears after Jerusalem was
destroyed—-—

Mr. Williams (interupting)—

Mr. Hall—Yes; wasn't it ?

Mr. Williams—Seventy years after the birth of Christ when Jerusalem was
destroyed.

Mr. Hall (resuming)—That repetition is merely an emphasis of the prophet’s.
Jesus says,“ Verily, verily, I say unto you,” but he does not expect you to find two
places for the fulfillment of the * verily,” where he repeats it. When God says
“I will overturn, overturn, overturn it;” it is destruction. Overturning is all
it ever got and all it ever will get. Tbhe declaration of the Saviour himself is,
“The law and the prophets were until John, since then the kingdom of heaven is
preached and every man presseth 1nto it.”” “He taketh away the first that he

Seventy years after Jerusalem was destroyed?
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may establish the second.” The thing is done overturned; good gone. God says
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the kingdom Daniel speaks of is to be a universal kingdom that Christ is to set
up. Was it always a universal kingdom? The kingdom Christ sets up will have
abeginning It is as a little stone, and is to grow nutil by and by it fills the
earth. It accomplishes its vu,wly by the conguest of truth, apd it is a victory of
a long series of ages. My brother says that we find in this image iron mixed with
clay—things that could not be united—and it therefore must refer to the decline
and fall of the Roman empire. When Daniel saw this image overthrown it was
not in a declining condition. It bad universal dominion. There is no intimation
in the prophecy of any decline. The kingdom of God was to strike it in its glory
when it was upright on its feet. It was to begin at its feet and to continue until
all these kingdoms were broken to pieces. The kingdom of God is today the
‘most potent barrier which the kingdoms of this world bave. The kingdom of
‘God, so far as it regulates the relations of man to man, is republican. Christ
said that amoug the Gentiles the great ones of earth exercised authority over you
but with you it shall not be so. *“‘Ha that is greatest among you, let him be your
servant.” That very principle is undermining kingdoms, it has dethroned kings,
bas overturned empires, it is making its inroads until the republics of earth are
in the ascendancy. We have not only the republic of America, the republic of
France, the republic of -Switzerland. but we have in England the tendency to the
overturn of the aristocracy. The principles of Christian truth, of freedow and
equality shall utterly overtbrow and consume until there will not be a vestige of
buman tyranny left on earth. The kingdom of Jesus Christ struck the Roman
empire when it was in the zenith of its glory.

These are all the points the brotber called attention to. You will observe
that I have left my line of affirmation; I have turned from my affirmative to fol-
low him. I neverlike tuo go into a debate with a man who will not debate. I
have affirmed a proposition aud proved it. 1 have called upon the brother to
meet it. He has endeavored to overthrow the whole thing by a shiort line of rail-
road; then by a long line of railroad.. rie will find that I am after bim, and I
will stay after him, and if he will not debate with me I will debate with him.

I want to know if Jesus Christ really has a throne. I have found him to be
a king and the brother admits it, and now I want to know about the throne—not
David’s literal throne, but that which is represented by David’s throne as a type.
I will turn to some passages to prove it. Acts ii: 29— ‘Men and brethren, let me
freely speak unto you of the patriarch David, that he is both dead and buried,
and bis sepulcher is with us unto this day. Therefore being a prophet, and know-
ing that God bad sworn with an oath to him that of the fruit of his loins, accord-
ing to the flesh, he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne, he, seeing this
before spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not left iu hell,
neither did his flesh see corruption. This,Jesus hath God raised up, whereof we
all are witnesses. Therefore, being by the right hand of God exalted.” Is he
lifted up? Is he exalted? Peter says he is. ‘““And having received of the Father
the promise of the Holy Ghost, he had shed forth this which ye now see and hear.
For David is not ascended into the heavens: but he saith himsel?, The Lord said
unto my Lord, Sit thou on my right hand until I make thine enemies thy foot-
stool. Therefore, let all the house of Israel know assuredly that God hath made
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that same Jesus whom ye have crucified both Lord and Christ.” Is he Lord?
Is he on the throne? Has God fulfilled His promise? Isit a fact? Ifitis your
claim is gone. If it is not God’s word is mistaken. )

Acts v: 80— ““The God of our fathers raised up Jesus whom ye slew and
havnged on a tree. Him hath God exalted with His right hand to be a Prince and
a Saviour.”” Any more than a Saviour? Yes, a prince. What is that? A man
who has authority. A prince sits on a throne. Itis God’s word says it and Bap-
tists believe it. [Time called.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—SECOND SESSION.

(Mr. Williams® second half hour for either a speech or fifteen minutes to question und
fifteen minutes speech.)

MR. WILLIAMS QUESTIONS MR. HALL.

QUESsTION: In relation to the last text you have quoted; it says there, **This
same Jesus whom ye have crucified hath God made both Lord and Christ,” does
it say there that God hath placed Christ on David’s throne?--ANswgR: No sir.

It simply says that God had made him Lord and Christ?—That is right.

After Jesus had gone, having taken his seat at God’s right band, didn’t he
say this, “To him that overcometh will I grant to sit with me on my throne even
as I also overcame and am set down with my Father on his throne?—That is
right.

Isn’t there adifference here between the Father’s throue and Christ's throne?
—No, sir; same throne.

Whose throne was he on in heaven®—Same throne.

Then why does he say, ‘“When the Son of man shall come in his glory and all
the holy angels with him. then shall he sit upon the throne of his glory”? What
throne is that®—The throne of his glory, the throne he will exhibit hefore the chil-
dren of men.

Is he on this throne of his glory now?—XNot in the presence of men, but in
the presence of the angels.

Take the words as they are: He says “To him that overcometh will I give to-
sit with me on my throne, even as I also overcame and am set down with my
Father in his throne.” That, the last-named, is in heaven, isu’t it? —Yes sir.

There is going to be another throne, “"the throne of his glory,” which he will
give the overcomers to sit on, isn’t there?—I do not see it.

Does he say, “After this,” referring to the times of the Gentiles, I will
return and build again the tabernacle of David that is fallen down?” Is that tab-
ernacle of David rebuilt yet?—No sir.

Will it be when Christ comes?—Yes sir,

What throne was it that went into ruins?—It does not say David’s throne
went into ruins.

Doesn’t it refer to David’s throne in the language of the prophet to Zedekiah
—*I will overturn, etc.?—There isn’t any promise that the throne shall be
raised up.

Tben Christ is not going to receive the throne of his father David?—Yes.

When will that be?--At vhe second coming.
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Then the promise the angel made to Mary was not fulfilled When Christ
was here the first time?--I think so.

Then why do you say it is going to be fulfilled at Christ’s second coming?—

Because there is 1o be a second fulfiliment of it. David's throne representied

authority over the bouse of Israel; when he comes the second time it will also rep-
resent authority over the whole earth.

In the promise made by the angel to Mary, it is said, ‘“The Lord God shall
give unto him the throne of his father David ana be shall reign over the house of
Jacob forever.” Whoconstitute the house of Jacob?—Spiritual people.

It does not say spiritual people, does itP—Not in that place but in others.
Where does it say that the house of Jaeob ig spiritnal?—I do not reeall any
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passage that makes that statement, yet the house of Jacob was the house of the
Jews.

It says “the house of Jacob,” and you do not recall anywbere that it says that
the house of Jacob was spiritual?—Hold on there, we must interpret one passage by
another passage. The house of Jacob is recognized as the people of Israel; the
house of Jacob would be the house of Israel; and Paul says ‘‘they are not all
Israel that are of Israel.” That is spiritual Israel; there is spiritual Jacob.

But when it says that the two sticks shall become one stick in the hand of
the prophet; is that the literal house of Jacob?—Yes; that involves the people of
Israel, all of them.

What house of Jacob was divided into two parts?—The nation of Israel.

Then it says the same national people shall become one nation in the land of
Israel ?—I believe that.

Who is to be their king?—Christ.

‘What throne will he occupy? Will it not be the throne of David ?—Not
literally.

You are quibbling on that. Inasmuch as Christ is to be king of the Jews,
that is, national Israel united into one nation, why do you say there never will
be a literal restoration of the kingdom of Israel P—You misunderstood me; I said
there never would be a restoration of the national kingdom with the laws written
on tables of stone.

You think there will be a restoration of Israel as a nation, but the only
difference will be their laws will not be written on stone?—Thatisone difference.

When do you believe Christ will be king over restored Israel?—At the open-
ing of the millennial age.

Therefore be is not now reigning over the house of Jacob?—Not in that
sepse, but in the sense of being the governor over the spiritual people.

Wasn’t David’s throne overturned?—His literal throne.

‘Will it not be restored?—Not.that literal throne.

Well, if you mean the literal chair, that 4s not in dispute. Now I
want to ask another question; you said awhile ago that you could repeat the
Lord's prayer. Will you tell me the difference between the kingdom of Christ
and the kingdom of God?—Christ exercises personal jurisdiction over his people:
he is their king and they will reign with him and he with them a thousand years;
at which time he delivers the sovereignity into the hands of the Father who
becomes identified with him.

Do you believe that the kingdom of God you pray for is not to come until the
end of the millennial reign?—That is right.



46 THE HALL-WILLIAMS DEBATE.

That being the case, the kingdom of God has not yet come, why then have-
you been quoting this testimony. “The law and the prophets were untfi John,
since then the kingdom of God is preached and every man presseth into it?” Now
you say the kingdom of God bas not come and will not come tiil the end of the
millennial age and yet they were pressing into it >—The expressions, ‘‘kingdom
of God,” “kingdom of heaven,” *‘everlasting kingdom,” are all different expres-
sions representing the personal and present reign of Christ in the sense in which
he is God’s representative. He is doing the will of the Father; God’s will is being
done on earth wherever Christ is obeyed.

In all the earth?—Wherever Christ is obeyed.

Then you think the kingdom of God has come?—In that sense; please mark
the distinction.

As a matter of fact, has the kingdom of God come or not?—In that sense.

I bave been showing that the kingdom of God is yet to come and you have
been trying to show that the kingdom of God is already set up; why then do you
continue to pray, “Thy kingdom come?”—Do you think it necessary for me to
explain that again? The congregation understood it.

In the eighteenth chapter of Matthew, third verse, Jesus set a little child in
the midst of his disciples and said vnto them, ‘“ Except ye be converted and become
as this little child ye cannot enter into the kingdom of God.” If they were in the
kingdom of God then why did he say this to them?—I think the disciples were
here addressed as representatives of their fellowmen. Jesus does not any-
where say of them specifically that they had not been converted, because in John
xv. he tells us that.they were already in him.

In the passage referred to they had been disputing about who should be
greatest in the kingdom of God, and their ‘“‘conversion” was to be from that
high-minded ambition. Except ye be converted from high-mindedness ye canoot
enter into the kingdom of God. Does not this imply that they were not then in
the kingdom of God?—I think not.

They were in the kingdom of God, and yet he threatens that if they were not
converted they should not enter the kingdom?—I think that language is not
applicable to the disciples.

Were they already in the kingdom®—They were.

‘Why then does he thus threaten them that they should not enter the king-
dom?—They represented the whole human family, and man has got to have a
new birth. They were commissioned to repeat his doctrine, to preach it to the
others and the very first thing is a new birth in order to enter the kingdom.

You say they were in the kingdom of God, and Curist says unless they were
converted they could not enter the kKingdom. Now I will ask you another gues-
tion. Jesus said that of all that had béen born of women there had not arisen a
greater than John the Baptist, and yet he said that he that is least in the
kingdom of heaven is greater than John; do you think the Saviour meant by this
that he that is least in the church is greater than John the Baptist?—Yes.

And yet John was the greatest born of women?—Yes; he had greater advan-
tages.

It does not say ‘‘he had greater advantages.” In what sense is the least in
the church greater than the greatest born of women?—He has the privilege of
communion with Christ as his Lord. John wassimply sent to prepare the mate-

rial for the kingdom, and the least of them that were in the kingdom were greater
than he.
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John was never in the kingdom?—No sir.

Were there any of the disciples of Christ that were greater than John?—John
had the advantage of heralding the railroad but not of riding on it.

Is it not a fact that when we enter the kingdom of God, glorified immortals,
that the least there will be incomparably greater than the greatest in the flesh, or
‘this life?—I think so; John will be in that crowd.

Do you not think that was what the Saviour meant, that the least one in the
immortal state will be greater than John was here?—1I think that is more or less
vague.

Very well, then; you think that although the Saviour said that John was the

‘greatest born of women, yet the least disciple in the church is greater than he?—
Yes sir.

Are you satisfied with that answer?—Yes.

T am surprised at your being so easily satisfied?—I think I have surprised
you several times today

il LIINTS WAAY.

It is said that “the kingdom of heaven shall be taken from you and given to
a nation bringing forth the fruits thereof”’—taken from whom?—¥rom the Jews.

Was it the same kingdom of heaven that was taken from the Jews that was
given to the church?—It was the kingdom of heaven you quoted about a little
while ago. that was given to Solomon.

Then the old kingdom of Israel was the kingdom of heaven?—Yes sir. A

Then was this Jewish kingdom taken from the Jews and given to the church?
—In the sense in which the Jews represented God's authority it was taken from
the Jews and given to the church.

Was it this Jewish kingdom that the disciples were looking for?—It was the
glorified state of that kingdom.

I think you said a little while ago that Joseph of Arimathea was looking
for this kingdom?—Yes sir.

Aud that this kingdom was to be taken from the Jews and given to a nation
bringing forth the fruits thereof? [Time called.]

(By mustake of Moderators Mr. Williams had exceeded his fifteen minutes questioning,
and was therefore only entitled to the rest of the half-hour for speech.)

[Mr. Williams—We have fifteen minutes for an address. It isunderstood, of

course, that the questioning is a matter of choice, if the gentleman wishes tp
question me he has the right.

Mr. Hall—I decline to ask any questions when he is in the negative, as I do
not regard a brother in the negative as being in a position to be questioned. I
give him perfect liberty, However, to freely question me.

Mr. Williams—There is no inconsistency whatever in questioning a negative.
If you put a witness on the stand the lawyer will cross-question that witness for
the defense as well as for the plaintiff. This system is the *‘Socratic method”
apd the rule is tha' questions shall be asked on both sides. Inasmuch asthe one
on the negative is not here simply to prove a negative, he is not only on the
negative but on the afirmative. Therefore when my friend complains that I

have gone to the affirmative, it is my righv to show another side, the side I regard
as the better side. You may now count my time.}
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MR. WILLIAMS RESUMES.

I was questioning my friend on John the Baptist, and now let us use a little
common sense here in relation to what the Saviour says. He says that of all that
were born of women none were greater than John. Does he not hounor John the
Baptist in this? Here is one who came in the spirit and power of Elias. Here
is one whom the Saviour regards as equalling any one belonging to the human
race. Now then he adds that he that is least in the kingdom of heaven is greater
than he. Are you willing to believe that the lowest, the least, the most insig-
nificant person who is, ever was, or ever will be in the church is greater than
John the Baptist? If you will simply stop now and reason upon that verse alone
you will see that the kingdom of God is not the church. When the kingdom is
established and the saints respond to the invitation, ‘“Come ye blessed of my
Father, inberit the kingdom prepared for you from the foundation of the world,”
then it is said that the righteous shall shine forth in the lnnodnm The anostle
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speaking of this time, said, **As one star differeth from another in glory,

so also is the resurrection of the dead.”” The prophet Daniel said, At that time
. . . they that be wise shall shine as the brightness of the firmament and they
that turn many to righteousness as the stars forever and ever.” So you see that
the man of the most exalted position here is less than the least there, in the
kingdom of God. What then is the force of the Saviour’s words? The leastin
that glorious kingdom is greater than John the Baptist is now. When comparing
the present with the future, when comparing the present state with the glory
that shall be revealed, the least among the immortals is greater than the greatest
born of women. Therefore he was not talking about the most insignificant mem-
ber of the church and saying that he was greater than John the Baptist, for
surely he would not have said such a thing as that.

Now my friend complains that I have not followed him. I think that I have
followed him sufficiently to show that the portions of scripture he has quoted
appear, superfcially viewed, to contradiet the passages 1 have quoted. We read
that Christ “‘shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom.”
It is at the seventh trumpet that the resurrection of the dead takes place, when
it is said that *‘the kingdoms of this world become the kingdom of our Lord and of
his Christ”—Rev. xi. So it is not until the end of the Gentile times, when Christ
comes the second time, that the kingdom of God will be established on the earth.
And yet we read that the kingdom of God is come nigh you; that the kingdom of
God is preached and every man presseth into it. How can this apparent contra-
diction be explained ? When our friend quoted the text, “The kingdom of
beaven is within you,” he corrected the translation, because, he said, this was
spoken to the scribes and phbarisees who were whited sepulchers, full of rotten-
ness and dead men’s bones. So he said that it should read, “The kingdom of
heaven is among you.” Now as my friend has been saying very much about “In
this sense,” and “in that sense,” let us see in what sense we shall understand
this; be has given us the privilege of considering in what sense we shall under-
stand the words, *Say not, lo here or lo there, for behold the kingdom of God is
among you.” What was among them? If my friend will take the Diaglott
rendering here too he will have this explained—*'The royal Majesty of the heavens
is among you.” At that time they were looking for the coming of the royal
Majesty of the heavens; and the kingdom of Christ was among them, in their
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very midst, in the sense that the King had come. Xing is often used synony-
mously with kingdom. Let me prove this. In the case of Nebuchadnezzar, it is
said, ““Thou art this head of gold . . . And after thee shall arise another
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synonymously. So in that sense there was the kingdom in the germ. .There was
Christ, preaching among them and accepted among them as the kingdom in the
germ.

But my friend has harped upon the parable of the leaven. His proposition
is that the kingdom was set up during the personal ministry of Christ, although
in his last speech he seems willing to admit that it was not until after his resur-
rection, yet he went on to show how men could press into the kindgom before
Christ died. Let us look into this. In what sense did they pressintoit? In the
sense that I have illustrated; not in its established sense, but in its gospel phase.
It is preached for men to receive, for men to believe, for wen to identify them-
selves with, but the very men who identify themselves with it are the ones who
are seeking an entrance into it, They are adding to their faith virtue, and all
the Christian graces enumerated by Peter, “For so an abundant entrance shall be
ministered unto them into his everlasting kingdom, at the time that Christ shall
come to judge them first before they are received into the kingdom.

Now going back to the leaven. The kingdom of heaven is likened unto
leaven which a woman took and hid in three measures of meal. Why do you
place Jeaven ip meal ¥ It is to get bread. When you have put in the leaven,
and raised your dough and kneaded it and placed it in the oven and baked it,
then you have completed your work. So in the process of setting up the king-
dom of God, you must have your loaf before the work is complete. Let the gos-
pel be the leaven, let it be working among those who have the gospel, but you do
not have the loaf of bread until it is complete. When will the leaven find its
completeness in becoming a loaf of bread ? Not until the gospel has taken out a
people for his name, prepared, when Christ comes, to reign with him in his king-
dom. Then that kingdom shall be actually a fact and you will have the loaf of
bread. But my friend gets the loaf of bread too soon. He has the church as one
kingdom; then when Chrsst comes, he has another kingdom. [1'%me called.]

FIRST PROPOSITION—THIRD SESSSIOXN.
(Mr. Huall’s First Half Hour Speech).

BRETHREN MODERATORS, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN:—I trust we all meet
this morning with feelings of profound gratitude to our beavenly Father for his
care over us in the past night and the favorable circumstances surrounding us
today. I am glad to see so many people listening so patiently to what is being
said. It is certainly a compliment to your interest in these matters to find you
willing to sit on these uncomfortable seats for two hours at a time to listen to a
discussion of these great questions. I trust you are eliminating from your minds
anything like prejudice, the result of previous bias, and that you are preparing
yourselves to carefully weigh the arguments abd look into the meaning of the

scriptures that may be presented with a desire to know the truth that the truth
may make you perfectly free.
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The proposition that bas now been debated for a portion of our time has
been read in your hearing: **The Scriptures teach that the kingdom of heaven
was set up during the personal ministry of Christ on earth.” I endeavored to
affirm and prove that proposition in one hour’s speech yesterday forenoon, and I
think I may say without being charged with any misrepresentation in the case that
since that time we have been debating a different proposition. My brother has
been practically in the affirmative since the first speech and I have been practi-
cally in the negative. Hesaw fit to leave the line of argument I presented and
as yet the most of it is untouched, and present before you a line of argument
looking to a future time of setting up a kingdom, and in order to have what
would at least appear to be a debate, I left my affirmative and my line of argu-
ment and went out in pursuit of the brother. 1 have examined every scripture
presented by bim, except one or two he presented in his last fifteen minutes’ talk
yesterday afternoon, to see if there is any intimation of the setting up of 4 king-
dom in the future, and I now boldly announce to you my conclusion that there
has not been presented by the brother one single passage that contains any inti-
mation that the kingdom is to be set up or inaugurated as a distinctly new
organization at the second coming of Christ. Further than that, I have, I think,
impressed upon your minds, at least it is' clearly impressed upon my mind, that
every passage presented by the brother has its direct fulfillment in the introduc-
tion of the millennial age, at which time the present kiugdom that was inaugur-
ated during Christ’s ministry and under his immediate direction as a result of
his first coming, will reach its glorious triumph, that its enemies will be over-
thrown, when the truth will be victorious, when those who have been loyally
fighting the battles of the kingdom here will rejoice in the day of its triumph.
Instead of the inauguration of a new organization it is the consummation of the
designs and purposes that were inaugurated in the beginning of the kingdom of
our Lord Jesus Christ.

Now let me call attention to the two or three points that were presented in
the brother’s talk yesterday afternoon and the way will be clear and we shall be
able to proceed further with our own affirmative line of argument. He called
attention to Luke xvii: 20, where the Saviour said to the Pharisees when they
inquired when the kingdom of God should appear, “The kingdom of God cometh
not with observation; neither shall they say, Lo here, or Lo there! for, behold,
the kingdom of God is within you.” We both agreed that that is an incorrect
rendering of the passage, that it should be, ‘“The kingdom ‘of God is in your
midst.” My argument was that this indicated the kingdom of God to be present.
My brother’s reply was that it seemed to him to indicate that the Royal Majesty
of the heavens was present, Jesus himself was present and he announced himself
as the Royal Majesty of the heavens, the Saviour of the world himself had now
come and was present. I do not believe that that is the correet meaning of the
passage, yet I am willing to accept that interpretation of it, yet it does not
modify the fact that the kingdom of heaven was also present for Jesus was then
the head and representative of it. Both the Royal Majesty of the heavens as the
head and representative of the kingdom, and the members of it were then present
and were also in their midst. Christ in hisroyal character was there and Christ’s
kingdom in its membership was also there. So this interpretation does not in
the least modify or weaken the argument.

The next position was with reference to the -woman who took the leaven
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and put it in three measures of meal. Hesaid that it is well understood that when
women take leaven and put it in weal it is for the purpose of preparing it for
bread, and that the idea of Christ was that the kingdom of heaven was like the
complete loaf; that the leaven was now at work, but that we could not have any
bread until Christ comes the second time. The unfortunate thing for that argu-
ment is that Jesus Christ never said that the kingdom of heaven was like bread,
but like the yeast, like the leaven getting the bread ready; that is now being done,
and the kingdom of heaven is now present working with the leaven. But then,
as a matter of fact, I really believe we have the essential, vital element of the
bread now. “Iam the true bread;if any man eat of me he shall never die.”
That is getting bread now, even from his standpoint.

One other point; the brother says, in Daniel’s interpretation of the dream of
Nebuchadnezzar, that he said the kingdom of heaven should not be left to other
people, but it should stand forever; that that meant that the kingdom could not
be inaugurated until the new order of things, because this generation ‘is mortal,
.and if there is to be a permanent people possessing a permanent kingdom this
maust bring us to the immortal state; hence there cannot be a kingdom staying
with the same people until the new dispensation is introduced, since there will
not be immortal beings manifested until that time. This is a mistaken view of
Daniel’s language, for Daniel is making a comparison of the kingdom of God
with other kingdoms that had preceded it. The Babylonian empire did not pass
from one people to another until the Babylonians themselves passed out; when
the Medo-Persians took it until they passed out. The kingdom did not stay
with the same generation of people, but it stayed with successive generations of
the same sort of people until they were conquered and it passed into other hands.
Now on the same principle the kingdom Christ is going to establish shall never
be delivered to other people, from the fact that there will be a succession of the
very same sort of people with the same characteristics in all ages of the world.
These other kingdoms passed from generation to generation, but the generations
themselves stopped, but this will never be true of the kingdom of our Lord Jesus
Christ. It began, if you will, with the Baptists. This proposition, of course,
does not involve any reference to the Baptist church as such, yet the brother has
made two references to them. If the kingdom began with the Baptists or with
the Christadelphians and there would be no change of people; there would be the
same faith, the same doctrines, that is a perpetuity of the people. Dr. Thomas
inaugurated the Christadelphian movement about the year 1847. The generation
that then lived has passed away, but Christadelpbianism bas not passed away.
The people have continued and they are hereyet. They talk the same creed their
ecclesiastical leaders gave them at the beginning; that is what Daniel is talking
about, not a race of beings that would never pass away, but a sucesession of peo-
ples of the same sort that shall hold that kingdom forever.

Now this takes in every point.so far as I know, without the omission of a
singlz one. If I have omitted one,and the brother will call attention to it, I will
give the subject attention in the next speech. I have presented a series of argu-
ments. proving that the kingdom of God was set up during the personal ministry
of Christ. Now as Christ has gone from the earth I want to see if he left a king-
dom; I want to see if he regarded it as such, if his disciples so regarded it. Let
us turn to Acts i: 1, **The former treatise have I made, O Theophilus, of all that
Jesus began both to do and to teach, until the day in which he was taken up,
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after that he, through the Holy Ghost, had given commandments unto the

apostles whom he had chosen; to whom also he showed himself alive after his
passion by many infallible proofs, being seen of them forty davs. an
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the things pertaining to the kmgdom of God.” That is after his resurrection and
he is still talking of the things pertaining to the kingdom of God, the same things
he talked about before, and he gave instructions, he repeated instructions and
enlarged upon them concerning the kingdom of heaven. ILet us see if we have
anything of that sort in the writings of the apostles. Turn to Col. i: 13, “Who
hath delivered us from the power of darkness and bath translated us into the
kingdom of his dear Son.” Who said it? Paul. Translated us into what? Into
the kingdom of his dear Son. Was that during Christ’s personal ministry? No,
but succeeding it by a few years. Then was there a kingdom of Christ into which
the people could be translated ? If there was not, then the language surely be-

les itself. Look again; Col. iv: 11, “These only are my fellow-workers unto the
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kingdom of God which have been 2 comfort unto me.” That word *‘ unto,” my
brother, is a translation of the preposition eis, which, in its primary meaning, is
“into.” The translation would express, “These are my fellowworkers into the
kingdom of Ged.” They are helping me to bring men and women into the king-
dom of God. It could not be done if there had been no kingdom then in exist-
ence.

In Heb. xii: 28 we read, “Wherefore, we receiving a kingdom which cannot
be moved”—hbave done what? Received a kingdom which cannot be moved.
“Let us have grace whereby we may serve God acceptably with reverence and
godly fear.” What do you want to do® Reverence God. How? In godly fear.
Why? Because we have received a kingdom which cannot be moved. That
gives the tnotive for serving God. It is the same principle by which John and
Clmst urged repentance and belief in the gospel, because the kingdom of heaven
was at band. Worship God with godly fear because you have received the king-
dom. John and Christ said, get ready for the kingdom; Paul said, Now you have
received it show spiritual reverence and fear. There is the kingdom promised by
the prophets, prepared for by John, organized by Christ, received by the apostles
and rendered the occasion for serving God in godly fear.

“I, John, who also am your brother and companion in tribulation and in the
kingdom and patience of Jesus Christ, was in the isle that is called Patmos”—
Rev.i: 9, What is that John? “I am your brother and companion in tribula-
tion.” When do you have your tribulation? Now. When you are here io this
world? Yes. And you say you have companions in it; are they companions in
anything else? Yes, in the kingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ. If the tribula-
tion is now and the companionship is also in the present is uot the kingdom now
also? The tribulation, the companionship and the kingdow are all in the present.
There is 2 kingdom, and men are in it and laboring for its good and for its advance-
ment.

Now here are scriptures that directly point to a kingdom as established and
existing and into which men are translated; into which others are being put
and wherein they have companionship one with another, both in tribulation and
in the kingdom of our Lord Jesus Christ. It looks to me as if this points out a
kingdom with such clearness as not possibly to be misunderstood. I went back
1o the days of the prophets. I bad them tell me eveu the name of the forerunner
of the Christ, and his mission in preparing a people for bim. I had them tell me
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about the kingdom of Christ, that the government should be upon his shoulder,
that it should increase in strength and in peace without end. I had them tell
me how he would enter Jerusalem. I found him, according to the promise, rid-
ing on a colt with a forerunner before him according to promise. I found Jesus
Christ coming and taking charge of the material that had been prepared, leading
it out before the people and making it public and permanent by ordinances and
doctrines standing out befure them visibly and tangibly. I saw this same
people persecuted and treated with violence. What is this that is prepared
and organized and thus treated with violence? It is the kingdom of God, the
kingdom of Christ, the kingdom of heaven. Who said it? Jesus. Did he say
it was a kingdom? Yes. When did it have its beginning? In the material
prepared for him. Then I come to Revelation, and Hebrews and Collossians
and Acts, after these things have all transpired and Jesus bhas gone back to
heaven, and I say to these inspired men, Will you give me a pointer? Tell me
what you know about the kingdom. And they say the kingdom has been
received, that they bave been translated into it, and that we are workers
together and companions together in its joys and in its tribulations. Isthere a
kingdom?

Now another point. You remember that the brother said yesterday that he
would admit that Jesus was a king, but he denied that Christ has now a throne.
I always admire a man who boldly makes denial of what he does not believe.
Now let the word of God decide it. Let me repeat a passage I called your atten-
tion to yesterday afternoon: Aets ii: 36—* Therefore, let all the house of Israel
know ussuredly that God has made that same Jesus, whom ye have crucifled, both
Lord and Christ.” My contention is that the word “Lord” indicates his royal
majesty. He could not be Lord unless he had dominion. He is both Christ the
Saviour and Lord, the reigning authority. The conclusion of the apostie Peter
is (Acts v: 81), ““Him hath God exalted with his right band to be both a prince
and a Saviour.” Not only does be save, but he rules. It is the office of a prince
to exercise kingly authority, and it is the office of a lord. Cbrist is both prince
and Lord, both Saviour and Christ. He is redeeming the children of men at the
same time that he is ruling the children of wen.

But again, in Heb. i: 8: *But unto the Son he saith (that is to Cbrist), Thy
tbhrone, O God, is forever and ever; a scepter of righteousness is the scepter of
thy kingdom.” Who is it that says that? The royal God, the infinite One. Says
itto whom? To His Son. What does he say? “Thy throne, O God, is forever
and ever.” Has he a throne? God said be had. Does that mean Christ? He
said it to the Son, and Christ is the Son. Then Christ has a throne and is occu-
pying that throne and has a scepter that represents his authorlty. What! does
he exercise authority? * A scepter of righteousness is the scepter of thy king-
dom.” There he is on his throne and he exercises dominion over his kingdom.
The apostle declares that such is the case.

Again, I want to show you the ro§al fellowship Christ has with the Father in
the dominion of this earth. It is God, remember, who administers through
Christ. When, therefore, God talked about the kingdom with the Jews, itis a
kingdom in which He had something to do. When He talks of a universal king-
dom over the earth itis a kingdom in which Christ has something to do, and
when He talks about a kingdom iun this world , established during his personal
ministry there is a manifestation of the same divine essence and character.
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When the time of the ultimate trivmph and introduction of the millenial reign
shall come both God the Father and God the Son are represented in it. Let us
see. Heb. i: 2; 8: “Who being the brightness of his glory and the express image
of his person and upholding all things also by the word of his power, when he had
by himself purged our sins, sat down on the right hand of the Majesty on High.”
Acts viii: “*But he being full of the Holy Ghost (speaking of Stephen) looked up
steadfastly into heaven and saw the glory of God und Jesus standing on the right
‘hand of God.” The right hand of authority and of honor, on the throne with his
Father. Stephen saw him standing there after he had gone back to heaven.

Again in Heb. viii: 1—*Now of the things of which we have spoken this is
the sum: We have such an High Priest who is set onthe right hand of the throne
of the Majesty in the heavens.” There they are, sitting side by side one with the
other both on the throne.

Now let us turn to Rev. iii: 21—*“To him that overcometh will I grant to sit
with me on my throne even as I also overcame and am set down with my Father
in his throne.” Here is an apparent distinction between the two thrones, yet it
is only an apparent distinction. The throne is owped jointly and one is not dis-
criminated from the other. When Carist is made God’s mianister to rule in the
earth, that will be his throne-—the same throne he ison now.

Rev. viii: 16: “For the Lamb which is in the midst of the throne shall feed
them.” He is occupying a place as a Lamb in the midst of the throne, side by
side with his Father.

Rev. xxii: 1: **And he showed me a pure river of water of life, clear as
crystal, proceeding out of the throne of God and the Lamb.” They are both
there. They both own the throne and are seated on it. Christ is on that throne,
Let us see if be is crowned.

Heb. ii: 9: “But we see Jesus who was made a little lower than the angels
for the suffering of death, crowned with glory and honor.” Who was writing?
Turn to Psalm xlv:3:—*"Gird thy sword upon thy thigh, O most Mighty, with thy
glory and thy majesty. * * * Thy throne, O God, is forever and ever. The
scepter of thy kingdom is a right scepter.” Paul said that applied to Christ; that
he is the one crowned going forth to conquer, conquest and victory. That sword
indicates war, and the brother said the kingdom of God is a kingdom of peace.
The Bible says it is a kingdom of conquest.

Now let us see if he had any of this authority while he was here on the
earth. After his resurrection we read, **All power is given unto me in heaven
and in earth. Go ye, therefore, and disciple all nations.” Why are they to go?
Because all power in heaven and earth is given unto bim. XNow there is regal
authority, there is royal majesty.

Again in Matt. xi: 20:  **All things are delivered unto me of my Father.”

Again in Rom. xiv: 9 we read, **To this end Cbrist both died and rose and
revived that he might be Lord both of the dead and the living.” He is the Sov-
ereign of the universe. He takes dominion over all, and as such he is repre-
sented as being a king and having a kingdom. He is the representative and
revelation or the Father, for no man knoweth the Father save he to whom he is
revealed. [Zime called.}
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FIRST PROPOSITION—THIRD SESSION.

(Mr. Willium's First Half-Hour Speech.)

GENTLEMEN MODERATORS AND RESPECTED FRIENDS:—All that our friend
has been saying in relation to the power and authority and dominion of Clrist
I perfectly agree with him on. We never denied that Christ was Lord or that he
was Christ. This question we talked of yesterday and it was admitted on both
sides. But this is not the issue. That he is exalted at the right hand of the Father
no one denies, that he is there waiting until his enemies are made his footstool
we all believe; and Christadelphians believe that God shall send Jesus Christ and
that when be comes, at that time, then shall he sit upon the throne of his glory;
but the issue is this: What throne bas God promised Carist, to give him for his
own throne so that he might be Lord and King over all the earth? We have seen
that the throne promised Christ was overturned in the days of Zedekiah, and that
it is still overturned. Now that throne was promised Christ by the angel when he
said to Muary, “He (Jesus) shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the
Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father David
and he shall reign over the house of Jacob forever.”” We have shown that
Christ says that it is after the times of the Gentiles that he will retura and will
build again the tabernacle of David that is fallen down, and will build again
the ruins thereof and will set it up. It is when the Son of man shall come in
his glory and all the holy angels with him that he shall sit upon the throne of his
glory. Give Christ all the honor and glory and power you please, we admit it.
He has power now if necessary to establish this kingdom that is promised. It
is not a question of power; it is a question as to when God has decided that
the kingdom shall be set up. Consequently, when the disciples asked after his
resurrection, *‘Lord, wilt thou at this time restore again the kingdom to Israel?’
his answer was, “It is not for you to know the times and the seasons which
the Father hath put in his own power.” The restoration of the kingdom to
Israel was the hope of the disciples and the Saviour told them that the
Father had put it in his own power to restore again the kingdom to Israel
and that it was not for them to know the times and seasons. After Christ,
therefore, had gone to heaven and had taken his seat at the right hand
of the Father, he said, *To him that overcometh will [ graat to sit with me on
my throne even as I also overcame and am set dowu with my Father on his
throne.” My throne—that is the throne—the throne of my father David prom-
ised to me that I will sit upon when I come in my glory and all the boly angels
with me. That is one throne. *“Even as I also overcame and am set down with
my Father on his, the Father’s, throne now, but only until his enemies are
made his footstool. *“Sit thou at my right hand until thine enemies are made
thy footstool.” Then. Peter says, *God shall send Jesns Christ whom the heav-
ens must receive until the times of restitution of all things.” There will be
no restitution. then, until Christ comes; then Christ says that he shall sit on the
throue of his glory, the throne of his father David. Then he will not only be a
king, a voyal majesty, but a reigning king. To what extent will he reign?
Zechariah says that “The Lord in that day shall be king over all the earth,”
and it is recorded that ‘‘to him every knee shall bow and every tongue confess,” and
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“the kingdoms of this world shall become the kingdom of our Lord and of his
Christ.” When that takes place it will be in the last or seventh trumpet, which
is the time of the resurrection of the dead.. If you turn to Rev. xi: 15, you will
find it is in the days of the voice of the seventh angel when he begins to sound
and the seventh trumpet is the last trumpet, and this is when Paul places the
resurrection of the dead. Consequently the kingdom does not come until Christ
comes, and we come {0 the seventh trumpet and the resurrection of the dead.

But I will follow now a few of the points my friend has referred to—not all
of them, because they are repititions; he has been over this before, therefore
it will not be necessary for me to follow him in detail. He saysthat I have taken
the affirmative and that he has beeu obliged to leave his side of it and to follow
me. Thatis a frank confession. I told him before we started this discussion
that I did not expect to be merely a negative. If I did not have a better side to
present than his I would not come here to tear his down. I therefore answered
the points he made ané then proceeded to show what the kingdom of God is and
when it will be established. Ile confesses now that he bas forsaken his own
affirmative, and yesterday he said, “I am after him.”” How far did he follow me?
He actually admitted that be believed that Christ would return personally from
heaven, restore the twelve tribes of Israel to Palestine, give the twelve apostles
twelve thrones to reign over the twelve tribes of Israel. I will ask you, Baptist
friends in Zion, is not this what Christadelphians have been teaching for years
past in this place and what you have been opposing? Now my friend says he
has left his side to follow me. What have all vour churches in this county
been objecting to and finding fault with the Christadelphians for? What was it
for? We have been presenting the literal return of Christ to the earth, the literal
establishment of the kingdom here and that the Lord should be king over all the
earth and to him every knee should bow and his kingdom would be universal in
the earth, not in heaven. I do not know what my friend is going to do now with
-all those whom bhe bas sent off to heaven and who are to enjoy eternal
bliss there. He will have to readjust his theory after thus admitting our posi-
tion. When that kingdom is given to the saints of the Most High under the
whole heaven, he will have to bring all those saints he has sent off to heaven
back here again. They will have to come down here and reiga on the earth.
From his standpoint that would be a degradation, I should think. Bnt now he
admits the very point I was maknig, that is, that Cbrist was here as a representa-
tive of the kingdowm. If the kingdom itself had been there it would not have
been necessary for the representative of the kingdom to be there. The King
being among them, the kingdom was there, not actually set up, but represented
in the King in germ, and that is actually what I said.

- I follow along to the question of the leaven. Hesaid the kingdom of heaven is
like leaven only; according to that all he is ever going to have is leaven, and if
he is satistied with leaven he shall have it, but we want that leaven to be brought
forth into Bréad; we like a leaven that will work and leaven the whole lump and
afterwards be presented as bread of life to the nations to bring ‘“peace to the
earth and good-will among men.” And the leavening process will go on and
that will not take place until the kingdom of God is set up upon the ruins of the
kingdoms of men.

Then he proceeds to criticise what I bave said in relation to the words of
Daniel, that the kingdom shall not be left to other people, He says it does not
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mean that the kingdom shall not be left to other Christians and generations.
But notice, Daniel shows us that the time is coming when the saints are to pos-

sess the kinedom, and he refers us to the coming of the uncient days ({Dan. vii; 13-18)
Ses8 Ve X1ngaom, anG Af reicrs Uus Lo LRg conunyg of e (tnfeni GAys (124 13-18)

in glory, and when the saints are there they have passed through tribulation, and
consequently they have come to the time when they are to sing the song of the
redeemed: “Thou hast redeemed us out of every kindred and tongue and people
and nation, and hast made us unto our God kings and priests and we shall reign
on the eurth” (Rev. v: 9, 10). Being immortal, then, the kingdom shall not be
taken from them and given to their successors; it will always remain in the hands
of the same people. O, my friend says, it does not mean that; it shall not be
succeeded by any other kingdom. Yet he has been ringing in your ears that the
kingdom of God suffereth violence and the violent take it by force. If the king-
dom had been set up from the days of John the Baptist, why, according to this
text the violent took it by force; therefore the kingdom is now in the hands of the
violent, and its enemies have taken it by force, according to your own text.

Now we come to the text that I have been waiting for for some time, Col. i:
12. At last it has come. Our friend has quoted a text in which the word “into”
occurs, and he telis us that the word there is the Greek word ¢is ““into.” Let him
look at the passage and read to verse 17— All things were created by him and
Jor him,” and he will find that the word “for” is from the Greek preposition eis.
Now let us take the Empbatic Diaglott—*God has changed you for the kingdom
of the Son of his love.”” We have been changed—those who are in the Church of
Christ—for, or in order to, the kingdom of God. When will they enter that king-
dom? TPeter says that “if ye do these things ye shall never fall, for so an abund-
ant entrance shall be ministered unto you into bis everlasting kingdom.” We
have therefore been chaunged, converted, made worthy for the kingdom, and he
will say to us, “Come ye blessed to my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for
you from the foundation of the world.” O, my friend would say, You are too
late to ask me to enter the kingdom now; I have been in the kingdom from long
ago.

Then we come to the text, ¢ Receiving a kingdom which cannot be moved.”
This was after Chbrist ascended to heaven. If we received the kingdom when
Christ commenced his ministry, from the days of John the Baptist, why are we
still receiving it? But it was not here as actually set up. If it was here in the
form of a church, you would not say, “We are receiving a church.” We are now
receiving doctrines concerning the kingdom of God and making known what is
to be set up at the coming of Christ. Consequently when Paul savs we receiving
a kingdom, he meant in the gospel form, and we are waiting for it as an actual
possession.

Then he comes to the text, **I, John, your companion in tribulation and in
tbe kingdom and patience of Jesus Christ.”” He says he was in tribulation; was
be in the kingdom? If be was in tribulation and in the kingdom at the same
time, there wasn’t any advantage in ‘being in the kingdom, if the kingdom did
not save him from tribulation. What is said in regard to those who ‘‘through
much tribulation must enter the kingdom?"” When you have passed through
tribulation and entered the kingdom you are not in tribulation in the kingdom,
are you? If so, whut is the use of getting there? The tribulation is now, but the
kingdom is future. Whben we have passed out of our tribulation and have entered
the kingdom there will be no more tribulation for us there. O, but it says, “I,
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John, your companion in tribulation and in'the kingdom.” And our friend says
that if the tribulation is now the kingdom must be now. Let us see. He does
not seem to *‘discriminate” between mathematical and patriotic language. Sup-
pose here is a general preparing his soldiers for what they bave to do on the
battlefield. Suppose he should say, “I, your comrade at home and on the field of
battle.” Would that mean that be was at home and on the battlefield at the
same time? Is he at home now? Yes, then, according to our friend, he must be
on the battlefield now. Do you not see what John is pointing to? Itis the lan-
guage of hope to strengthen their hearts. They were passing through tribulation
now. I will be with you, your companion now and in the eternal ages, now and
in the glorious kingdom of God. This then is what the apostle meant, but my
friend must have it all now when they were being martyred by the thousands at
the hands of the Roman tyranuy. There would be no advantage in being in the
kingdom of God if that were the case. ’ '

Now in regard to what is said in the book of Revelation, when he saw Christ
on the throne and all the saints around him; John symbolically saw the resurrec-
tion of the dead, small and great. If you will turn to the first part of the book
it is said, “I will show thee things which shall be hereafter. John was to see the
new heavens and the new earth wherein dwelleth righteousness, and when the
new heavens shall dawn on this dark, benighted earth the kingdom of God shall
have come.

This is my last speech in which I shall be allowed to bring forward any new
matter and therefore I will give a few moments to the question of the kingdom
of heaven being at hand. I will refer you to I. Pet. iv: 5-7 where it is said that
Christ is ready to judge the quick and the dead, yet that is to be “at his appear-
ing and kingdom,” and eighteen hundred years have passed and the quick and
the dead are not yet judged. “The end of all things is at hand.” The end of
all things will not come until Christ appears. My friend’s construction of the
words, “The kingdom of heaven is at hand,” cannot mean anything to him but
that it is close by, but the Saviour showed the disciples that it could not “imme-
diately appear,” for he must go to heaven first and receive for himself a kingdom
and return. In Rom. xiii: 12 it is said, “The night is far spent, the day is at
hand.” What day? The glorious day of the Lord that shall dawn on the world
is at hand, and yet eighteen bundred years have passed since Paul uttered these
words. The darkest Roman night was coming upon them, when Roman
tyranny was to imbrue its hands in the blood of thousands, yet Paul said, **The
night is far spent, the day is at hand.” That is the language of hope. “The
Lord is at hand,” but the Lord has not returned yet. Paul uttered these words
after the Lord had gone to heaven. In Heb. x: 25 we have “‘the day approaching.”
It is approaching; it will be here after awhile, but it is not here yet. James v; 8,
‘‘Be patient brethren * * * for the coming of the Lord draweth nigh.”” Has
he come yvet? No, and eighteen hundred vears have passed away. There again
you have the language of hope. and as we explained in starting out, inasmuch as
they spoke these words in the last part of the world’s great week they could truth-
fully say in comparing the future with the time passed that the kingdom of heaven
was at hand, that the Lord was at hand, and that the end of all things was at band-
Let my friend tell us how the coming of the Lord drew nigh in the days of James
and then he will be able to understand the texts he has quoted of John coming
and preparing the way of Christ.

Again, I will eall attention to IL, Tim.iv:18, *The Lord shall deliver me from
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every evil work, and will preserve me unto his heavenly kingdom.” ‘‘Preserve
me unto,” and yet my friend says we are in it. The text my friend quoted
spoke of fellowworkers unto the kingdom. When Panl was about to die, he said,
“I charge thee before God and the Lord Jesus Christ who shall judge the quick
and the dead at his appearing and kingdom.” Therefore he said, I have fought a
good fight, I have finished my course; henceforth there is a crown of righteousness
laid up for me, which the Lord the righteous judge shall give me at that day.”
When? Whean I die and go to heaven? No, no. What day is it Paul? “And
not to me only but unto all them also that love his appearing.” Therefore he prays
that God will preserve liim unto his heavenly kingdom.

In Jobhn iii: 5 we read, “Except a man be born again he cannot see the king-
dom of God;” and ‘““Except a man be born of water and of the spirit he cannot
enter the kingdom of God.” *“Flesh and blood cannot iuherit the kingdom of
God”—I. Cor. xv:50. If the kingdom of God is the church the church is composed
of flesh and blood men and women, is it not? Therefore if they are in the king-
dom or iuheriting the kingdom they are there before they have been born of the
spirit. The Saviour says, “That which is born of the flesh is flesh,” and that is a
literal fact; and when you are born of the spirit, instead of being flesh you will
be spirit. Now to make the matter clear he says, “The wind bloweth where it
listeth and thou hearest the sound thereof but canst not tell whence it cometh or
whither it goeth; so is every one that is born of the spirit.” Until you become like
that you cannot enter the kingdom of God. Now if you are in the church you
are in the church as flesh and blood men or women. The Saviour says you can-
not enter the kingdom until you are spirit instead of flesh. Can you come and go
like the angels? No. Then you are not born of the spirit and you cannot enter
the kingdom of God. If we take their testimony we shall see how clearly the
scriptures teach us that we are being preserved unto his heavenly kingdom, that
we are waiting for the kingdom; that the kingdom is not yet set up and cannot
be until Christ shall return to the earth.

I want to say a word in relation to the historical matter. Our friend has boldly
stood up here before this audience and said that the Roman empire was divided
about fifty years before the first coming of Christ. He found it necessary to do
this, because he used the words, “In the days of these kings shall the God of
heaven set up a kingdom.” Now that is a heavenly kingdom, a kingdom of God.
*‘In the days of these kings”-—what kings? the kings of the divided Roman
empire. All historians will tell you, Gibbon will tell you. that Rome was not
divided until after the death of Christ about two hundred years, and was not
divided into ten parts until several centuries later. My friend saw this fact
would not do for him, so he undertakes to show that Rome was divided before
Christ came the first time. All the history he gives shows only a little quarrel
between the emperor and the senate. Itis unnecessary to go to history in detail,
however, we need not go ont of the Bible, and therefore I will call your attention
to Luke ii: 1, ““And it came to pass in those days that a decree went out from
Cesar Augustus that all the world should be taxed.” Here is a man that has the
power over all the world—Ceesar Augustus. When was this? Just the time
tbat Mary took her journey up to Jerusalem to be envolled for the taxes, Ceasar
Augustus having power to tax all the world when Jesus was born. Rome was
not yet divided into two nor ten parts. In the ‘“‘laiter days” ‘it is to stand on its
feet as a great military image. It is then that the stone comes and smites it and
becomes a great mountain and fills the whole earth. [Time called.]
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FIRST PROPOSITION—THIRD SESSION.

(Mr. Hall’s second half-hour for cither a speech.or fifteen minutes to guestion and fif-
teen minutes speech.)

BRETHREN MODERATORS, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN:—I desire to call atteu-
tion to the points made by the brother just in the line he has presented them. In
the first place I begin by noticing that he admits Christ is exalted and shares the
divine throne according to the propositions I have proved to you. If that is
Christadelphian faith then I wish to notify the brother that be has gone over to
the side where the Baptists always stood many, many years before ever Christa-
delphians were on the earth. Yesterday he admitted that Christ is King; today
he admits that bhe is exalted as Lord aud Prince and has all authority given into
his bands. Now we have got the king and authority and ascepter of righteous-
ness is in his hand.

The next point the brother has suggested is on what throne will the disciples
be permitted to sit when they are promoted to sit with him in his throne. This
regards the exaltation Jesus Christ shall enjoy in the presence of the universe at
the introduction of the millenial reign. He will not literally sit on a literal
throne, but the word throne refers to his royal dignity and the declaration of the
apostle is that every eye shall see him, every knee shall bow to him and every
tongue confess. When will it be? At the time of his appearing. We believe in
the millenium; we believe in the second coming of Christ; we believe that he will
then be manifested to men in his glorious character as they have never seen him
before. It will not be 4 separate throne but a manifestation of the throne and
kingdom set up here. It will be an expression of Christ as the Son, a manifesta-
tion of God through him as the world never saw him.

Again the brother said that it was at the time of the sounding of the last
trumpet that the kingdoms of the world are to become his kingdom. That is
not the time when he is coming to set up his kingdom; that is the time when all
other kingdoms will disappear aud he will be triumphant—the very thing I
preached to you in the start.

He said he bad a right to set up an opposite line of argument. Of course he
had, but his first duty was to reply to the line of argument presented. He said
I left my line of argument to follow him. Correct; I did do that to get the mists
out of the way so the people would understand the subject. I find to some
extent I have failed, for the brother is in the same misty atmosphere this morn-
ing. He says I have followed him. I admit the Jews are to be relurned to the
literal land of israel and David, and that they are to be again established as a
pnation. He says that that is thedoctrine the Christadelphians have been preach-
ing all through the country and all these Baptist people have been repudiating it
as false. I have never heard a solitary Baptist in this country say a word about
it. I amgoing to make a declaration right now that there is not a single Baptist
here or anywhere else that denies that the Jews are to be returned to their land.
Here is the point they have been denying, that at that time there is going to be
an introduction of the kingdom of Christ.

Mr. Williams—Do you give that as a challenge in relation to Baptist writers?

Mr. Hall—-I want to ask if there is a Baptist in this audience who does not
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believe that the Jews will return to Canaan; if there is, let him stand up. You
say they are afraid to stand up? We are not afraid of what we believe.

Fred Wittenbraker (Rising on the platform)—I am the pastor of three Baptist
churches in Henderson, Ky., and so far as my information is concerned there has
never been a denial of the doctrine.

Mr. Hall (Resuming)—I expect you had better take that back. You missed
the mark there. In the first speech I made yesterday that was one of my points.
I have broken the ice and you have gone in head and heels.

But he says, I do not know what you will do with the saints in heaven. You
will hear lots of that by and by. I expect the brother has got tired of this propo-
sition and wants to get on to the other. There isn’t any danger but what it will
be all right. It will be in a glorified state and the saints will be all right here.

In reference to Luke vii: 20, where Christ speaks of the kingdom being in
their midst, the brother said I admitted that Christ was a representative of the
kingdom, which I did; and he said that if the kingdom was present it did not need
any representative. A kingdom always has its representatives. We wouldn’t in
any community talk about the existence of a kingdom and no man to represent
it. He was speaking to the Pharisees, in the presence of his disciples, his stu-
dents, who were listening to what he had to say, and to them he could say, Look
and see, bere is the kingdom in your midst, and I am telling you about it.

The brother says that I will be satisfied with the leaven, but he wants the
loaf, the cooked bread, and thinks that I am satisfied to leave it just with the
leaven. I am abundantly satisfied to have it exactly as Jesus put it, and that is
just'as far as Jesus Christ went with it. He never said a solitary word about
bread. My friend is hungry and looks as if he needed it. Jesus Christ stopped
with the leaven and I stop with Christ. If my brother is not willing to stay with
Christ let him go on with the Christadelphians.

Re said if the kingdom of heaven was in existence in the days of Christ then
the violent took it by force and it is now in the hands of the violent. That dves
not modify the proposition. I say theyv could not take a thing by force that does
not exist, and there will be no violence here to take it when Jesus Christ comes
the second time; the violent, you have told us, are going to be scattered like the
chaff before the wind; so that the taking of the kingdom by force must bz in the
present. That was really a good suggestion to me. I am glad vou made it.

Then we come to Colossians i: 14, where we have the prepositioa eis. The
brother said if I would read verse 16, “All things were created by him and for
him,”—the very next sentence, I would have the woid rendered * for,” hence we
are changed for the kingdom. Did the Diaglott render that for? Is it a fact
that the Diaglott renders that word for? Do vou know why? Because the Diaglott
man is of the brother’s faith. 1t is a mistranslation of the sentence.

*Except a man be born of water and of the Spirit he cannot enter iuto the
kingdom of God.” Thatis good. T’lease notice; you have got to have that spirit
nature before you can enter the kingdom. Correct. He says that flesh and
blood does not inherit the kingdom of God. Correct, because corruption does not
inberit incorruption. Jesus said *MY kingdom is not of this world.” When
people came to John he told them *‘Think not to say within yourselves we have
Abraham to our father.” That sort did not enter into this kingdom. Every
man of you has got to bring forth fruit meet for repentance, a change of heart,
born of the water and the Spirit, born from above. They are both the same thing.
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A man cannot get into the church withont hninn born again: a man cannot get
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into the kingdom of God without being born again. That is what Jesus taught
—a new birth.

“Wherefore, we receiving a kingdom.” He said if I had been present I
would have said, We done got that away back yonder. What does it mean? He
says it means that we are receiving the doctrines concerning the kingdom. Bat
didn’t we get the doctrines away back yonder? Christ taught them. They had
been getting ready for that railroad away back yonder. They had received that.
Your argument means just as much against your position as against mine. What
does it mean? It means that the apostle Paul represented to the Jews, who
were there for the first time receiving it, that the kingdom of God had come;
that the royal majesty had appeared, that the whole thing was in working order;
prepare for it; get into it. We are receiving the kingdom today, brother, in the
very same serse, growing into an boly temple of the Lord. The world is still
receiving it and will until the last enemy is overcome.

Then the brother says there is no advantage in being in the kindom because
we have got to enter the kingdom through great tribulations; we bave got them
continually to face. What advantage is it for a man to be in the kingdom and
still have tribulation? I will tell you: there are two phases of this kingdom; one
is the earthly, the militant phase, and the other isthe heavenly triumphant phase.
The kingdom is now in conflict, subject to violence; those in it are being perse-
cuted, suffering tribulation; and it is through this tribulation which we now
endure in this militant condition of the kingdom that weare to enter into its tri-
umphant state. “In the world ye shall have tribulation, but in me ye shall have
peace.”

Then the brother said something about partnership in the kingdom, com-
panionship in tribulation and also in the kingdom. He said does that mean com-
panionship in tribulation now and also in the kingdom now? Could not a man
say, I am your comrade at home and also in the army?” But that would repre-
sent that his home and the camp were both in existence at the same time. He
could not be a comrade at home and in camp unless both were in existence at the
same time.

Mr. Williams—1I said battle field.

The battle represents the interests of his home. The man fights for that
which represents his home and country. A man could say, *I am your comrade
at home and on the battle field ” both representing the interests of his nation
For instance, a man in camp writes to his brother, ‘I am your comrade in battle
and at home. I represent as you do the interests of the country because I stand
for both.” There is the country and the bome both existing at once. The tribu-
lation and the kingdom both exist at the same time. The brother could not
form a sentence to save his life without having both things in existence at the
same time. That being the case he has lost his entire argument on the subject.

The end of all things is at hand.” You know I met that argument yester-
day. John said it was at hand and it was then there. Ishowed thatthe expres-
sion may have the significance of the thing being present. Let us look a little
further and see if the argument is going to fit the position I have taken on the
subject. Jesus Christ said, “The time is fulfilled.” What time? The prophet
had spoken of the coming of God’s Son who was to be born of a woman and grow
up and the government should be upon his shoulders. Jesus came saying, *“The
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time is fulfilled, the kingdom of heaven is at hand, repent therefore and believe
the gospel.” The meaning of this phrase “‘at hand” is to be governed by circum-
stances. When Jesus came to the disciples be said, “He that betrayeth me is at
hand.” There may be oceasions where it implies time, but there are others
where it don’t; and one of these is where Jesus says, “The time is fulfilled, the
kingdom of heaven is at hand.”

I1. Tim. iv: 18; “Preserve me unto his heavenly kingdom.” Is there to be a
heavenly kingdom? Yes, a glorious, triumphant state of reward, and Paul
desired to be preserved until that time, that very time the brothgr quoted where
he said there is laid up & crown of righteousness to be given to the victors when
the conflicts of the world are over.

My brother tells us that Gibbon says so and so about it, but bas taken care
not to bring Gibbon on the stage. Will you permit me to state that Gibbon tells
us that it was eleven hundred years from the time of Rome’s decline until its fall,
yet the brother wants to make a specific date. 1 quoted you from a book that
fifty years before the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ there was a division of
the whole world into two parts, consisting of republican and imperial Rome. It
had the element of strength and weakuess, the mixture of iron and clay, strength
and lack of strength both represented in that very same thing. This decline and
fall of the Roman empire nullifies the prophecy entirely. This image is to be in
its prime, its full stature when the kingdom is set up. He quotes from Luke
where he says that the whole world was taxed by the imperial edict of Augustus,
because Augustus represented the royal system and the senate represented the
republican system; the senate submitted to his decree and the world was taxed.
Rome ruled the world. The division was not antagonistic any more than there
is antagonism in the legs of a man. They are joined together in one person,
there is one head. Yet at that very time in that divided state there were the
elements of weakness and strength. It is the democratic principle which is
undermining all empires. The principles of democracy, human equality and
freedom are found in the teachings of Christ, and whenever you let these rule you
at once undermine every form of tyranny the worldover. That is what the war in
Cuba is about. It'is this spirit of republicanism in the nations of the earth that
will nltimately averthrow all kingdoms. It is the very spirit of the gospel of
Christ manifested, if you please, in Baptist churches, where no regal authority
is given into any man’s hands.

I have taken pains to go over every point the brother has made, every
Scripture he has presented lest somebody sbould say I have not answered him.
1 challenged the brother to find from Genesis to Revelation where it says a soli-
tary word to prove that the kingdom is yet to be set up. In this last speech he
says, 1 accept your challenge,” and gives us Dan. ii: 44. Now the Roman empire
was at the time of the birth of Christ divided into different provinces. We have
Herod in Judea, and King Aggrippa, and it was in the very days of these kings
that the God of beaven did set up ‘a kingdom. Listen will you. He has also
told us that Gibbon says the decline and fall of the Roman empire began about
five hundred years after Christ. I would like to know when these ten kings are
to be restored. They are dead and gone. He has put off the setting up of the
kingdom until there isu’t any Roman empire nor any ten kings. * * * Now

to have any kingdom set up in the days of these kings it would have to be at the
first coming of Christ or not at all.
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First I said there were four kingdoms, the universal kingdom of God, then
the kingdom of the Jews, then the return of the Jews to their own land in the
millennial age and then the kingdom of Jesus Christ. I started out with this
distinction and have tried to make it plain to your minds. My brother has been
working all the time on the millennial kingdom. He thinks that this is the time
the kingdom of Christ is to be set up. That is a mistake. Christ came here and
built a kingdom of his own. I showed this from the propbets, Zech. vi: 12,
which speaks of the branch which should grow up out of his place and build the
temple of the Lord, and I found the New Testament scriptures which showed
that this referred to Christ. I quoted Isa. ix: 6 which speaks of the child born
and that the government should be upon his shoulders, and of tbe increase of his
government and peace there should be no end. This shows that it was to begin
small and grow. Then in Dan. ii; 44 of the stone cut out of the mountain without
hands. It was smaller than the mountain. That was the kingdom in its begin-
ning. The brother says it refers to the second coming. If this is so, how could
Daniel’s little stone cut out of the mountain without hands represent it ?

In Matt. xiii: 31 I find that the kingdom is compared to a grain of mustard
seed, compared to a little leaven put into three measures of meal until all was
leavened, then to sowing time, and by and by came the reaping time. I proved
from the prophets that the church or the kingdom of Christ would bave a small
beginning. I proved from the prophets that Christ was to be a king and that be
should have a forerunner to prepare the way before him. I turned to the New
Testament and found Jobn the Baptist according to propbecy going before him to
make ready a people prepared for the Lord. I saw Christ receiving baptism at
his hands, then selecting his disciples whom he also called apostles. Then I
turned to Corinthians and found that God has set some in the church, first
apostles. Paul says God is at work, God is setting people in the church. I turn
to Matthew xvi: and I find that the church and the kingdom are referred to as
the same thing—*On this rock I will build my church,” set up, organize. Now
what is this thing that is built, organized, set up? Christ turns to Peter and
says, I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom.” This shows the
church and the kingdom are the same thing. Then I show next that the
kingdom was in actunal existence. Jesus said that no doubt the kingdom of
God had come unto them. The Pharisees shut up the kingdom of God; the pub-
licans and barlots entered into the kingdom of God before them; the law and the
prophets were until John and from the days of John the Baptist until now the
kingdom of heaven has been preached. John is announced in the first chapter of
Mark as the forerunner of Christ. He prepared the material out of which to
organize the kingdom. You remember when they selected a man to take the
office of Judas he must be a2 man that had been with them from the baptism of
Jobn. Further than this, I have shown you that the kingdom existed after Christ’s
death. “He hath t1anslated us into the kingdom of his dear Son.” *We are fel-
low workers unto {into) the kingdom of God.” John had companionship in
tribulation and in the kingdom. Then I found Christ a king, exalted, a prince,
Lord, ete.

Now in the closing remarks I would like to. call attention to some syllogistic
expressions. Logic means as much as the Bible when logic speaks the truth.

1st. Men could not treat with violence a non-existing organization.

2nd. Men did treat with violence the kingdom of heaven.
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Conclusion: Therefore the kingdom of heaven was an existing organization.
Again: It would be unjust for Jesus to rebuke the Pharisees for not entering a
non-existing organization:
Jesus Christ did rebuke the Pharisees for not entering the kingdom of heaven.
Therefore the kingdom of heaven was an existing organization.
[Time called.] Extension allowed by Mr. Williams.

gain; The publicang and harlots could not enter a non-existin
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The publicans and harlots did enter the kingdom of heaven.
Therefore the kingdom of heaven was an existing organization.
Again: Jesus could not truthfully say a non-existing organization had come
upon them,
Jesus did say the kingdom of God had come upon them.
Therefore the kingdom of God was an existing organization.
Again: The kingdom in its glory could not be represented as a small stone, a
seed, or leaven;
The kingdom is represented as a stone, a small seed and leaven;
Therefore the kingdom exists before it attains to its glorious state.

FIRST PROPOSITION—THIRD SESSION.

(Mr. Williams’ second half hour for either a speech or fifteen minutes to question and
Sifteen minutes speech.)

MR. WILLIAMS QUESTIONS MR, HALL.

Mr. Williams: Question—In Matthew xxiii, the passage you have called our
attention to; it is said, in the parable of the marriage feast, ‘"And he sent forth
his servants to call them that were bidden to the wedding:”” was that the sending
forth of the apostles to preach the gospel? Mr. Hall: Answer—Possibly so.

They went forth to bid to the wedding and they would not come; who would
not come?—The people to whom they delivered the message.

To whom did the apostles go with this message first?—To the Jews.

They would not come?—I think, however, that parable represents not only
the Jews but all people throughout all the ages.

Which part of **all people” was it said, ** We will not have this man to reign
over us?—The Jews.

Now a little further on it says, “‘Go ye, therefore, into the highways, and as

many as ye shall find bid to the marriage.” What do you consider the highways
to be?—Public places.

In contrast with the Jews?—Posiibly so.

Didre’t the Saviour say, *“Go not in the way of the Gentiles?” Is it not a fact
that they went to the house of Israel first, and afterwards Paal says, “ We turn to
the Gentiles?—Yes.

That was then sending the disciples to the highways?—I think that word
‘“highways” is capable of a larger interpretation than that.

Who were they?—All who were called.

Then “highways” include all classes—Jews and Gentiles?—Yes.

Then coming to the 10th verse, *‘So} those servants went out into the high-
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ways, and gathered together all as many as they found, both good and bad; and
the wedding was furnished with guests.” What does this represent?—I think
that is being done now.

‘When does the king come in to see the guests?—I think that probably repre-
sents the introduction of the millenium.

Is it not a fact that the disciples are sent out to gather Jews and Gentiles to
the marriage supper?—I believe that.

And the marriage does not take place until the Lord comes?—We read, “He
that hath the bride is the bridegoom.”

When he cemes to the marriage there are guests assembled there for the wed-
ding?—Yes.

Among those guests there is one not having on a wedding garment; what
does he represent?—That portion of the human family not prepared.

Ave we in the judgment before the king returns to view the guests?—I do
not think so.

Then in that case what is going on now is the inviting of the guests to the
wedding?—Very well.

Then when Christ comes will men be invited still?—No sir.

But if the wedding were a matter of fact now you would not be gathering the
guests?—No sir.

Does not the Saviour compare the kingdom of God to this wedding? Yes.

If the kingdom was set up in the first century why are you still gathering
guests to the wedding?—We are at it now.

In your first speech you referred us to Jer. xxxi. As you complain that I do
not follow you I will now refer to this. You commenced reading at the 27th
verse: ‘*‘Behold the days come, saith the Lord, that I will sow the house of Israel
and the house of Judah with the seed of man and with the seed of beasts.” Who
are they—-those that are sown with the seed of man and the seed of beast?—They
are the redeemed.

But it says, “I will sow the house of Israel and the house of Judah. Are they
not Judah aund Israel nationally?—I thiuk it involves them and more than that.
The language is highly typical.

Does it not say Judah and Israel? Did you ever find those terms applied to
the church? Is it not a fact that he is speaking here only of Judah and Israel?—

I think the Scriptures very plainly teach that all those who are children of faith
become children of Abraham.

Judah and Israel have been scattered?—Certainly.

Then it says, further, “Behold the days come, saith the Lord, that I will
make a new covenant with the house of Israel, and with the house of Judah, not
according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the day that I took

them by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt.”> Who are they?—They
are Judah and Israel.

The natiorf?-- Yes.
“Not according to the covenant I made with their fathers in the day that I

took them by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt:” Is that the
church?—No; that is Judah and Israel.

This is the covenant that I will make with the house of Israel-—the same
house of Israel and Judah?—Very well.

The covenant that he makes is as follows: *“I will put my law in their hearts
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and write it in their inward parts.” That is what Paul quotes in Heb. viii:
and which you applied to the church and not to the national house of Israel?—
To both.

Why apply it to both when it says Judah and Israel?—I hope you will give
me a chance to answer.

Paul in quoting from this says, *I will make a new covenant with the house
of Israel apd with the house of Judah: Isn’t that the national house of Israel
and Judah®—Yes sir; but not with them only.

It is to be with the house of Israel and the house of Judah, whose fathers brake
the covenant and were redeemed from Egypt. Was that the church?—No sir.

That text does not apply to the church then. Another question: Dan. viii:
I will ask you if the four beasts Daniel saw in vision did not represent the same
four empires that were represented by the metallic image?—1I really could not say.

Does not Daniel tell us that the first was Babylon, the next the kingdom of
the Medes and Persians and the third the kingdom of Grecia?—Possibly so.

You have told us that Nebuchadnezzar’s image represented Babylon, Medo-
Persia, Grecia and Rome?—Yes.

Daniel tells usthat these four beasts represent four kingdoms. In describing
the Roman empire he says, *‘It shall bear rule over all the earth.” 1t is repre-
sented as a beast that is strong and has iron teeth; that you understand to be the
Roman empire?—May be.

When do you understand the Roman empire entered upon the greatness of
its strength?—Just before the coming of Christ.

Was it strong enough when Christ was born for its emperor to have power to
tax the whole world?—1It certainly had that power.

It was manifesting its iron teeth at that time?—1I think so.

You tell us that the image having feet and toes was not intended to repre-
sent weakness; I will ask you when the clay was mixed with the iron was it not
intended to show a decline in strength?—Yes.

Will you tell me when the Roman empire began tobreak up in parts?—About
the time Christ came: Judah was one of the provinces.

In the fifteenth verse of the seventh chapter down to the twentieth verse we
read *‘of the ten horns that were in his head and of the other that came up,
before whom three fell, even of that horn that had eyes, and a mouth that spake
very great things, whose look was more stout than his fellows. I beheld and the
same horn made war with the saints and prevailed against them; until the ancient
of days came, and judgment was given to the saints of the Most High.”? Will you
tell me what your idea is about this eleventh hour?—1I have no definite idea about
what that represents.

‘What power arose that changed times and laws, and wore out the saints and
blasphemed God?—XNero did that.

Nero was an emperor of undivided Rome; we have come down to the time that
Rome was divided into ten parts, and-another power arose and three fell before
it.  Will you tell me who this blasphemous power was?—I donot know.

I will tell vou, then, it is the pope of Rome. Paul says he should oppose
himself and exalt himself above all that is called God. I will ask you, when
did the pope of Rome gain temporal power?—Did Daniel say it was the pope
of Rome?

Daniel described him in the very same way Paul does. Paul says that
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there shall be a falling away first and that man of sin shall be revealed, who
opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God. He has done

that?—That was tbe spirit of iniquity tbat had already begun to work, the
antichrist. [Time called.]

(Mr. Williums® Second Speech of Fifteen Minutes.)

‘We have already referred to Jer. xxxi: 27-33 and we learn from this that it is
Judah and Israel who are the subjects of what the prophets says. Now as our
friend has admitted that that prophecy refers to national Israel his argument on
that applying to the church has come to an end.

We now come to the question of Zech. vi: 12, 18. This passage our friend
referred to in his first speech. I can scarcely see how he can apply it to the
church in any sense. I will refer to Chap. i: 16. Let us see what the prophet is
speaking about: “Therefore thus saith the Lord, I am returned to Jerusalem
with mercies: my house shalt be built in it, saith the Lord of hosts.” Now I
claim that has reference to the restoration of Israel and the rebuilding of Jerusa-
lem, when it is said: “*The law shall go forth from Mount Zion and the word of
the Lord from Jerusalem.” XNow we come to the 20th verse: ‘‘And the Lord
showed me four carpenters. Then said I, What come these to do? And he spake,
saying, These are the horns that have scattered Judah so that no man did lift up
his head; but these are come to fray them, to cast out the horns of the Gentiles.”
So you see this has reference to Judah and not the church. In chapter ii: 10,
¢ Sing and rejoice O daughter of Zion; for lo, I come, and I will dwell in the
midst of thee; saith the Lord.” Then in the 12th verse, “And the Lord shall
inberit Judah his portion in the holy land and shall choose Jerusalem again.”
This does not refer to the church but to national Israel, whose restoration the
prophet Zechariab is presenting. Now we follow along to the verse our friend
has quoted. When the Lord shall return to Judah then shall he build the temple
of the Lord which is described in Ezekiel. ‘‘And speak unto him saying, Thus
saith the Lord of bosts, saying, Behold the man whose name is the BRANCH, and
e shall grow up out of hisplace, and he shall build the temple of the Lord, and he
shall bear the glory and shall sit and rule upon bis throne.” Now the question is,
What throne is that, and when will Christ take that throne? We will follow
along in the same book S0 we may be sure we are referring to the same thing:
““And he shall be a priest upon his throne, and the couusel of peace shall be
between them both.” Then in the 16th verse: **And they that are afar off shall
come and build the temple of the Lord.” The restoration, then, of national
Israel is the subject all the way through, when Christ will be a king upon his
throne. King of what? Xing of the church? A king of the Jews. Our friend
referred to the Saviour’s confession before Pilate that he was a king, but he did
not notice that the question involved was that he was king of the Jews, he that
should ‘‘rule my people Israel.” Then in chapter viii: 23, ““And it shall come to
pass in those days that ten men shall take hold out of all languages of the
nations, even shall take hold on the skirt of him that is a Jew, saying, We will
go with you, for we have heard that God is with you.” The restoration of the
kingdom to Israel, therefore, is the subject of which the prophet is speaking.
‘We come along now to chapter xiv: 1: “For I will gather all nations against Jer-
usalem to battle.” Jerusalem is involved again. Then in the fourth verse, ‘*And
his feet shall stand in that day upon the mount of Olives, which is before
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Jerusalem on the east.” It is when all nations are gathered against Jerusalem
that Christ comes and his feet stand on the mount of Olives. Was that his first
coming? Let ussee: ‘“And the mount of Olives shall cleave in the midst thereof
And the Lord my God shall come and all the saints with thee.”” Then
in the ointh verse, “‘And the Lord shall be King over all the earth in that day.”
So this portion of the prophecy of Zechariah refers entirely to the kingdom I have
been talking about and not to the church our friend has talked so much about.

We have been referred to the case of the transfiguration where it is said,
“There be some standing bere which shall not taste of death until they have seen
the kingdom of God come with power.” I cannot see why our friend should have
referred to this, for he quoted verses to try to prove that the kingdom of God had
existed from the time of John the Baptist—"The law and the prophets were
until John, since then the kingdom of God is preached.” I have been trying to
distinguish between the preaching of the kingdom and the setting up of the king-
dom, but he will have it set up since the days of Johu the Baptist. He gquoted
first, “The time is folfilled, the kingdom of heaven is at band; repent and believe
the gospel.” Yes, but he is defeated in that. If he could have read, “The time
is fulfilled for the kingdom of heaven to be set up,” his proposition would be sus-
tained, but those words are not there. Now in relation to the transfiguration,
the Saviour says they should see the kingdom of God come with power. Accord-
ing to my friend the kingdom of God had been in existence for two years any
how.

Mr. Hall—They should see it coming with power.

Mr. Williams--One thing at a time: “There are some standing here that shall
not taste of death until they shall see the kingdom of God come.” I saw what you
were doing; you need not think you are gyinz to steal a mirch on m= in that way.
He quoted this first to prove that the kingdom of God must be in existence before
they could see it, and then he switched off aud showed that the kingdom of God
would pot come with power until away down iun the future. Jesus said, “See
that ye tell not the vision to any man until the Son of man be risen from the dead.
In what sense did they see the kingdom of God thend In vision. Christ is trans-
figured and made to appear as he will be when his kingdom is established and he
reigning as king in all the earth. Moses is there to represent the dead raised;
Elias is there to to represent those who will be alive and remaio until the coming
of the Lord. Therefore you have three classes; hence he showed them in vision
the coming of the glorious kingdomn. They bad been preaching it and he gave
them a glimpse of it on the mount of transfiguration, as it will be when set up.

“And I say also unto thee that thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build
my church.” That word in the Greek is ecclesia and is never translated kingdom:
which is from the word basilea; two distinet words. The gates of hell (hades)
shall not prevail against it.” Though they die they shall come forth.. “And I
give will unto thee the keys of the kingdom.” Whu.tt is meant by the giving of the
keys? The kingdom of God was the great plan of Jehovah; the apostles iu the
gospel age were to open out and make known to men the purposed establishment
of the kingdom of God in the earth, so that men might believe it and obey it and
prepare themselves for the glorious kingdom; so that when Christ comes he might
say, *‘Come, ye blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from
the foundation of world.” My friend would have you believe all the way through
that “Upon this rock I will build my church * has reference to the setting up of
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en kingdom of God is set up no “violence will take it by
force.” The text I have quoted shows that in the days of these kings, which
kings do not come into existence until long after the death of Christ—the Most
High maketh kuown what sball be in the latter days, when this division takes
place and the kings of the earth organize themselves into a great image. it is theun
that Christ comes as a stone to smite the image on its feet and break it to pieces
and grind it to powder and the wind blows it away, and the stone becomes a
great mountain and fills the whole earth. Therefore Daniel says, ‘“‘In the days
of these kings.” and these kings were not in existence when my friend says the
kingdom was set up. Here you find from the very book he has given me—it is a
very brief history—the whole history of the world in this small book! Where in
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down here (showing chart in Ridpath’s History), away down this side of the death
of Christ to the time of the invasion of the Goths and other hordes. In the days
of these kings, the kings that did not come into existence until after Christ had
left the earth, but will in “the latter days,” shall the God of heaven set up a
kingdom, and it shall break in pieces and consume all these kingdoms and it
shall stand forever.

We will refer next to I. Cor. xv: Our friend says that where I said the king-
dom i3 set up, there it will be given up. Verse 28—Every man in his own order;
Christ the first fruits, and afterwards they that are Christ’s at his coming.”
Christ was in heaven when Paul spoke these words. *‘He must reign until be
hath put all enewies under hLis feet. “When the Son of man shall come in his
glory and all the holy angels with him then shall he sit on the throne of his
glory.” 8o the apostle says. " Afterwards,”—after the salvation of them that are
Christ’s at his coming, and it is when he comes that he takes to bimself his great
power and reigns, and then he reigns until the last enemy, death, is destroyed:
it is then, when the thousand years’ reign of Christ have passed away, that he
delivers up the kingdom to God the Father. So then this very text begins the
reign of Christ at his coming in barmony with all the other testimonies.

And now in conclusion what have we? We have shown that the way in
which the kingdom of God could suffer violence was in its preached phase, that
when it is established in actuality no violence can take it by force, that it is the
hope of Israel, that Christ is to be the ruler of Israel, the King of the Jews, that
it will be in the regeneration when the Son of man shall sit on the throne of his
glory that the twelve apostle shall eat and drink with him in his kingdom and sit
on thrones ruling the twelve tribes of Israel. [7ume called.]

=



