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Chapter 1

Eschatology: Introductory
Observations

The branch of systematic theology which deals with
the doctrines of the last things (taeschata) is called
eschatologyThe Greek title is of comparatively recent
introduction, but in modern usage it has largely
supplanted its Latin equivalent De Novissindis.the
numerous doctrinal subjects belonging to this section of
theology will be treated exprofesso under their several
proper titles, it is proposed in this article merely to take
such a view of the whole field as will serve to indicate
the place of eschatology in the general framework of
religion, explain its subject-matter and the outlines of its
content in the various religions of mankind, and illustrate
by comparison the superiority of Christian eschatological
teaching.

As a preliminary indication of the subject-matter
distinction may be made between the eschatology of
the individual and that of the race and the universe at
large. The former setting out from the doctrine of
personal immortalityor at least of survival in some form
after death, seeks to ascertain the fate or condition,
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temporary or eternal, of individual souls, and how far the issues of
the future depend on the present life. The latter deals with events
like the resurrection and the general judgment, in which, according to
Christian Revelation, all men will participate, and with the signs and
portents in the moral and physical order that are to precede and
accompany those events. Both aspeitis individual and the universal

- belong to the adequate concept of eschatology; but it is only in
Christian teaching that both receive due and proportionate recognition.
Jewish eschatology only attained its completion in the teaching of
Christ and thépostles; while in ethnic religion eschatology seldom
rose above the individual viewand even then was often so vague,
and so little bound up with any adequate notion of Divine justice and
of moral retribution, that it barely deserves to be ranked as religious
teaching.

Ethnic Eschatologies

Coming to the higher or civilized societies, we shall glance briefly
at the eschatology of the Babylonian &sdyrian, Egyptian, Indian,
Persian, and Greek religions. Confucianism can hardly be said to
have an eschatologgxcept the very indefinite belief involved in the
worship of ancestors, whose happiness was held to depend on the
conduct of their living descendants. Islamic eschatology contains
nothing distinctive except the glorification of barbaric sensuality

Indian: In the Vedic, the earliest historical form of the Indian
religion, eschatological belief is simpler and purer than in the
Brahministic and Buddhistic forms that succeeded it. Individual
immortality is clearly taught. There is a kingdom of the dead under
the rule ofyama, with distinct realms for the good and the wicked.
The good dwell in a realm of light and share in the feasts of the gods;
the wicked are banished to a place of “nethermost darkddsszidy
however in the laterVedas, where these beliefs and developed
expression, retribution begins to be ruled more by ceremonial
observances than by strictly moral tests. On the other hand, there is
no trace as yet of the dreary doctrine of transmigration, but critics
profess to discover the germs of later pantheism.

In Brahminism retribution gains in prominence and sevdoity
becomes hopelessly involved in transmigration, and is made more
and more dependent either on sacrificial observances or on
theosophical knowledge. Though after death there are numerous
heavens and hells for the reward and punishment of every degree of
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merit and demerit, these are not final states, but only so many preludes
to further rebirths in higher or lower forms. Pantheistic absorption in
Brahma, the world-soul and only realityith the consequent extinction

of individual personalities - this is the only final solution of the problem

of existence, the only salvation to which man may ultimately look
forward. But it is a salvation which only a few may hope to reach
after the present life, the few who have acquired a perfect knowledge
of Brahma. The bulk of men who cannot rise to this high philosophic
wisdom may succeed, by means of sacrificial observances, in gaining
atemporary heaven, but they are destined to further births and deaths.

Buddhist eschatology still further develops and modifies the
philosophical side of the Brahministic doctrine of salvation, and
culminates in what is, strictly speaking, the negation of eschatology
and of all theology - a religion without a God, and a lofty moral code
without hope of reward or fear of punishment herealgistence
itself, or at least individual existence, is the primary evil; and the
cravingfor existence, with the many forms of desire it begets, is the
source of all the misery in which life is inextricably involved. Salvation,
or the state of Nirvana, is to be attained by the utter extinction of every
kind of desire, and this is possible by knowledget the knowledge of
God or the soul, as in Brahministout the purely philosophical
knowledge of the real truth of things. For all who do not reach this
state of philosophic enlightenment or who fail to live up to its
requirements that is to say for the vast bulk of mankinthere is
nothing in prospect save a dreary cycle of deaths and rebirths with
intercalated heavens and hells; and in Buddhism this doctrine takes
on a still more dread and inexorable character than pre-Buddhistic
Brahminism.

Biblical Eschatology

Without going into details either by way of exposition or of criticism,
it will be sufiicient to point out how Oldlestament eschatology
compares with ethnic systems, and how notwithstanding its
deficiencies in point of clearness and completeness, it was not an
unworthy preparation for the fullness of Christian Revelation.

(1) Old Testament eschatologgven in its earliest and most
imperfect form, shares in the distinctive character which belongs to
Old Testament religion generallin the first place, as a negative
distinction, we note the entire absence of certain erroneous ideas
and tendencies that have a large place in ethnic religions. There is no
pantheism or dualism no doctrine of pre-existencesddm 8:17-20
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does not necessarily imply this doctrine, as has sometimes been
contended) or of metempsychosis; nor is there any trace, as might
have been expected, of Egyptian ideas or practices. In the next place,
on the positive side, the Olfestament stands apart from ethnic
religions in its doctrine of God and of man in relation to God. Its
doctrine of God is pure and uncompromising monotheism; the universe
is ruled by the wisdom, Justice, and omnipotence of the one, true
God.And man is created by God in His own image and likeness, and
destined to relations of friendship and fellowship with Him. Here we
have revealed in clear and definite terms the basal doctrines which
are at the root of eschatological truth, and which, once they had
taken hold of the life of a people, were bound, even without new
additions to the revelation, to safeguard the purity of an inadequate
eschatology and to lead in time to richer and higher developments.
Such additions and developments occur in Tstament teaching;

but before noticing them it is well to call attention to the two chief
defects, or limitations, which attach to the earlier eschatology and
continue, by their persistence in popular belief, to hinder more or less
the correct understanding and acceptance by the Jewish people as a
whole of the highest eschatological utterances of their own inspired
teachers.

(2) The first of these defects is the silence of the earlier and of
some of the later books on the subject of moral retribution after death,

or at least the extreme vagueness of such passages in these books as

might be understood to refer to this subject. Death is not extinction;
but Sheol, the underworld of the dead, in early Hebrew thought is not
very different from the BabyloniaAralu or the Homeric Hades,
except that Jahve is God even there. Itis a dreary abode in which all
that is prized in life, including friendly intercourse with God, comes to
an end without any definite promise of renewal. Dishonour incurred
in life or in death, clings to a man in Sheol, like the honour he may
have won by a virtuous life on earth; but otherwise conditions in
Sheol are not represented as retributive, except in the vaguest way
Not that a more definite retribution or the hope of renewal to a life of
blessedness is formally denied and excluded,; it simply fails to find
utterance in earlier OlBestament records. Religion is pre-eminently
an affair of this life, and retribution works out here on earth. This
idea which to us seems so strange, must, to be fairly appreciated, be
taken in conjunction with the national as opposed to the individual
viewpoint [see under (3) of this section]; and allowance must also be
made for its pedagogic value for a people like the early Hebrews.
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Christ himself explains why Moses permitted divorce (“by reason of
the hardness of your heart”, Matthew 19:8); revelation and legislation
had to be tempered to the capacity of a singularly practical and
unimaginative people, who were more effectively confirmed in the
worship and service of God by a vivid sense of His retributive
providence here on earth than they would have been but a higher and
fuller doctrine of future immortality with its postponement of moral
rewards. Nor must we exaggerate the insufficiency of this early point
of view. It gave a deep religious value and significance to every
event of the present life, and raised morality above the narrow
utilitarian standpoint. Not worldly prosperity as such was the ideal of
the pious Israelite, but prosperity bestowed by God as the gracious
reward of fidelity in keeping His Commandmenist, when all has
been said, the inadequacy of this belief for the satisfaction of individual
aspirations must be admitted; and this inadequacy was bound to prove
itself sooner or later in experience. Even the substitution of the national
for the individual standpoint could not indefinitely hinder this result.

(3) The tendency to sink the individual in the nation and to treat
the latter as the religious unit was one of the most marked
characteristics of Hebrew faithind this helped very much to support
and prolong the other limitation just noticed, according to which
retribution was looked for in this life. Deferred and disappointed
personal hopes could be solaced by the thought of their present or
future realization in the nation. It was only when the national calamities,
culminating in the exile, had shattered for a time the peoptgie of
a glorious theocratic kingdom that the eschatology of the individual
became prominent; and with the restoration there was a tendency to
revert to the national point of viewt is true of the 0.Tas a whole
that the eschatology of the people overshadows that of the individual,
though it is true at the same time that, in and through the fotineer
latter advances to a clear and definite assurance of a personal
resurrection from the dead, at least for the children of Israel who are
to share, if found worthyn the glories of the Messianige.

It is beyond the scope of this article to attempt to trace the growth
or describe the several phases of this national eschatalbigh
centres in the hope of the establishment of a theocratic and Messianic
kingdom on earth. However spiritually this idea may be found
expressed in Oldestament prophecies, as we read them now in the
light of their progressive fulfillment in the Nélestament Dispensation,
the Jewish people as a whole clung to a material and political
interpretation of the kingdom, coupling their own domination as a
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people with the triumph of God and the worldwide establishment of
His rule. There is much, indeed, to account for this in the obscurity of
the prophecies themselves. The Messias as a distinct person is not
always mentioned in connexion with the inauguration of the kingdom,
which leaves room for the expectation of a theophany of Jahve in the
character of judge and ruléut even when the person and place of
the Messias are distinctly foreshadowed, the fusion together in
prophecy of what we have learned to distinguish as His first and His
second coming tends to give to the whole picture of the Messianic
kingdom an eschatological character that belongs in reality only to its
final stage. It is thus the resurrection of the dead in Isaiah 26:19, and
Daniel 12:2, is introduced; and many of the descriptions foretelling
“the day of the Lord”, the judgment on Jews and Gentiles, the
renovation of the earth and other phenomena that usher in that day
while applicable in a limited sense to contemporary events and to the
inauguration of the Christian Era, are much more appropriately
understood of the end of the world. It is not, therefore, surprising that
the religious hopes of the Jewish nation should have become so
predominantly eschatological, and that the popular imagination,
foreshortening the perspective of Divine Revelation, should have
learned to look for the establishment on earth of the glorious Kingdom
of God, which Christians are assured will be realized only in heaven
at the close of the present dispensation.

(4) Passing from these general observations which seem necessary
for the true understanding of Olkstament eschatologg brief
reference will be made to the passages which exhibit the growth of a
higher and fuller doctrine of immortalifhe recognition of individual
as opposed to mere corporate responsibility and retribution may be
reckoned, at least remotelgs a gain to eschatolgggven when
retribution is confined chiefly to this life; and this principle is repeatedly
recognized in the earliest books. (See Genesis 18:25; Exodus 32:33;
Numbers 16:22; Deuteronomy 7:10; 24:16; 2 Kings 24:17; 2 Kings
14:6; Isaiah 3:10 sq.; 33:15 sqq.; Jeremiah 12:1 sq.; 17:5-10; 32:18
sq.; Ezekiel 14:12-20; 18:4, 18 sqq.; Psalms, passim; Proverbs 2:21
sqg.; 10:2; 1:19, 31; etc.) Itis recognized also in the very terms of the
problem dealt with in the Book of Job.

But, coming to higher things, we find in the Psalms and in Job the
clear expression of a hope or assurance for the just of a life of
blessedness after death. Here is voiced, under Divine inspiration, the
innate craving of the righteous soul for everlasting fellowship with
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God, the protest of a strong and vivid faith against the popular
conception of Sheol. Omitting doubtful passages, it is enough to refer
to Psalms xv (A.Vxvi), xvi (A.V. xvii), xlviii (A.V . xlix), and Ixxii

(A.V. Ixxiii). Of these it is not impossible to explain the first two as
prayers for deliverance from some imminent danger of death, but the
assurance they express is too absolute and universal to admit this
interpretation as the most naturhd this assurance becomes still
more definite in the other two psalms, by reason of the contrast which
death is asserted to introduce between the fates of the just and the
impious. The same faith emerges in the Book of Job, first as a hope
somewhat questionably expressed, and then as an assured conviction.
Despairing of vindication in this life and rebelling against the thought
that righteousness should remain finally unrewarded, the sufferer
seeks consolation in the hope of a renewal of Sioi@ndship beyond

the grave: “O that thou wouldest hide me in Sheol, that thou wouldest
keep me secret, until thy wrath be past, that thou wouldest appoint
me a set time, and remember me. If a man die, shall he live again?
All the days of my warfare would | wait, till my release should come”
(xiv, 13 sq.). In xvii, 18 - xvii, 9, the expression of this hope is more
absolute; and in xix, 23-27, it takes the form of a definite certainty
that he will see God, his Redeemer: “But | know that my Redeemer
liveth and that he shall stand up at the last upon the earth [dust]; and
after this my skin has been destroyed, yet from [al. without] my flesh
shall | see God, whom | shall see for myself and my eyes shall behold,
and not another” (25 - 27). In his risen body he will see God, according
to theVulgate (LXX) reading: “and in the last day | shall rise out of
the earthAnd | shall be clothed again with my skill, and in my flesh

| shall see my God” (25 - 26).

The doctrine of the resurrection finds definite expression in the
Prophets; and in Isaiah 26:19: “thy dead shall live, my dead bodies
shall rise agairAwake and sing, ye that dwell in the dust” etc.; and
Daniel 12:2: “and many of those that sleep in the dust of the earth
shall awake: some unto everlasting life, and others to everlasting
shame and contempt” etc., it is clearly a personal resurrection that is
taught - in Isaias a resurrection of righteous Israelites; in Daniel, of
both the righteous and the wicked. The judgment, which in Daniel is
connected with the resurrection, is also personal; and the same is
true of the judgment of the living (Jews and Gentiles) which in various
forms the prophecies connect with the “day of the Lord”. Some of
the Psalms (e.g. 48) seem to imply a judgment of individuals, good
and bad, after death; and the certainty of a future judgment of “every
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work, whether it be good or evil”, is the final solution of the moral
enigmas of earthly life offered by Ecclesiastes (xii, 13-14; cf. iii, 17).
Coming to the later (deuterocanonical) books of the OT we have
clear evidence in Il Mach. of Jewish faith not only in the resurrection
of the body (vii, 9-14), but in the efficacy of prayers and sacrifices
for the dead who have died in godliness (xi, 43 sd@mjl in the
second and first centuries BC, in the Jewish apocryphal literature,
new eschatological developments appelaiefly in the direction of a
more definite doctrine of retribution after death. The word Sheol is
still most commonly understood of the general abode of the departed
awaiting the resurrection, this abode having different divisions for
the reward of the righteous and the punishment of the wicked; in
reference to the latteBheol is sometimes simply equivalent to hell.
Gehenna is the name usually applied to the final place of punishment
of the wicked after the last judgment, or even immediately after death;
while paradise is often used to designate the intermediate abode of
the souls of the just and heaven their home of final blessedness.
Christ’'s use of these terms shows that the Jews of His day were
sufficiently familiar with their Newlestament meanings.

For systematic treatment it is best to distinguish between (A)
individual and (B) universal and cosmic eschatolagiuding

under (A)

e death;

 the particular judgment;

* heaven, or eternal happiness;

e purgatory or the intermediate state;
 hell, or eternal punishment;

and under (B)

the approach of the end of the world;
» the resurrection of the body;

* the general judgment; and

the final consummation of all things.

The superiority of Catholic eschatology consists in the fact that,
without professing to answer every question that idle curiosity may
suggest, it gives a clearonsistent, satisfying statement of all that
need at present be known, or can profitably be understood, regarding
the eternal issues of life and death for each of us perspaatiythe
final consummation of the cosmos of which we are a part.
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Chapter 2

Theological Analysis of
Human Death

The Bible portrays death as the consequence of
human sin. Death was the sanction that God tied to the
Garden of Eden stipulation: “Of every tree of the garden
you may freely eat; but of the tree of the knowledge of
good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you
eat of it you shall surely die” (Gen. 2:16-17). And God’
expulsion oAdam and Eve from the Garden on account
of their covenant breach and treason demonstrated that
His threats were not emptipeath became the lot of
Adam and his posterityo borrow the apostle Pasl’
language in Romans 6:23: “The wages of sin [became]
death.”

What did God have in view when He issued His
death-threat to Adam? What is the meaning of “death™?
How would Adam, Eve, and their tdpring come to
experience this consequence for humanAm®what
purpose does death serve in Gosbvereign plan for
humankind? These are the questions that we
will attempt to answer in the article below
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Biblical Understanding of Death

The common Hebrew terminologged for death is related to the
verb used in God’ death-threaflhe phrase “you shall surely die”
combines the infinite absolute and the finite verbal form of the
Hebrew From this verbal root comes the cognate ndhe.common
Greek verb for death, apothnesko, and its related rtbanatos
share a similar semantic range with the Hebrew counterparts. The
terminology for “death” is often used in antithetical parallelism with
the Hebrew and Greek terms for “life” (Deut. 30:19; 2 Sam. 15:21;
Prov 18:21: Jer21:8).Therefore, at the most basic level, “death”
denotes the opposite of “life.” In a certain sense, we may define death
as the cessation or deprivation of life.

However we must not construe the meaning of death in
purely naturalistic terms. Death is not merely the functional ces-sation
of our vital bodily organs, such as the heart, lungs, and/or brain. On
the contrarythe Scriptures accord “death” adar theological
significance. Consequenthlwe cannot properly under-stand human
death apart from masmtelationship with God. Wh this theological
perspective in vieywve will examine the biblical meaning of “death”
under three headings: spiritual death, physical death, and eternal death.

Spiritual Death

The first dimension of death experiencedNoljam, Eve, and their
offspring by ordinary generation may be termed “spiritual death.”
By spiritual death, we are referring ttee cessation of covenant
fellowship between man and Gothis rupture in communion
between man and God has both a human and also a divine component.
In other words, the alienation is two-sided.

1. Man Estranged from God

The first thingAdam and Eve experienced when they ate the
for-bidden fruit was the opening of their eyes and an immediate urge
to cover their nakedness (3:7). These metaphors are indicative of

the presence of a bad conscience and a consequent feeling of shame.

Moreover in addition to a bad conscience and feeling of ghilgm

and Eve experienced a dread and aversion tos&pécial presence
(3:8, 10).As a result, they rtnly attempt to hide from God (Gen.
3:8b, 10b), but they also try to mitigate their guilt through blame shifting
(3:12-13). Furthermoréddam and Eves fall into sin consisted of
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disafection toward their heavenly Fath&od alludes to this
disaffection when He promises to reverse it in His curse upon the
Serpent: “I will put enmity between you and the woman, and
between your seed and her seed” (Gen. 3Ttb3ummarizeAdam

and Eves initial estrangement from God consisted in a bad conscience,
as well as the feelings of shame, feard disdection toward God.

The rest of Scripture confirms that this spiritual deadness or moral
estrangement has been inheritedAolam’s offspring. One of the
key texts that highlights the continuance of “spiritual death” is found
in Ephesians 2And you were dead in the trespasses and sins in
which you once walked, following the course of this world, following
the prince of the power of the atine spirit that is now at work in the
sons of disobedience among whom we all once lived in the passions
of our flesh, carrying out the desires of the body and the mind, and
were by nature children of wrath, like the rest of mankind (ESV).

Paul describes men before conversion as “dead in trespasses and
sins.” This spiritual deadness does not just refer to our moral corruption
and inability It also refers to the fact that our allegiance afetabns
were aligned with Satan rather than Gk did not merely carry
out our own lusts, but we followed "the prince of the power of the
air, the spirit who is now at work in the sons of disobedience.” Thus,
death, in this context, conveys the idea of estrangement from God.

Jesus also alludes to this spiritual death when He declares to a
Jewish audience, “Most assuredlysay to you, he who hears My
word and believes in Him who sent Me has everlasting life, and shall
not come into judgment, but has passed from death into life” (John
5:24). Conversion, Jesus argues, results in a transition “from death
into life.” The “life” Jesus has in view does not merely consist in the
prospect of existence after death. The tenses of the verbs indicate
that Christ is speaking of realities experienced in this life. The moment
a person believes in Christ, he “has passed from death int@\iife.”
what kind of life does Jesus have in view? Listen to his answer in
John 17:3: “And this is eternal life, that they may kntw, the only
true God, and Jesus Christ whofou have sent.” Eternal life
experienced in this life is equivalent to communion with God.
Conversely spiritual death experienced in this life is equivalent to
estrangement from God.
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It is also important for us to note that there are degrees of spiritual
death or estrangememll men are born with a conscience that
testifies of their estrangement from God (Rom. 1:18-21, 32; 2:14-
15). It is possible, howeveior men to harden their conscience and
to intensify their enmity toward Godhink, for example, of Pharaah’
response t&yahweh.Ten times God commanded Pharaoh to release
the people of Israel from bondage; and ten times Pharaoh hardened
his heart against Gaglcommand (Exod. 7:13-14, 16, 23; 8:15, 19,
22;9:7,12, 34, 35; 10:11110; 14:8). Consequentkyhen men harden
their conscience against God, God in turn gives them over to a
reprobate mind (Rom. 1:24, 26, 28), that is, a heart that is more deeply
estranged from God.

2. God Estranged from Man

We must not limit the alienation between man and God to a merely
human estrangement from God. The Scriptures also teach that God
himself is estranged from man. It was Adiam and Eve who left
the Garden because they no longer enjoyed <Hetlow-ship. God
himself expelled them from the Garden (Gen. 3:22-24) as act of
judgment and expression of divine wra&s the sin ofAdam’s
offspring increased (Gen. 6:5), so Gogtief and righteous indignation
grew in proportion (Gen. 6:6-7) until he executed the judgment of the
Flood (Gen. 6:13ff.)

Perhaps one of the greatest indications of &edtrange-ment
from man is the fact that of all the divine emotions portrayed in
Scripture, God angerwrath, and displeasure occur most frequently
In his study of the divine emotions, Greg Nichols counts at least 459
explicit references to Gaglanger in the Old and NeVestaments.
Then he concludes, “No other divine affec-tion even begins to approach
this massive testimoriyDavid writes in Psalm 711, “God is a just
judge,and God is angry with the wicked every days we noted
earlier in Ephesians, spiritual death does not merely constitute us
as the followers of Satan (Eph. 2:2) but also as “children of wrath”
(Eph. 2:3).

Ironically, the most poignant display of Gedéstrangement
towards humankind is seen in Gedibandonment of Christ upon
the cross. Recall theords of Jesus as he cried out under darkened
sky, “Eli, Eli, lama sabachthani?” that is, “My God, My God, why
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haveYou forsaken Me?” (Matt. 27:46). Not more eloquent testimony
to the alienation God felt towards man was ever heard!

In summarythe first consequence of sin is “spiritual dealtnis
kind of death consists in what might be called “covenant-
estrangement.” The sinner is alienated from God (Eph. 2:12; 4:18;
Col. 1:21), and God is alienated from the sinner (John 3:36; Eph. 2:3).
Only the gospel of Jesus Christ can bring about the reconciliation
(Rom.5:11; 11:15; 2 Cor5:18-19).

Physical Death

Not only did Gods curse upon humanity entail a spiritual death; it
also resulted in physical death or the dissolution of the. Madymay
recall Gods judicial pronouncement ohdam: Because you have
heeded the voice of your wife, and have eaten from the tree of which
| commanded you, saying, t4 shall not eat of it": “Cursed is the
ground for your sake; in toil you shall eat of it all the days of your life.
Both thorns and thistles it shall bring forth for you, and you shall eat
the herb of the field. In the sweat of your face you shall eat bread till
you return to the ground, for out of it you were taken; for dust you are,
and to dust you shall return” (Gen. 3:17-19).

So in accordance with Gaturse Adans'body would eventually
succumb decay and dissolution. He was created to rule over the earth,
but as a result of his sin, the very earth from which he was taken
would eventually “rule over him”!

Under this heading of “physical death,” we need to include the
processes and factors that lead up to death: harmful environmental
threats and disasters, genetic defects and deformities, injuries
and diseases, and the general aging process that eventuates in the
failure of the bodys vital ogans and results in physical de&b.we
will consider physical death both as a process and as a discrete event.

1. The Process of Physical Death

Some theologians have attempted to find an explicit refer-ence to
the process of dying in Galdeath-threat given &adlam in the Garden
of Eden. The final phrase in Genesis 2:17 can be literally rendered, “In
the day you eat from it, dying you shall die.” The inference drawn
from this literal rendering of the passage is that God was actually
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threateninghe beginning of a pcessather than a discrete event.
“In the day that you eat from it, you will begin the process of dying,”
is how some read it.

However the Hebrew construction of an infinitive absolute
fol-lowed immediately by the cognate finite verb affirthe certainty
of the verbal ideaather tharits beginning or durationAccordingly,
most translations are correct when they render the passage, “In the
day that you eat from it, you shall surely digd the passage is not
explicitly underscoring the process of death but rather the inevitability
of death.The certainty oAdam’s death would be predicated upon
the irreversible factuality of his eating the fruit.

But we do not depend upon a dubious reading of Genesis 2:17 in
order to establish the reality of a process of physical death. God
seems to allude to this process in his judgment Agoam and Eve.

To the woman God threatens an increase in physical and emotional
pain connected with her role as childbearer (Gen. 3Tbahe man

God portends hardship, toil and pain, which would eventuate the
physical dissolution of his body (Gen. 3:17-#9)d by banishing the
couple from the protective environment of the Garden (Gen. 3:22-
24), God would expose them to a harsher environment that would
contribute to the mortal injury or eventual aging and death of their
bodies (Gen. 4:8, 23; 5:5, 8,114, 17, 20, 27, 31; 6t113).

Not surprisinglysoon after the Flood we find a fast and significant
decline in human longevitiNoah, like most of the other antediluvians
identified in Genesis 5 lives to be over years 900 years old. However
by the time we reach the fpiarchal narratives, the lifespans of
the patriarchs average 153 years and that of the Israelites in Moses’
day 70 to 80 years (Ps. 90:10). Moreowge also find scattered
references throughout the Old and N&estaments to physical
deformities, genetic defects, injuries and diseases. Furthermore, a
number of passages describe individual® are sick and in the
process of dying from their ill-ness.

2. The Event of Physical Death

The Scriptures also describe physical death as a discrete event.
In Genesis 5, we hear the repeated refrain, “and he died5,(8/
11,14, 17, 20, 27, 31). Breathing omkist breath is one of the most
common biblical expressions used to depict the actual moment of
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death (Gen. 28:8, 17; 35:29; 49:33; Mark 15:37, 39; Luke 23¢tS;
5:5,10).

The Bible attributes to God the power and prerogative to determine
the precise time of oneteathThrough Moses, God declares, “Now
see that |, even |, am He, and there is no God besides Me; | kill and
I make alive; | wound and | heal; nor is there any who can deliver from
My hand (Deut. 32:39)The Psalmist writes, “0u hideYour face,
they are troubledyou take away their breath, they die and return to
their dust” (Ps. 104:29). In the language of Job, “[Mhdays are
determined; the number of his months is with [God]; [God has]
appointed [marg] limits, so that he cannot pass.”

And true to God judgment upoAdam (Gen. 3:19), mas’body
begins to decompose and return to the dust once his physical life expires
(Job 17:14; 24:20; Pss. 16:10; 90:3; 104:29; Eccl. 3:20; 12:7; Isa. 66:24;
Dan. 12:2; John1t39;Acts 2:27-31; 13:36; 1 Cot5:42, 50).

Eternal Death

There is one more dimension of death that we must consider before
we move on to address the nature and purpose of human death in
the Bible. This is what theologians often refer to as “eter-nal death,”
or to use the phrase employed by the apostle John in the book of
Revelation, “the Second Death” (2;120:6, 14; 21:8)This is
theultimateform of death - eternal separation from God and His
blessings.

The OT does not provide us with a lot of explicit and detailed
teaching concerning this dimension of death. Of course, we
cannot conclude from this fact that the OT redemptive community
was completely unaware of its realycording to Jude, Enoch, the
seventh fromAdam, preached a final judgment (Jude 14, 15).
According to Peterthe universal flood provided the people of
the ancient world a foretaste of this final judgment (2 Pet. 3:5-7).

Not surprisingly David alludes to this day in the Psalms (Pss.
9:17-20; 37:37-38; 49:12-15). King Solomon also spoke of this day
whenhe concludes Ecclesiastes with the famous words, “Let us hear
the conclusion of the whole matter: fear God and keep His
command-ments, for this is marall. For God will bring every work
into judgment, including every secret thing, whether good or evil”
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(12:1314). Solomon cannot be referring to a temporal judgment in
this life since he has already concluded that such a universal and
complete judgment does not happen in this life (Eccl. 3:16; 8:14; 9:1-
3). Hence, he must be alluding to a final assize.

Daniel provides the most complete OT description of this great
Day of Judgment in a vision: | watched till thrones were put in place,
and theAncient of Days was seated; His garment was white as, snow
and the hair of His head was like pure wool. His throne was a fiery
flame, its wheels a burning fire; a fiery stream issued and came forth
from before Him.A thousand thousands ministered to Him; ten
thousand times ten thousand stood before Him. The court was seated,
and the books were opened (Dan. 7:9, 10). | Btaniel speaks of a
general resurrection in which “many of those who sleep in the dust
of the earth shall awake, some to everlasting life, some to shame and
everlasting contempt” (Dan. 12:2). So there seems to have been a
general belief among the OT community in a final judgment and an
eternal separation from God that would follow physical death.

In the NT, howeverwe find clearer and more explicit teaching.
Jesus, for example, distinguishes between mere physical death and
eternal death when He cautions His disciples, “Do not fear those
who kill the body but cannot kill the soul [i.e., mere physical death].
But rather fear Him who is able to destroy both soul and body in hell
[i.e., eternal death]” (Matt. 10:28). This eternal destruction of “soul
and body in hell” will commence after a Final Judgment to which all
mankind will be summoned (Matt. 7:22t:22; 13:40-43; 25:31-46;
John 5:27Acts 10:42; Rom. 2:5, 16; 14:9; 2 Cbrl0; ZThess. 1:10;

2 Tim. 1:12; 4:1; 2 Pet. 3:7). Not only will this death entail
unending pain and torment (Matt. 8:12; 13:42; 22:13; 24:51; 25:30;
Luke 13:28; 16:23, 28; Re¥4:11; 18:10, 15). Most frightening will

be the reality of eternal banish-ment from Gopifesence and any
possibility of hope (Matt. 7:23; 25:41; Luke 13:25, 27; Thess. 1:9;
Rev 22:15).The phrase “second death” serves to highlight the ideas
of ultimacy and final-ity

* The Nature of Death: In addressing the nature of death in its
three dimensions, we are simply highlighting the fact that human
death is not just a natural process or a mere product of chance.
On the contrarythe Scriptures clearly portray human death as an
expression of God'righteous wrath and judgment (Rom. 1:18-
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3:20; 2:5, 8; 5:9; 9:22; Eph. 5:6; Col. 3:6; 1 Thess. 1:10; 5:9;
Rev 6:16-17; 1:18; 14:10, 19; 15:1, 7; 16:1, 19; 19:15).

* The Purpose of Death: In general, the purpose of human death, in
all three of its dimensions is the satisfaction of Ggastice and
pacification of Gods wrath.When God warneddam not to eat
of the forbidden tree upon the pain of death (Gen. 2:17), he bound
himself to act in accordance with his just and holy nature. So
whenAdam sinned, God had no other recourse but to punish sin.
The soul that sins must die (Ezek. 18:4, 20). The “wages of sin is
death” (Rom. 6:23). This need for the satisfaction of justice and
pacification of wrath does not change under the dispensation of
grace. The soul that sins masitl die. But thanks be to God that
he has provided a substitute! Jesus Christ has taken our sins and
propitiated Gods wrath so that God can remain just and also the
justifier of the one who believes in Jesus (Rom. 3:24-26; 5:9-
10; Gal. 3:13). If Jesus Christ hasfeudéd Gods wrath in our
stead delivering us from eternal death, and if the Holy Spirit has
regen-erated our hearts delivering us from spiritual death, why
must we still experience physical death? Why must Christians
experience suffering and physical death?

The Purposes of Physical Death for the Christian

The writer to the Hebrews informs us, “It is appointed for men to
die” (Heb. 9:27). Don’t we wish that we could be an excep-tion to
that general rule, like Enoch (Gen. 5:24; Heh5), Elijah (2 Kings
2:1, 1), or those living when Christ returns Thess. 4:17)Why
does God allow the Christian to experience physical death? In addition
to some of the same benefits listed under suffering, let me suggest
two reasons why God allows us to experience physical death.

@ First of all, anticipating and experiencing physical death serves
to conform the Christian to the pattern of Christ. Before Jesus
could enter into gloryHe had to sdiér and die (Luke 24:26, 46; 1
Pet. 1:1). So too, believers are called to follow in his steps
(1 Pet. 2:21). Suffering first, then glory (1 Pet. 4:12-13; 5:8-10).
Thus, the apostle could aspire to “know [Christ] and the power of
His resurrection, and the fellowship of His sufferings,
being conformed to His death” (Phil. 3:10).
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® Secondlyit may be that God has chosen ironically to use the penalty
for sin as very event by which He completely frees His children
from the power and presence of sin foresarGregory Nichols
remarks,

Thus, the very thing which was unto our ultimate consignment to hell,
death, is now the gateway to glotywd God, as it were, in the irony
of his saving purpose, makes that which was to be the vehicle of
our destruc-tion the vehicle of the destruction of our indwelling sin.

So just as God'curse declaration upon the Serpent contained an
implicit blessing of redemption, so the experience of physical death
for he Christian has been transformed into a vehicle of ultimate
blessing and unending joWot surprisingly the apostle Paul can
declare, “For to me, to live is Christ, and to die is gain” (Phil. 1:21).

Pope Benedict XVI On the Meaning of Death
Vatican City Nov 6, 2006

During these days that follow the liturgical commemoration of the
dead, many parishes celebrate the octave of the dead, an appropriate
occasion to remember our loved ones in prayer and to meditate on
the reality of death, which the “civilization of comfort” often tries to
remove from peopls’conscientiousness, immersed in the concerns
of daily life. To die, in fact, is part of life and not only of its end, but,
if we pay attention, of every instant. Despite all the distractions, the
loss of a loved one makes us discover the “problem,” making us feel
death as a radically hostile presence contrary to our natural vocation
to life and happiness.

Jesus revolutionized the meaning of death. He did so with his
teaching, above all by facing death himself. “Dying he destroyed death,”
says the litugy of the Easter season. itWthe Spirit that could not die,
Christ defeated death that was killing man,” wrote a Father of the
Church (Melito of Sardis, “On Easte66). In this waythe Son of
God wished to share our human condition to the end, to open it to hope.
Ultimately, he was born to be able to die and in this way to free us from
the slavery of death. The Letter to the Hebrews says: “that by the
grace of God he might taste death for everyone” (2:9).

Since then, death is no longer the same: It has been deprived, so
to speak, of its “venom.” The love of God, acting in Jesus, has given
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new meaning to the whole of marexistence and in this wayas

also transformed death. If in Christ human life is a departure “from
this world to the Father” (John 13:1), the hour of death is the moment
in which this departure takes places in a concrete and definite
way. Those who commit themselves to live like him are freed from
the fear of death, no longer showing the sarcastic smile of an enemy
but offering the friendly face of a “sistéias S. Francis wrote in the
“Canticle of Creatures.” In this wagod can also be blessed for it:
“Praise be to you, my Lord, for our Sister Bodily Deatlvé must

not fear the death of the bgdgith reminds us, as it is a dream from
which we will awake one day

The authentic death, which one must festhat of the soul, called
by the Book of Revelation “second death” (cf. 20:14-15; 21:8). In
fact, he who dies in mortal sin, without repentance, locked in prideful
rejection of Gods love, excludes himself from the Kingdom of life.
Through the intercession of Mary Most Holy and of St. Joseph, let us
pray to the Lord for the grace to prepare serenely to depart from this
world, when he wills to call us, with the hope of being able to be with
him eternallyin the company of the saints and of our deceased loved
ones.

Theological Meaning of Death

Physical death can be defined from both a medical and theological
perspective. Medically speaking, death is the total and permanent
cessation of all vital bodily functions. It happens when a pesson’
heart has stopped beating and the electrical impulses of the brain
have permanently ceased, thus indicating that the last evidence of
aliveness has irreversibly left the boByom a theological perspective,
this is also the time that the persobody is separated from their
soul (the immaterial part of humans). Ecclesiastes says concerning
death: “then the dust will return to the earth as it was, and the spirit
will return to God who gave it” (Eccles 12:After death, the physical
body decays and thus is resolved into its constituent elements.

Physical and Spiritual Death When the Bible talks about death
related to human beings, it makes a distinction between physical death
and spiritual death. Even while alive physicadlyerson can be dead
spiritually. Spiritual death is a state of being in which the human soul
is separated from God and has not been enlivened by his &pirit.
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number of Bible passages are instructive in this regard. Ephesians 2,
verses 2 and 5, mention that before we were Christians we were
dead in our trespasses and sins, but God made us alive together with
Christ. The Apostle Paul further explains this spiritually deadened
state in Ephesians 4:18 as being “alienated from the life of God.” In
1Timothy 5:6, he makes this contrast between physical and spiritual
life even more explicit by declaring that a person was “dead even
while she lives.”As a normal course of experience, every human
being will experience physical death. If a person has not been
spiritually enlivened, after their physical death they will be separated
from God eternallyChristians, who have been spiritually enlivened
during their life on this earth, will go on living in fellowship with God

in the “eternal life” (John 10:28; 17:3; 1 John 5:20). Only those who
are not enlivened spiritually by Ged3pirit will experience the ultimate
“second death” (Rev 20:14; 21:8), being eternally separated from
God (2 Thess 1:9).

Why Does a Person Die?

What is the cause of death? That is, why do human beings die?
The first mention of death in the Bible is in Genesis 2:17 which states,
“from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat,
for in the day that you eat from it you will surely die.” In the day the
first humans ate of that tree they immediately died in a spiritual sense
and entered into a condition in which physical death was inevitable.
This word clearly establishes human sin and disobedience to God as
the reason for death. Death was Ggddgment upon humans as a
result of their fall into sin (Gen 3:19). This is confirmed by numerous
verses throughout the Bible. Romans 5:12 associates this penalty for
initial sin with all humans by stating that “sin came into the world
through one man, and death came through sin, and so death spread to
all because all have sinned” and Romans 6:23 further makes this
clear in declaring that “the wages of sin is death.”

Throughout the history of the Church, there has been a great deal
of debate as to whether humans would have died if they had not
sinned, or to put it in different terms, whether humans were created
as mortal or immortal beings. My feeling is that God intended for
humans to be immortal; he created us with the potential to live forever
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But before this potential for immortality could be realized and become
an established realjtihe first humans disobeyed God and thus brought
death upon themselves (and upon the ensuing human race). By not
eating thélree of Life, but instead disobeying God and eating of the
Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil, humankind inadvertently chose
to die. Adam’s choice was either tieee of Knowledge (resulting in
death) or thdree of Life (resulting in eternal life); the Bible dodsn’
leave room for the option of not choosing one of these. Humankind
had to choose one tree at the exclusion of the .ofihés is made
clear by the fact that after humans ate of Tnee of Knowledge

God put humans out of the garden of Eden so that they might not
“reach out his hand and take also from the tree of life, and eat, and
live forever” (Gen 3:22-23).

Thus, spiritual and physical death spread to all because the first
humans sinned. Since humans chose death, then death reigns and
was passed to all; if they would have chosernTtlee of Life, then
they would have lived forevespiritually and physicallyso, although
sin caused death, it is a moot point to ask if humans would not have
died if they had not sinned; the Bible does not address what humankind
would have been like if they had eaten from neiffree.The Bible
implies that they would have died (Genesis 2:17); the only way to live
forever and thus not die was to eat of Tinee of Life.The fact that
God chose to make humans out of the dust of the earth (Gen 2:7)
points to the fact that this body is ‘earthly’ (1 Cor 15:47; 2 Cor 5:1)
and thus was not meant to be eternal in that original created state.
The well-respected theologian Millard Erickson says in this regard:
“Since physical death is a result of sin, it seems probable that the
humans were created with the possibility of living foreVaey were
not inherently immortal, however; that is, they would not by virtue of
their nature have lived on forev&atheyif they had not sinned, they
could have partaken of the tree of life and thus have received
everlasting life. They were mortal in the sense of being able to die;
and when they sinned, that potential or possibility became a reality

The Final and Intermediatég®esWhen a person dies physically
it does not mean permanent and ultimate extinction for them. Rather
than extinction, death is a transfer from one state of being to another
(Heb 9:27). Every human being will one day be resurrected from the
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dead and will be judged according to their deeds and their relationship
with God through Jesus Christ. Jesus says in John 5:28-29, “the hour
is coming when all who are in their graves will hear his voice and will
come out-those who have done good, to the resurrection of life, and
those who have done evil, to the resurrection of condemnation.” Every
person will come to life at the resurrection and will either be assigned
to “be with the Lord forever” (1 Thess 4:17) or to be eternally
“separated from the presence of the Lord” (2 Thess 1:9), based on
whether a person has a righteous standing with God and is spiritually
alive or not. This can be considered their final state of being, where
they will spend eternitygach persos’condition will be established

at the end of the world when God “will judge the world in righteousness
through” Jesus Christ (Acts 17:31) and “will repay according to each
ones deeds” (Rom 2:6). (Cf. Matt 25:31; Rev 20):1

But before the time of the resurrection of all people, when humans
will be judged and their eternal state will be determined, they existin a
state of being that is often referred to as the ‘intermediate state’. It is
hard to say exactly what their state of being will be like during this
time. The Bible says very little about this intermediate state and leaves
many questions unanswered; what it does say is overshadowed by the
topic of human beingdinal state of existenc&heologianAnthony
Hoekema rightly says that the N@estament tells us “nothing more
than a whisper” about the intermediate state. | tend to agree with
Thomas Oden when he writes, “The study of the future remains,
according to God wisdom, a matter of the meekness of faith, not the
pretense of elaborate knowledge.” Even the belépedtie John said
that “what we will be has not yet been revealed” (1 John 3:2).

However there are some indications regarding this intermediate
state that are worth mentioning. There are strong suggestions that
humans are not annihilated at death, but continue to exist either in a
pleasant place, referred to as Paradise, or in an unpleasant place,
referred to as Hades. These places seem to be different from what
has traditionally been understood as Heaven and Hell.

Hades is a realm of the dead, used as a place of torment for
unrighteous people before the general resurrection of all people.
Second Peter 2:9 says that “the Lord knows how keep the
unrighteous under punishment until the day of judgment.” This
indicates that, even before the final judgment of all people, there
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awaits an unpleasant place for ungodly people. This place is clearly
referred to in Revelation 20:13 which says, “Death and Hades gave
up the dead that were in them, and all were judged according to what
they had done After this final judgment at the end of time, then the
unrighteous people, along with death and Hades themselves, “were
thrown into the lake of fire” (verse 14). Thus Hades and the ‘lake of
fire’ are distinguished as two separate places. Hades is further
described as a place of torment by Jesus in the parable of Luke 16
(vv. 19-31) Verse 31 makes it clear that the setting of this parable is
before the final resurrection of the dead.

This parable contrasts Hades with a pleasant place referred to
here as “Abraham’bosom” (Luke 16:22, NASB), which is described
as a place of comfort (25). This seems to be the same place that
Jesus refers to when he tells the thief being crucified next to him,
“Truly | tell you, today you will be with me in Paradise” (Luke 23:43).

The Christian’s Attitude Toward Death

For a person with no hope and expectation of spending eternity
with the loving Creator of the universe, death is something that is to
be feared. Not only is there the end of life, but there is also the fear
of not knowing what really lies ahead. But we as Christians believe
that just as Christ was raised from the dead, so also will we be raised.
This enables us to be free from inner turmoil and the bondage caused
by “the fear of death” (Heb 2:14-15). Nor do we need to be distressed
or grieve over our beloved fellow Christians who have died because
we have the hope that one-day we will be resurrected and reunited
with them, forever in the Lord'presence (Thess 4:13-17). Not
only do we as Christians have no fear of death, but we also should
properly have an expectation of being reunited with the Lord and
with all the Christians of past centuries (Heb 12:23; Rev W®).
also have the anticipation that we will be rewarded with a “crown of
righteousness” (Zim 2:8).This thought and expectation was so much
in the mind of thédpostle Paul that he actually felt it was “far better”
to “depart and be with Christ” (Phil 1:23). Living this life is surely a
time to experience and know Christ, but dying will be a “gain” in that
we will in some way be with Christ in a more real and lasting way
(Phil 1:21, 23). Surebanthony Hoekema has well said, “Death for
the Christian is not an end, but a glorious new beginning.”
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Chapter 3

Particular Judgment

The Catholic doctrine of the particular judgment is
this: thatimmediately after death the eternal destiny
of each separated soul is decided by the jusgment
of God.Although there has been no forntfinition on
this point, the dogma is clearly implied in the Union
Decree of Eugene 1V (1439), which declares that
souls leaving their bodies in a state of grace, but in need
of purification are cleansed in Ryatory where
as souls that are perfectly pure are at once admitted to
the beatific vision of the God heaggum Deum unum
et trinun) and those who depart in actual mortal sin, or
merely with original sin, are at once consigned to
eternal punishment, the qualityof which corresponds to
their sin paenis tamen disparibusThe doctrine is
also in the profession of faith ddichael Palaeologus
in 1274, in the Bull "Benedictus Deus” of Benedict XII,
in 1336, andin the professions offaith of Gregory
Xl 'and Benedict X1V

Eschatology
Biblical Basis of Particular Judgment

Ecclesiastes 119; 12:1 sq.; and Hebrews 9:27, are sometimes
quoted in proof of the particular judgment, but though these passages
speak of a judgment after death, neither the context nor the force of
the words provesthat the sacred writer had in mind a judgment distinct
from that at the end of the world. The Scripturalarguments in defence
of the particular judgment must be indirect. There is no text of which
we can certainly say that it expressly affirms this dogma but there
are several which teach an immediate retribution after death and
thereby clearly imply a particular judgment. Christ represents Lazarus
and Dives as receiving their respective rewards immediately after
death. They have always been regarded as types of the just man and
the sinnerTo the penitent thief it was promised that his soul instantly
on leaving the body would be in the state of the blessed: “This day
thou shalt be with me in Paradise” (Luke 23:43). St. Paul (2
Corinthians 5) longs to be absent from the body that he may be present
to the Lord, evidently understanding death to be the entrance into his
reward (cf.Philemon 1:21 sq.). Ecclesiastici28-29 speaks of a
retribution at the hour of death, but it may refer to a temporal punishment,
such as sudden death in the midst of prospénigyevil remembrance
that survives thewicked or the misfortunes of their children. However
the other texts that have been quoted are sufficient to establish the
strict conformity of the doctrine with Scripture teaching. (Cf. Acts
1:25; Apocalypse 20:4-6, 12-14).

Patristic Testimony

St. Augustine witnesses clearly and emphatically to this faith of
the early ChurchWriting to the preshyter Petehne criticizes the
works ofVincentius \ctor on the soul, pointing out that they contain
nothing except what is vain or erroneous or mere commonplace,
familiar to all CatholicsAs an instance of the last, he citéstor’
sinterpretation of the parable of Lazarus and Dives. He writes: For
with respect to that which hei@¥or] most correctly and very soundly
holds, namelythat souls arejudged when they depart from the,body
before they come to that judgment which must be passed on them
when reunited to the body and are tormented or glorified in that same
flesh which they here inhabitedwas that a matter of which you
(Peter) were unaware? Who is so obstinate against theGospel as not
to perceive those things in the parable of that poor man carried after
death to Abraham’bosom and of theich man whose torments are
set before us? (De anima et ejus origirig,n8.).
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In the sermons of the Fathers occur graphic descriptions of
the particular judgment (cf. S. Ephraem, “Sermo de secundo
Adventu”; “Sermo in eos qui in Christo obdormiunt”).

Heresies

Lactantius is one of the few Catholic writers who disputed
this doctrine Divine Institutesv1l:21). Among hereticsthe particular
judgment was denied byafian and Ygilantius.The Hypnopsychites
and the Thnetopsychitesbelieved that at death the soul passed away
according to the former into a state of unconsciousness, according to
the latter into temporary destruction. They believed that souls would
arise at the resurrection of the body forjudgment. This theory of
“soul slumber” was defended by the Nestorians and Copts, and later
by the Anabaptists,Socinians, and Arminians. Calvin (Inst. 1ll, 25)
holds that the final destiny is not decided till the last day

Prompt Fulfillment of Sentence

The prompt fulfilment of the sentence is part of the dogma
of particular judgment, but until the question was settled by the decision
of Benedict XllI, in 1332, there was much uncertainty regarding
the fate of the departed in the period between death and the general
resurrection. There was never any doubt that the penalty of loss
(poena damnj the temporal or eternal forfeiture of the joys of
Heaven, began from the moment of death. Likewise it was admitted
from the earliest times that the punishment following death included
other sufferings goena sensQshan the penalty of loss (Justin,
Dialogue with Typhob5). But whether the torment of fire was to
be included among these sufferings, or whether it began only after
the final judgment, was a question that gave rise to many divergent
opinions. It was a common belief among the early Fathers that
the devils will not suffer from the flames of hell until the end of the
world. Regarding the reprobate souls there was a similar belief. Some
of the Fatherscontended that these souls do not suffer the torment
of fire until reunited with their bodies in theresurrection, while others
hesitated (cf. &rt., “DeTest. an.”, iv). Manyon the contraryclearly
taught that the punisiment of hell fire followed speedily upon
the particular judgment (Hilayyn Ps. cxxxviii, 22)This is evident
from thewords of Gregory the Great: “just as happiness rejoices
the elect, so it must be believed that from the day of their death fire
burns the reprobate” (Dial., ]\28). Early Christian writers also refer
to a purgatorial fire in which souls not perfectly just are purified after
death.
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Some of the early Fathers, misled by Millenarian errors,
believed that the essential beatitude of Heaven is not enjoyed until the
end of time. They supposed that during the interval between death
and the resurrection the souls of the just dwell happily in a delightful
abode, awaiting their final glorification. This was apparently the
opinion of $s. Justin and Ireng’ Tertullian, $. Clement oAlexandria,
and $. Ambrose.According to others, only the martyrs and some
other classes of saints are admitted at once to the supreme joys
of heaven. It cannot, howevdre inferred from these passages that
all of the Fathersquoted believed that the vision of God is in most
cases delayed till the day of judgment. Many of them in other parts
of their works profess the doctrine either expressly or by implication
through the acknowledgment of other dogmas in which it is contained,
for instance, in that of the descent of Christ into Limbo, an article of
the Creed which loses all significance unless it be admitted that
the saints of the Oldestament were thereby liberated from this
temporal penalty of loss and admitted to the vision of Gedo the
passages which state that the supreme happiness of Heaven is not
enjoyed till after theresurrection, they refer in many instances to an
increase in the accidental joy of the blessedthrough the union of
the soul with its glorified bodynd do not signify that the essential
happiness of heaven is not enjoyed till then. Not with standing the
aberrations of some writers and the hesitation of others, the belief that
since the death of Christ souls which are free from sin enter at once
into the vision of God was always firmly held by the great body
of Christians (cf. & Cyprian, De exhort. martAs the earliest Acts
of the Martyrs and Liturgies attest, the martyrs were persuaded of
the prompt reward of their devotion. This belief is also evidenced by
the ancient practice of honoring and invoking the saints, even those
who were not martyrs. But the opposite error found adherents from
time to time, and in the MiddlAges was warmly defended.
The Second Council ofylons (1274) declared that souls free
from sin are at once received into heawaoX in caelumecipi),
but did not decide in what their state of beatitude consiteamber
of theologians maintained the opinion that until the resurrection
the just do not enjoy the intuitive or facial vision of God, but are under
the protection and consolation of the Humanity of Jesus Christ. Pope
John XXII (1316-1334) a&vignon, as a private theologian, seems to
have supported this viewut that he gave it anyfafial sanction is a
fable invented by the FallibilityHis successpBenedict Xll, ended
the controversy by the Bull “Benedictus Deus”.
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Circumstances of Paicular JudgmentAccording to Theologians

Theologians suppose that the particular judgment will be
instantaneous, that in the moment of death the separated soul is
internally illuminated as to its own guilt or innocence and of its own
initiation takes its course either to hell, or togatory or to heaven
(Summa Theologica, Supplement 69:2, 88:2). In confirmation of this
opinion the text of St. Paul is cited: “Who show the work of the
law written in their hearts, their conscience bearing witness to them,
and their thoughts between themselves accusing, or also defending
one anotherin the day when God shall judge the secrets of men
by Jesus Christ (Romans 2:15-16). The “Book of Judgment”, in which
all the deeds of men are written (Apocalypse 20:12), and the
appearance of angels and demons to bear witness before the
judgment seat are regarded as allegorical descriptions (St.
Augustine City of GodXX.14). The common opinion is that the
particular judgment will occur at the place of death (Suarez inlll, Q,
lix. a. 6, disp. 52).

Particular Judgment in Brief

The judgment which will be passed on each one of us immediately
after death is called the particular judgment. The existence of the
particular judgment can be deduced from the parable of Dives and
Lazarus; a soul is shown rewarded immediately after death.

1. As soon as each soul leaves the body at death it undergoes the
Particular judgment, at which its eternal destiny is decide@. “W
must all be manifested at the judgment seat of Christ.” “It is
appointed unto men to die once, but after this comes the judgment”
(Heb. 9:27). “Every one of us will render an account for himself
to God” (Rom. 14:12).

Let us remember that even while the relatives gather around the
bed of the departed one, even while his body is still warm, the

particular judgment is gone through and finished; the judgment is

passed, and the soul gone to his reward or punishment. If we
remember this, we shall be more fervent in praying for the dead,
in helping others die a happy death, so that without fear they may
meet God at the judgment.

2. Jesus Christ is th&udgeat the Particular Judgment. Before Him
each soul must stand. The soul will stand in the awesome presence
of God the Son, tgive an accounof its whole life: of every
thought, word, act, and omission.
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“Neither does the Father Judge any man, but all judgment he has
given to the Son” (John 5:22).

3. A mans whole life will be spread before him like a great picture.
He will remember everything, although he might have forgotten
much at the moment of death. How he will wish then that he had
done only goodWe are not to suppose that the soul will go to
heaven before Christ to be judged. God enlightens each soul in such
a manner that it fully knows Christ has passed a true judgment on it.
“Of every idle word men speak, they shall give account on the
day of judgment” (Matt. 12:36). The judgment will embrace even
the good which has been neglected: a strict account will have to
be rendered of the use we made of the talents and graces given to
us. Even good actions badly performed will come under scrutiny
careless communions, hasty confessions, etc. Only then shall we
know the exactness with which God sees and measures every
act, word, and even intention in our deepest thought.

4. The good and the evil that the soul has done will be weighed in the
balance of God' justice.Then the sentence will be passed by
Jesus Christ alone, without the intervention of witnesses. This
sentence is final and will never be reversed. The soul will learn
the sentence, the reasons for it, and its absolute justice.

“But of every one to whom much has been given, much will be
required; and of him to whom they have entrusted much, they will
demand the more” (Luke 12:48).

The Rewards or Punishments after the Particular Judgment

The rewards or punishments appointed for men after the particular
judgment are heaven, gatory or hell. “With what measure you
measure, it shall be measured to you” (Matt. A8)we have loved
God and our fellow-men during life, so we shall be given the proper
reward or punishment.

1. He who dies in hidaptismal innocencer after having fully
satisfied for all the sins he committed, will be sent at once
to heavenThe just will enter into everlasting life (Matt. 25:46).
Only those souls enter heaven who are free from all sin, and from
the penalty due to sins which have been forgiven. Nothing defiled
can enter heaven (Apoc. 21:27).

2. He who dies in the state of grace, but is in venial sin, or has not
fully atoned for the temporal punishment due his forgiven sins,
will be sent for a time tpurgatory.
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The souls in purgatory are saints, because they are sure of going
to heaven. In purgatory they cannot commit any more sin, not
even the slightest. They only long for God.

3. He, who dies imortal sin,even if only with one single mortal
sin, will be sent at once teell. For the hope of the wicked is as
dust, which is blown away with the wind, and as a thin froth which
is dispersed by the storm: and a smoke that is scattered abroad by
the wind: and as the remembrance of a guest of one day that
passed by” (Mg. 5:15). By mortal sin a man cuts himself of
from God. Itis reallyhe himself that sends himself to h€élbd’s
desire would be to see all His creatures with Him in heaven.

How should we prepare for the Judgment?

We should prepare for the judgment by being most careful to lead
a good life and die a happy death.

1. We should dall the goodwe can, so that God may five the
evil we may doWe should not only obey carefully all the
Commandments out God and the Church, but do good works in
prayer and alms-deeds, practicing charity for the love of God.
How can we be careless about a matter of such importance, when
we are absolutely certain of being judged by God! “For what shall
| do, when God shall rise to judge?” (Job 31:14).

2. We should do voluntary works of penance, for love of God; in
expiation of any sins we may have the misfortune to commit.

The “Imitation of Christ” says on this topic: “In all things look to
the end, and how thou wilt stand before the strict Judge, from Whom
there is nothing hid; Who takes no bribes, and receives no excuses,
but will judge that which is just... Be, therefore, now solicitous for
thy sins, that in the Day of Judgment thou may be in security with the
blessed.. Then shall the poor and humble have great confidence and
the proud fear on every side. Then it will appear that he was wise in
this world, who for Chriss sake learned to be a fool and despised...
Then shall the flesh that was afflicted exult more than if it had always
fared in delights... Then a pure and good conscience shall bring more
joy than learned philosophyhen shall the contempt of riches far
outweigh all treasures of the children of earth... Learn to suffer now
in little things that thou may be delivered from more grievous
sufferings.. All is vanity except to love and serve God alo(BK. |,
chap. 24).
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General Judgment

We are mindful and profess in our Creed that Christ
will come again to judge the living and the dead. The
Secondvatican Councib “Dogmatic Constitution on
the Church” states, “Already the final age of the world
is with us and the renewal of the world is irrevocably
under way; it is even now anticipated in a certain real
way, for the Church on earth is endowed already with a
sanctity that is real though imperfect” (No. 48).try
to grasp the when, what and how of this Second Coming
and last judgment, we really need to glean the various
passages in Sacred Scripture to see how our Church
has interpreted them. They are united in one drama.

The Second Coming of the Lord and the Last
Judgment

Our Lord in the Gospel spoke of His second coming.
He indicated that various signs would mark the event.
Mankind would suffer from famine, pestilence and
natural disasters. False prophets who claim to be the
Messiah will deceive and mislead people. Nations will
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wage war against each oth&he Church will endure persecution.
Worse yet, the faith of many will grow cold and they will abandon the
faith, even betraying and hating one anat{@onfer Mt. 24:4-14;

Lk 17:22-37) St. Paul describes a “mass apostasy” before the Second
Coming, which will be led by the “son of perdition,” the “Man of
Lawlessness,” the “adversary who exalts himself above every so-
called god proposed for worship.” This “lawless one” is part of the
work of Satan, and with powesigns, wonders and seductions will
bring to ruin those who have turned from the truth. Howe\iee

Lord Jesus will destroy him with the breath of His mouth and annihilate
him by manifesting His own presence.” (Cf. 2 Thes 2:3-12) The
Catechism dirms, “God’s triumph over the revolt of evil will take
the form of the last judgment after the final cosmic upheaval of this
passing world” (No. 667). Our Lord will come suddefifhe Son of

Man in His day will be like the lightening that flashes from one end of
the sky to the other” (Lk 17:24). St. Peter predicts, “The day of the
Lord will come like a thief and on that day the heavens will vanish
with a roar; the elements will be destroyed by fire and the earth and
all its deeds will be made manifest” (2 Pt 3:10).

Death will be no more. The dead shall rise and those souls who
have died will be united again to their bodiswill have a glorious,
transformed, spiritualized body as St. Paul said, “He will give a new
form to this lowly body of ours and remake it according to the pattern
of His glorified body..” (Phil 3:21).

At this time, the final or general judgment will occlesus said,
“Those who have done right shall rise to life; the evildoers shall rise
to be damned” (Jn 5:29). Our Lord described this judgment as follows:
“When the Son of Man comes in His glpegcorted by all the angels
of heaven, He will sit upon His royal throne and all the nations will be
assembled before Him. Then He will separate them into two groups,
as a shepherd separated sheep from goats” (Mt 25:31-32).

Here each person will have to account for his conduct and the
deepest secrets of his soul will come to light. How well each person
has responded to the prompting of Gogtace will be made clear
Our attitude and actions toward our neighbor will reflect how well
we have loved our Lord. “As often as you did it for one of My least
brothers, you did it for Me” (Mt 25:41).
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Our Lord will judge us accordinglyror those who have died and
already have faced the particular judgment, their judgment will stand.
Those living at the time of the Second Coming will receive judgment.
Those who have rejected the Lord in this life, who have sinned
mortally,, who have no remorse for sin and do not seajifeness,
will have condemned themselves to hell for all eterfigy rejecting
grace in this life, one already judges oneself, receives according to
ones works and can even condemn oneself for all eternity by rejecting
the Spirit of love (Catechism, No. 678). The souls of the righteous
will enter heavenly glory and enjoy the beatific vision and those who
need purification will undergo it.

We do not know when the Second Coming will ocdesus said,
“As to the exact day or houno one knows it, neither the angels in
heaven nor even the Son, but only the FatBerconstantly on the
watch! Say awakelYou do not know when the appointed time will
come” (Mk 13:32-33).

Existence of the General Judgment

Few truths are more often or more clearly proclaimed
in Scripture than that of the general judgmé@ntit the prophets of
the OldTestament refer when they speak of the “Day of the Lord”
(Joel 3:4; Ezekiel 13:5; Isaiah 2:12), in which the nations will be
summoned to judgment. In the N@wstament the second Parusia,
or coming of Christ as Judge of the world, is an oft-repeated doctrine.
The Savior Himself not only foretells the event but graphically
portrays its circumstances (Matthew 24:27 sqq.; 25:31 sqq.).
The Apostles give a most prominent place to this doctrine in their
preaching (Acts 10:42; 17:31) and writings (Romans 2:5-16; 14:10; 1
Corinthians 4:5; 2 Corinthians 5:10TRnothy 4:1; ZThessalonians
1:5; James 5:7). Besides the name Parpsism(sig), orAdvent (1
Corinthians 15:23; 2 Thessalonians 2:19), the Second Coming is also
called EpiphanyepiphaneiaorAppearance (Zhessalonians 2:8; 1
Timothy 6:14; 2Timothy 4:1; Ttus 2:13), andApocalypse
(apokalypsi}, or Revelation (2 Thessalonians 2:7; 1 Peter 4:13). The
time of the Second Coming is spoken of as “that DayTi(2othy
4:8), “the day of the Lord” (1 Thessalonians 5:2), “the day of Christ”
(Philippians 1:6 and 2:16), “the day of the Son of Man” (Luke 17:30),
“the last day” (John 6:39-40).
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The belief in the general judgment has prevailed at all times and
in all places within the Church. Itis contained as an article of faith in
all the ancient creeds: “He ascended into heaven. From thence He
shall come to judge the living and the dead” (Apostles’ Creed). He
shall come again with glory to judge both the living and the dead”
(Nicene Creed). “From thence he shall come to judge the living and
the dead, at whose coming all men must rise with their bodies and
are to render an account of their deeds” (Athanasius). Relying on
the authority of Papias, several Fathers of the first four centuries
advanced the theory of a thousand years’ terrestrial reign of Christ
with the saints to precede the end ofWrld). Though this idea is
interwoven with the eschatological teachings of those writers, it in
no way detracted from their belief in a universal world-judgment.
Patristic testimony to this dogma is clear and unanimous.

The Roman Catechism thus explains whgsides the particular
judgment of each individual, a general one should also be passed on
the assembled world: “The first reason is founded on the circumstances
that most augment the rewards or aggravate the punishments of the
dead. Those who depart this life sometimes leave behind them children
who imitate the conduct of their parents, descendants, followers; and
others who adhere to and advocate the example, the language, the
conduct of those on whom they depend, and whose example they
follow; and as the good or bad influence or example, affecting as it
does the conduct of manis to terminate only with this world;
justice demands that, in order to form a proper estimate of the good or
bad actions of all, a general judgment should take place... Fihally
was important to prove, that in prosperity and adversihjch are
sometimes the promiscuous lot of the good and of the bad, everything
is ordered by an all-wise, all-just, and all-ruling Providence: it was
therefore necessary not only that rewards and punishments should
await us in the next life but that they should be awarded by a public
and general judgment.”

Signs that are to precede the General Judgment

The Scriptures mention certain events which are to take place
before the final judgment. These predictions were not intended to
serve as indications of the exact time of the judgment, for that day
and hour are known only to the Fathand will come when least
expected. They were meant to foreshadow the last judgment and to
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keep the end of the world present to the minds of Christians, without,
howeveyexciting useless curiosity and vain fedigeologians usually
enumerate the following nine events as signs of the last judgment:

General peaching of the Christianetigion: Concerning this
sign the Savior says: “And this gospel of the kingdom, shall be
preached in the whole world, for a testimony to all nations, and then
shall the consummation come” (Matthew 24:14). This sign was
understood by Chrysostom and Theophilus as referring to the
destruction of Jerusalem, but, according to the majority of interpreters,
Christ is here speaking of the end of the world.

Conversion of the Jew#ccording to the interpretation of
the Fathers, the conversion of the Jews towards the end of the world
is foretold by & Paul in the Epistle to the Roman4&:@5-26): “For |
would not have you ignorant, brethren, of this mysterthat blindness
in part has happened in Israel, until the fullness of the Gentiles should
come inAnd so all Israel should be saved as it is writfémeie shall
come out of Sion, he that shall delivand shall turn away
ungodliness fsm Jacob.

Return of Enoch and ElijahThe belief that these two men,
who have never tasted death, are reserved for the last times to be
precursors of the SecoAdlvent was practically unanimous among
the Fathers, which belief they base on several texts of Scripture.
(Concerning Elijahsee Malachi 4:5-6; Sirach 48:10; Matthew 17:1
concerning Enoch se8irach 44:16).

A great apostasyAs to this event S Paul admonishes the
Thessalonians (2 Thessalonians 2:3) that they must not be terrified,
as if the day of the Lord were at hand, for there must first come a
revolt (he apostasip The Fathers and interpreters understand by
this revolt a great reduction in the number of the faithful through the
abandonment of the Christian religion by many nations. Some
commentators cite as confirmatory of this belief the words of Christ:
“But yet the Son, when he cometh, shall he find, think you, faith on
earth?” (Luke 18:8).

The eign of Antichrist: In the passage above mentioned (2
Thessalonians 2:3 sqq.) St. Paul indicates as another sign of the day
of the Lord, the revelation of the man of sin, the son of perdition.
“The man of sin” here described is generally identified with
the Antichrist, who, says St. John (1 John 2:18), is to come in the last
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daysAlthough much obscurity and @&frence of opinion prevails on
this subject, it is generally admitted from the foregoing and other
texts that before the Second Coming there will arise a powerful
adversary of Christ, who will seduce the nations by his wonders, and
persecute the Church.

Extraodinary petturbations of natug: The Scriptures clearly
indicate that the judgment will be preceded by unwonted and terrifying
disturbances of the physical universe (Matthew 24:29; Luke 21:25-
26). The wars, pestilences, famines, and earthquakes foretold in
Matthew are also understood by some writers as among the calamities
of the last times.

The universal conflagrationtn the Apostolic writings we are
told that the end of the world will be brought about through a general
conflagration, which, howevgwill not annihilate the present creation,
but will change its form and appearance (2 Peter 3:10-13; cf. 1
Thessalonians 5:2; Apocalypse 3:3, and 16:15). Natural science shows
the possibility of such a catastrophe being produced in the ordinary
course of events, but theologians generally tend to believe that its
origin will be entirely miraculous.

The Tumpet of Resuection: Several texts in the New
Testamentmake mention of a voice or trumpet which will awaken
the dead to resurrection (1 Corinthians 15:52; 1 Thessalonians
4:15; John 5:28)According to & Thomas (Supplement 86:2) there
is reference in these passages either to the voice or to the apparition
of Christ, which will cause the resurrection of the dead.

“The sign of the Son of Man appearing in the heavems”
Matthew 24:30, this is indicated as the sign immediately preceding
the appearance of Christ to judge the world. By this sign the Fathers
of the Church generally understand the appearance in the sky of the
Cross on which the Savior died or else of a wonderful cross of light.

CircumstancesAccompanying the General Judgment

Time: As was stated above, the signs that are to precede
the judgment give no accurate indication of the time when it will occur
(Mark 13:32). When the Disciples asked the Savior: “Lord, wilt thou
at this time restore again the kingdom to Israel?” He answered: “It is
not for you to know the times or moments, which the Father hath put
in his own power” (Acts 1:6-7). The uncertainty of the day
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of judgment is continually ged by Christ and thApostles as an

incentive to vigilance. The day of the Lord will come “as a thief”
(Matthew 24:42-43), like lightning suddenly appearing (Matthew
24:27), like a snare (Luke 21:34), as the Deluge (Matthew 24:37).

Place of the judgmenall the texts in which mention is made of
the Parusia, or Second Coming, seem to imply clearly enough that
the general judgment will take place on the earth. Some commentators
infer from 1 Thessalonians 4:16, that the judgment will be held in the
air, the newly risen being carried into the clouds to meet Christ;
according to others the prophecy of Joel (3:1 sq.) places the
last judgment in the Mley of Josaphat.

The coming of the Judg€&hat this judgment is ascribed to Christ,
notonly as God, but also as Man, is expressly declared in Scripture;
for although the power of judging is common to all the Persons of
the Trinity, yet it is specially attributed to the Son, because to Him
also in a special manner is ascribed wisdom. But that as Man He
will judge the world is confirmed by Christ Himself (John 5:26-27).
At the Second Coming Christ will appear in the heavens, seated on a
cloud and surrounded by the angelic hosts (Matthew 16:27;
24:30; 25:31). The angels will minister to the Judge by bringing all
before Him (Matthew 24:31). The elect will aid Christ in a judicial
capacity (1 Corinthians 6:2). The lives of thejust will in themselves
be a condemnation of the wicked (Matthew 21:41), whose punishment
they will publicly approve. But the Apostles will be judges of the world
in a sense yet more exact, for the promise that they shall sit upon
twelve thrones judging the twelve tribes of Israel (Matthew 19:28)
seems to imply a real participation in judicial authoAtycording to
a very probable opinion, this prerogative is extended to all who
have faithfully fulfilled the counsels of the Gospel (Matthew 19:27-
28). Nothing certain is known as to the manner in which this delegated
authority will be exercised. St. Thomas conjectures that the
greater saints will make known the sentence of Christ to others
(Supplement 88:2).

Those to be judgedill men, both good and bad, according to
the Athanasius Creed, will appear in the judgment to give an account
of their deedsAs to children that have personally done neither
good nor evil, the baptized must be distinguished from the unbaptized.
The former appear in the judgment, not to be judged, but only to hold
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the glory of Christ (Supplement 80:5), while the lattanked with

the wicked, although not judged, will be enabled to realize the justice of
their eternal loss (Suarez). The angels and the demons will not
be judged directlysince their eternal destiny has already been fixed,;
yet, because they have exercised a certain influence over the fortunes
of men, the sentence pronounced on the latter will have a
corresponding effect on them also (Supplement 89:8).

Object of the judgmentthe judgment will embrace all works,
good or bad, forgiven as well as unforgiving sins, every idle word
(Matthew 12:36), every secret thought (1 Corinthians ¥&h the
exception of Peter Lombard, theologians teach that even the secret
sins of the just will be made manifest, in order that judgment may be
made complete and that the justice and mercy of God may be glorified.
This will not pain or embarrass the saints, but add to their,glety
as the repentance of St. Peter and St. Mary Magdalen is to these
saints a source of joy and honor

Form of the judgmentThe procedure of the judgment is
described in Matthew 25:31-46, and in the Apocalypse 20:12.
Commentators see in those passages allegorical descriptions intended
to convey in a vivid manner the fact that in the last judgment the
conduct and deserts of each individual will be made plain not only to
his own conscience but to the knowleadd¢he assembled world. It
is probable that no words will be spoken in the judgment, but that in
one instant, through a Divine illumination, each creature will thoroughly
understand his own moral condition and that of every fellow creature
(Romans 2:15). Many believe, howebat the words of the sentence:
“Come, ye blessed”, etc. and “Depart from me”, etc. will be really
addressed by Christ to the multitude of the saved and the lost.

Results of the General Judgment

With the fulfillment of the sentence pronounced in the last
judgment the relations and the dealings of the Creator with the
creature find their culmination, are explained and justified. The Divine
purpose being accomplished, the human will, as a consequence, attain
its final destinyThe reign of Christ over mankind will be the sequel
of the General Judgment.
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Resurrection of Bodies

Resurrection is the rising again from the dead, the
resumption of life. The Fourth Lateran Council teaches
that all men whether elect or reprobate, “will rise again
with their own bodies which they now bear about with
them”(cap.“Fir miter”).In the language of the creeds
and professions of faith this return to life is called
resurrection of the bodydsurectio carnis, esurectio
mortuorum, anastasis ton netn) for a double reason:
first, since the soul cannot die, it cannot be said to return
to life; second the heretical contention of Hymeneus and
Philitus that the Scriptures denote by resurrection not the
return to life of the bodybut the rising of the soul from
the death of sin to the life of grace, must be excluded.
(We shall treat of the Resurrection of Jesus Christin a
separate article; here, we treat only of the General
Resurrection of the Body

“No doctrine of the Christian Faith”, says St.
Augustine, “is so vehemently and so obstinately opposed
as the doctrine of the resurrection of the flesh” (In Ps.

43



Eschatology

Ixxxviii, sermoii, n. 5). This opposition had begun long before the days
of &. Augustine*And certain philosophers of the Epicureans and of
the Stoics”, the inspired writer tells us (Acts 17:18, 32), “disputed
with him [Paul]...and when they had heard of the resurrection of the
dead, some indeed mocked, but others §s@will hear thee again
concerning this mattérAmong the opponents of the Resurrection
we naturally find first those who denied the immortality of the soul;
secondlyall those who, like Plato, regarded the body as the prison of
the soul and death as an escape from the bondage of matter; thirdly
the sects of the Gnostics arldanicheans who looked upon all
matter as evil; fourthlythe followers of these latter sects
the Priscillianists, the Cathari, and the Albigenses; fiftlihe
Rationalists, Materialists, and Pantheists of later tiAgainst all
these we shall first establighe dogma of the resurrection, and
secondly consider the characteristi€she risen body

Dogma of the Resurrection

The creeds and professions of faith and councilor definitions do not
leave it doubtful that the resurrection of the body is a dogma or
an article of faithWWe may appeal, for instance, to the Apostirged,
the so called Nicene and Athanasian Creeds, the Creed of the
Eleventh Council of dledo, the Creed of Leo IXubscribed by Bishop
Peter and still in use at the consecration of bishops the profession
of faith subscribed by Michael Palaeologus in the Second Council of
Lyons, the Creed of Pius |\@nd the Decree of the Fourth Lateran
Council (c. “Firmiter”) against the Albigenses. This article of faith is
based on the belief of the Oldstament, on the teaching of the New
Testament, and on Christian tradition.

Old Testament

The words of Martha and the history of the Machabees show
the Jewish belief towards the end of the Jewish ecorfrikiyow”,
says Martha, “that He shall rise again, in the resurrection at the last
day” (John 1:24).And the third of the Machabee martyrs put forth
his tongue and stretched out his hands, saying: “These | have from
heaven, but for the laws of God | now despise them: because | hope to
receive them again from him” (2 Maccabees17:&f. 9:14).
The Book of Daniel (12:2; cf. 12) inculcates the same belief: “Many
of those that sleep in the dust of the earth, shall awake: some unto
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life everlasting, and others unto reproach, to see it always.” The
word manymust be understood in the light of its meaning in other
passages, e.g. Isaiah 5B:12;Matthew 26:28; Romans 5:18-19.
Though Ezechies vision of the resurrection of the dry bones refers
directly to the restoration of Israel, such a figure would be hardly Israel,
such a figure would be hardly intelligible except by readers familiar
with the belief in a literal resurrection (Ezekiel 37). The Prophet
Isaias foretells that the Lord ofhosts "shall cast down death headlong
forever” (25:8), and a little later he adds: “Thy dead men shall live,
myslain shall rise againthe earth shall disclose her blood, and shall
cover her slain no more” (26:19-21). Finallpb, bereft of all human
comfort and reduced to the greatest desolation, is strengthened by
the thought of the resurrection of his body: “I know that my
Redeemer liveth, and in the last day | shall rise out of the @auth.

| shall be clothed again with my skin, and in my flesh | shall see God.
Whom | myself shall see, and my eyes shall behold, and not another;
this hope is laid up in my bosom” (Job 19:25-27). The literal translation
of the Hebrewtext differs somewhat from the foregoing quotation,
but the hope of resurrection remains.

New Testament

The resurrection of the dead was expressly taught by Christ (John
5:28-29; 6:39-40; 1:25; Luke 14:14) and defended against
the unbelief of the Sadducees, whom He charged with ignorance of
the power of God and of the Scriptures (Matthew 22:29; Luke 20:37).
St. Paul places the general resurrection on the same level of certainty
with that of Christs Resurrection: “If Christ be preached, that he
rose again from the dead, how do some among you say that there is
no resurrection of the dead? But if there be no resurrection of the
dead, then Christ is not risen ag#ind if Christ be not risen again,
then is our preaching vain, and your faith is also vain” (1 Corinthians
15:12 sqq.). The Apostle preached the resurrection of the dead as
one of the fundamental doctrines of Christianay Athens, for
instance (Acts 17:18, 31, 32), at Jerusalem (xxiii, 6), before Felix (xxiv
15), beforeAgrippa (xxvi, 8). He insists on the same doctrine in his
Epistles (Romans 811 1 Corinthians 6:14; 15:12 sqq.;2 Corinthians
4:14; 5:1 sqq.; Philippians 3:21Thessalonians 4:12-16;Tamothy
2:11; Hebrews 6:2), and in this he agrees with the Apocalypse (xx,
12 sqq.).
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Tradition

It is not surprising that theradition of the early Church agrees
with the clear teaching of both the Old and Nésstaments\We
have already referred to a number of creeds and professions of faith
which may be considered as part of the Chuaroffiicial expression
of her faith. Here we have only to point out a number of patristic
passages, in which the Fathers teach the doctrine of the general
resurrection in more or less explicit terms. St. Clement of Rome, |
Corinthians 25; & Justin Martyr “De resurrect.”, vii sqq.; Idem,
Dialogue with Typho80;Athenagoras, “De recurarn.”, iii; Tatian,
“Adv. Graec.”, vi; & Ireneaeus, “Contra hagrl, x; V, vi, 2; Tertullian,
“Contra Marcion.”V, ix; ldem, “De praescript.”, xiii; [demQn the
Resurection of the Flesh12, 15, 63; Minucius Felix, “Octdy
xxxiv; Origen, tom. XVII, in Matt., xxix; IdempDe PrincipiisPreface,
no. 5; Idem, “In LeV, v, 10; Hippolytus, “Adv Graec.” in BG, X,

799; 8. Cyril of JerusalemCatechetical LectiasXVIII.15; St.
Ephraem, “De resurrect. mort.”; St. Basil, “Ep. cclxxi”, 3; St.
Epiphanius, “In ancdt, Ixxxiii sq., xcix; &. Ambrose, “De excessu
frat. sui Satyri”, I, Ixvii, cii; Idem, “In Ps. cxviii”, serm. x, n. 18; Ps.
Ambr., “DeTrinit.”, xxiii, in P.L. XVII, 534; K. Jerome, “Ep. ad Paul”
in LI, 8; Rufinus, “In symbol.”, xliv sq.; St. Chrysostom (Ps.
Chrysostom), “Fragm. in libdob” in PG, LXIV, 619; $. Peter
Chrysologus, serm. 10318; “Apost. Constit.”VII, xli; St. Augustine”
Enchirid.”, 84; IdemCity of GodXX.20; Theodoret, “De provident.”,
or. ix; Church Histowy 1.3.

The general resurrection can hardly be proved from reason, though
we may show its congruity

+ As the soul has a natural propensity to the bddyperpetual
separation from the body would seem unnatural.

+ Asthe body is the partner of the ssudtimes, and the companion
of her virtues, the justice of God seems to demand that the body
be the sharer in the sasipunishment and reward.

+ As the soul separated from the body is naturally imperfect, the
consummation of its happiness, replete with every good, seems to
demand the resurrection of the body

The first of these reasons appears to be urged by Christ Himself
in Matthew 22:23; the second reminds one of the words of St. Paul, 1
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Corinthians 15:19, and 2 Thessalonians 1:4. Besides urging the
foregoing arguments, the Fathers appeal also to certain analogies
found in revelation and in nature itself, e.g. Jonas in the vazdédy

the three children in the fiery furnace, Daniel in the lions’ den, the
carrying away of Henoch and Elias, the raising of the dead, the
blossoming of Aarors rod, the preservation of the garments of
the Israelites in the desert, the grain of seed dying and springing up
again, the egg, the season of the y#as succession of day and
night. Many pictures of early Christian art express these analogies.
But in spite of the foregoing congruities, theologians more generally
incline to the opinion that in the state of pure nature there would have
been no resurrection of the body

Characteristics of the Risen Body

All shall rise from the dead in their own, in their entire, and
in immortal bodies; but the good shall rise to the resurrection of life,
the wicked to the resurrection of Judgment. It would destroy the
very idea of resurrection, if the dead were to rise in bodies not their
own. Again, the resurrection, like the creation, is to be numbered
amongst the principal works of God; hence, as at the creation all things
are perfect from the hand of God, so at the resurrection all things
must be perfectly restored by the same omnipotent hand. But there
is a difference between the earthly and the risen body; for
the risen bodies of both saints and sinners shall be invested with
immortality. This admirable restoration of nature is the result of
the glorious triumph of Christ over death as described in several texts
of Sacred Scripture: Isaiah 25:8; Osee, xiii, 14; 1 Corinthians
15:26; Apocalypse 2:4. But while the just shall enjoy an
endless felicity in the entirety of their restored members,
the wicked "shall seek death, and shall not find it, shall desire to die,
and death shall fly from them” (Revelation 9:6).

These three characteristics, idengmytirety and immortalitywill
be common to the risen bodies of the just and the wicked. But the
bodies of the saints shall be distinguished by four transcendent
endowments, often called qualities.

+ The first is “impassibility”, which shall place them beyond the
reach of pain and inconvenience. “It is sown”, says the Apostle,
“in corruption, it shall rise in incorruption” (1 Corinthians 15:42).
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The Schoolmen call this quality impassibility’, not incorruption, so
as to mark it as a peculiarity of the glorified body; the bodies of
the damned will be incorruptible indeed, but not impassible; they
shall be subject to heat and cold, and all manner of pain.

¢ The next quality is “brightness”, or “glory”, by which the bodies
of the saints shall shine like the sun. “It is sown in dishbeays
the Apostle, “it shall rise in glory” (1 Corinthians 15:43; cf.
Matthew 13:43; 17:2; Philippians 3:21All the bodies of the
saints shall be equally impassible, but they shall be endowed with
different degrees of glaccording to $ Paul: “One is the glory of

the sun, another the glory of the moon, another the glory of the stars.

For star different from star in glory”(1 Corinthians 15:41-42).

+ The third quality is that of “agility”, by which the body shall be
freed from its slowness of motion, and endowed with the capability
of moving with the utmost facility and quickness wherever
the soul pleased.he Apostle says: “It is sown in weakness, it
shall rise in power” (1 Corinthians 15:43).

+ The fourth quality is “subtility”, by which the body becomes subject
to the absolute dominion of the soul. This is inferred from the
words of the Apostle: “It is sown a natural bodtyshall rise
a spiritual body” (1 Corinthians 15:44). The body participates in
the souls more perfect and spiritual life to such an extent that it
becomes itself like a spiriVe see this quality exemplified in the
fact that Christ passed through material objects.

Importance of the Resurrection of the Body
Death - The Sleep of the Body

No Biblical description of death is so comforting and consoling to
the believer as that which is revealed in the familiar word sleep. It is
a word that applies to the body only and never to the soul. Our Lord
said to His disciples: “Our friend Lazarus sleepeth; but | go that |
may awake him out of sleep. Then said His disciples, Lord, if he
sleep, he shall do well. Howbeit Jesus spake of his death” (John
11:11-13). Of the martyrdom and death ¢é@hen, we read: “He fell
asleep” (Acts 7:60)When theApostle Paul was yet alive, he said
that of the five hundred brethren who had seen Christ alive after His
Resurrection, “some are fallen asleep” (1 Corinthians 15:6). His
comforting message to the believers at Thessalonica was, “I would
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not have you to be ignorant, brethren, concerning them which are
asleep” (IThessalonians 4:13JheApostle Peterspeaking of Old
Testament saints, said: “The fathers fell asleep” (2 Peter 3:4).

The OldTestament saints were comforted by this same truth.
More than forty times in the Olfiestament it is said of a man who
died that he “slept with his fathers.” “And the LORD said unto Moses,
Behold, thou shalt sleep with thy fathers” (Deuteronomy 31:16; 2
Samuel 7:12). Job said: “Now shall | sleep in the dust; and thou shalt
seek me in the morning, but | shall not be” (Job 7:21). In these verses
we have a transcendently sublime description of death which assures
the believer that it is but “the transient slumber of the ptwye
followed by the glorious awakening at the sound of the last trumpet.”

Death-Temporary Separation of the Spiritual from the Physical

This temporary suspension of the activities of the body does not
mean that the spirit of man is asleep. The body is but the tabernacle
or dwelling place of the spirit part of man. Upon the death of the
body, the spirit of a believer takes departure, closing the senses of
the body until the day of its resurrection. Immediately upon the death
of our bodies, we leave the flesh, “to depart, and to be with Christ”
(Philippians 1:23), “waiting for the adoption, to wit, the redemption of
our body” (Romans 8:23).

Here is a simple illustration. Recently | noticed that a butcher
shop in our town was no longer open for business. One day while
driving past the building | saw a sign in the window which read:
“Closed ForAlterations.” The owner had suspended his business
relations with the public long enough to renovate the stdter
about two months the store was reopened with many changes. This
is a picture of the death of the believide moves out of the body
until it has been repaired and renovated, when, at the resurrection,
the inward man shall move into his renewed body

Raised to be Like Jesus

Death is not to be feared by the ChristlMe. shall live in a literal
body just as real as the one we have,rfow says Paul: “\& look
for the Saviorthe Lord Jesus Chriditho shall change our vile body
that it may be fashioned like unto His glorious hadyPhilippians
3:20, 21). The coming of our Lord in the air to take us to Heaven will
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necessitate a change in this purchased body of corruption. The body
is as much the Lord’purchased possession as is the soul. It is dear
to Him. “The body is... for the Lord; and the Lord for the body” (1
Corinthians 6:13). The goal of the Gospel is to bring eternal life and
immortality to all who will believe. Since the body of the saints will be
“fashioned like unto His glorious bodyve may well wonder what

our bodies will be like at the resurrection. John say® Knbw that,
when He shall appeawe shall be like Him; for we shall see Him as
He is” (1 John 3:2). When our Lord ascended into Heaven, He was
thirty-three years of age, a young man in the strength and glory of
His youth. Senility had not overtaken our Lord when He died upon
the Cross for our sins. In Dav&dPsalm of the exalted Christ in the
glory, we read: “Thou hast the dewTfiy youth” (Psalm 10:3). O
wondrous thought¥We shall be clothed upon with perennial youth.
We shall be like Him, fashioned like unto His glorious hody

Christ shall “change our vile body” (Philippians 3:21) we read.
The word “change” means to transfigure. It has been suggested that
we have here the thought of metamorphosis which is a remarkable
change in the form and structure of a living hdt#hen our Lord
took PeterJames, and John up into the Holy Mountain, we read that
“He was transfigured before them” (Matthew 17:2). Christ appeared
during that brief period of time in His glorified badie was
transfigured (or metamorphosed) before them. It was a body like
His post-resurrection body when He appeared to His disciples behind
shut doors (John 20:19). The change of the believer at the resurrection
has to do with his bodyherein resides the sin principle, for even the
Christian must admit, “I know that in me (that is in my flesh) there
dwelled no good thing” (Romans 7:18). The word “change” could
not refer to the spiritual part of man, fars KennettWuest says:

“The word ‘change’ is the translation of a Greek word which speaks
of an expression which is assumed from the outside, which act brings
about a change of outward expression.”

Biologically speaking, the change of a caterpillar into a butterfly is
spoken of as a “metamorphosi§he ugly repulsive caterpillar is
confined to a tomb which it spins for itself. While in the cocoon there
is an apparently dead and formless substance. But after the warm
sun of spring has beaten its golden rays upon that cocoon, there comes
forth a beautiful butterflyThough the butterfly is diérent in
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appearance from the caterpillare recognize the beautiful winged
insect as being the same as the caterpiltas the same living
creature, yet diérent. So also is the resurrection of the baddiyw

we have a vile body (or a body of humiliatiomhe Apostle James
calls it a “low” body “because as the flower of the grass he shall
pass away” (James 1:10)he body ofAdam, in its original state,
was provided with a covering of gloriput when sin entered the
covering of glory was replaced with a covering of humiliation. In our
present bodies of humiliation we are unfit for the glories of Heaven
and Gods presence, but hopefully we look for our Lendturn when

He shall fashion our bodies of humiliation like unto His own body of
glory. It will be the same body in that it will be recognizable, but
wonderfully changed.

Answering the Skeptic

Some unbelieving skeptics have proposed the argument that it will
be impossible for the same body to be raised since the bodies of
those who have been dead for hundreds of years have become
decomposed into integrant parts; that is, reduced to poWdey
add that those elements which composed one body may have become
a part of other bodies. For example, a dead body deteriorates. Over
the grave of that body a tree may grdwaving fed its roots on the
elements of the dead badfthe fruit of that tree is eaten by other
men, the elements of the decomposed and deteriorated body in the
grave become a part of other nehbdiesThey conclude that it is
an impossibility to raise the same body atom for atom.

God anticipated this problete read: “But some man will say
How are the dead raised up? and with what body do they come?” (1
Corinthians 15:35J0 answer this, thApostle, by the Holy Spirit,
uses the illustration of a farmer sowing grain. When a farmer drops
a kernel of grain into the ground, he knows that when the seed dies
or seemingly rots awathat does not mean the end of hfer$. He
knows that one seed will come forth into a fuller life, producing a
stalk with several ears bearing many hundreds of kernels like the one
he plantedThe actual seed that was planted he does notrsee.
there is absolute identitit is the same with the resurrection of our
bodies. “That which thou sowest is not quickened, except idik;
that which thou sowesthou sowest not that body that shall be, but
bare grain, it may chance of wheat, or of some other grain. But God
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giveth it a body as it hath pleased Him, and to every seed his own
body” (1 Corinthians 15:36-38).

It will not be necessary for God to use every part of this body
when he raises it from the grave. Such a thought is not taught in
Scripture. In fact, it is scientifically true that the component parts of
our bodies undgo periodical change®ve are told that through the
change of elements, we receive new bodies every seven Wears.
may not be conscious of the change. Nevertheless we have not the
same body today that we had seven years ago. There is an identity
that we maintain all our lifetime, and yet there is not one cell in our
bodies that was there seven years ago. In the resurrection the bodies
of the saints will bear their individual identities.. Bfilbur M. Smith
has said‘The fact that after death our physical substance disintegrates
and scatters creates no difficulties for God, so that He could not bring
those bodies back gloriously transformed.” By the new birth we are
born again into the Kingdom of God, a Kingdom that can never break
down or disintegrate. Because sin can never ghexe is no danger
of corruptibility. The resurrection will be the occasion when our bodies
become incorruptible and will inherit the Kingdom of God.

From Corruption to Incorruption - From Mortality to Immortality

It is sown in corruption; itis raised in incorruption (1 Corinthians
15:42). For this corruptible must put on incorruption (1 Corinthians
15:53). Death is written on the face of all that is alive. The moment
we begin to live we commence to die. The report of the birth of a
new baby guarantees the digging of a new grave. The preacher of
wisdom wrote: “The strong men shall bow themselves, and the grinders
cease because they are fewd those that look out of the windows
be darkened... man goeth to his long home, and the mourners go
about the streets... Then shall the dust return to the earth as it was,
and the spirit shall return unto God who gave it” (Ecclesiastes 12:3,
5, 7). This is a picture of the body of corruption. Its destiny is death,
decay and dissolution. But if we are to have bodies in Heaven, we
must have bodies that are free from corruption. This is exactly the
kind of body that Christ will give us when He comes. It was buried in
corruption, but it will be raised in incorruptioiVe have some idea of
an incorruptible body in the scene on the Mourifrahsfiguration.
Moses and Elijah both appeared with Christ. Moses had died fifteen
hundred years befor&¥et he was there recognizable in a glorious
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body Elijah had been caught up to Heaven without dying about nine
hundred years before, and he too was there in a glorified Bagy
resurrection will clothe us with bodies where disease and sickness
will never enter No pain, no weakness, no fever will touch our
resurrection bodies. “And God shall wipe away all tears from their
eyes; and there shall be no more death, neither son@verying,
neither shall there be any more pain: for the former things are passed
away” (Revelation 21:4).

From Dishonor to Glory

It is sown in dishonor; it is raised in glory (1 Corinthians 15:43).
The body that is put in the grave is sown in dishofbe average
Christian sadly neglects his bodhiling to realize that it is the temple
of the Holy Spirit. Proper care of the body is far more the exception
than it is the rule. The bodies of some Christians have been broken
and diseased by sin before the persons ever came to knowledge of
truth. The drinking of intoxicating liquors, the use of tobacco, and
other sins of the body have brought to the body dish@wmne do
not get enough rest, while others injure the body through laziness and
inactivity. Some persons overeat regularly while others mistreat the
body by not eating the right kind of food. It is the opinion of the writer
that the majority of people are guilty of not giving the body its required
care. Itis sown in dishondBut our resurrection bodies will be raised
in glory. We shall be like Jesus, in the brightness of His gl@ry
glorious hope!

From Weakness to Power

It is sown in weakness; it is raised in power (1 Corinthians 15:43).
It is believed that thApostle Paul was frail in boggfflicted with “a
thorn in the flesh.\Weak bodies have their limitations, and many of
us can testify as to how the work of the Lord often is hampered by
bodily limitations. The tasks we seek to perform become wearisome
by reason of the infirmities of the flesh. But in Heaven we shall
know nothing of physical weakness. The limitations of earth are not
known in Heaven. What a glorious change that will be! Raised in
power! Here on earth we find that the spirit sometimes is willing, but
the flesh is weak. Some of Gedthoice saints cannot as much as
attend a church service because of bodily affliction, but in Heaven all
will have strong bodies. The new body will be a habitation from God,
incorruptible, immortal, and powerful.
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From the Natural to the Spiritual

Itis sown a natural body; it is raised a spiritual body (1 Corinthians
15:44). It must be clearly understood that the phrase “a spiritual body”
does not so much as infer that the resurrection body will be a body
without substance. The word “natural” is from a word used by the
Greeks when they spoke of the soul of nvde pointed out earlier in
this volume how that man was made of three component parts: body
soul, and spirit. In the physical he possesses world-consciousness
through his five senseédlith his soul, which is the seat of his emotions,
he possesses self-consciousness, thereby having knowledge that he
is a personalityBy his spirit, he is enabled to know God and to worship
and serve Him after his human spirit has been quickened by the Holy
Spirit. Our bodies while on earth are natural or soulish bodies and are
engaged chiefly with the activities and the environment of earth. By
nature it becomes easily adjusted to work and plag spiritual life
is not absent altogether from man, but it occupies a small part of his
time and energy as compared with his soul life.

When the resurrection body is called “a spiritual hddys not
meant that it will be composed of intangible substance. Robert S.
Candlish has said: “The words natural and spiritual, as applied to the
body, have respect not so much to the nature of the substance of
which the body is composed, as to the uses or purposes which it is
intended to serve.” On earth we are occupied to a greater degree
with the natural bodywhile in Heaven in our resurrection bodies we
will be occupied with all that pertains to God and godliness. The
spiritual life of man will prevail.

We might say that the body has two masters, a natural and a
spiritual. Paul said: “When | would do good, evil is present with me”
(Romans 7:21)TheApostle was truly God'child by the transforming
power of the Holy Spirit, but the natural man was still very much
alive and warring against the spirituAhd each of us knows too
well what a barrier the natural man\gé are hindered by the attitude
of the natural toward the spiritual. But in Heaven we shall be clothed
with a resurrection body where the higher principles in man will
predominate and the full tide of spiritual life will be in control.

In Heaven all will be incorrupt, immortal, glorious, powerful, and
spiritual. Before the throne of God we will serve Him eternally in His
temple. O glorious hope! O resurrection day!
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Chapter 6

When Does theNorld End?

The term “end times” applies both to the era of
Christ’s first coming (Heb 1:2, 1 Cor 1@:1Heb 9:26)
and to the events immediately before his return and the
end of the ages (Mt 24:13T2m 2:1, 2 Peter 3:3 he
definitive Catholic teaching on the end times is contained
in theCatechism of the Catholic Chalrunder the
discussion of the article of the Creed, “From thence He
will come again to judge the living and the dead.”
[CCC668-682]As the Creed infallibly teaches, the
Second Coming is associated with the end of the world
and the Last Judgment. Therefore, it is not associated
with any earlier time-such as to establish a “Millennium.”
The Catholic Church specifically condemns
“millenarianism,” according to which Jesus will establish
a throne in this world and reign here for a thousand
years CCC676]. She teaches instead that Jesus already
reigns in eternity (1 Cofl5:24-27, Rev & 5) and that
in this world His reign, established as a seed, is found
already in the ChurclQCC 668-669].This is the 1000
years, which is the Hebrew way of indicating an indefinite
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long time - in this case, the tirhetween the first anskcond comings,

the era of the Church, in other words the last days in the broadest
sense. The Book of Revelation situates this era between the
persecutions of the Roman antichrists of the first century and the
final unleashing of evil at the end.Naturalhyon-Catholics cannot
accept that the Catholic Church represents Christ in this world, so
they are forced to look for a personal earthly reign somewhere out in
the future. The notion that Jesus will come, reign, and then depart, so
that the devil can trick the world again, is incompatible with the
incomprehensible dignity of the Lord and His love for His people.
Jesus’ Coming will be definitive, triumphant and ever-lasting, not
temporal and limitedAs for the Rapture, the meaning ofThese
4:15-17 is that at the return of Christ18) and the General
Resurrection of the Dead.¥), those who survive the persecution
of the Antichrist will have no advantage in being resurrected over
those who died before His Coming€CC 1001].All will go to meet

Him and be with Him forever (¥7; cf. Rev 20:17-21:27).The
Catechism provides us with a general order of events at the End
[CCC673-677]. Chronologically they are,1. the full number of the
Gentiles come into the Church the “full inclusion of the Jews in the
Messiahs salvation, in the wake of the full number of the Gentiles”
(#2 will follow quickly on, in the wake of, #1) a final trial of the
Church “in the form of a religious deception offering men an apparent
solution to their problems at the price of apostasy from the truth.”
The supreme deception is that of Argichrist. Christs victory over

this final unleashing of evil through a cosmic upheaval of this passing
world and the Last Judgment.As Cardinal Ratzinger recently pointed
out (in the context of the message of Fatima), we are not at the end
of the world. In fact, the Second Coming (understood as the physical
return of Christ) cannot occur until the full number of the Gentiles
are converted, followed by “all Israel.”Approved Catholic mystics
(Venerable, Blessed and Saints, approved apparitions) throw
considerable light on this orddxry prophesying a minor apostasy and
tribulation toward the end of the world, after which will occur the
reunion of Christians. Only later will the entire world fall away from
Christ (the great apostasy) and the persAngthrist arise and the
Tribulation of the End occuklthough this is not Catholic doctrine,
arising as it does from private revelation, it conforms to what is
occurring in our time, especially in light of Our Lady of Fatisna’
promise of an “Era of PeaceThis “Triumph of the Immaculate
Heart” (other saints have spoken of a social reign of Jesus Christ
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when Jesus will reign in the hearts of men) would seem to occur
prior to the rise of thAntichrist. The optimism of the Pope for the
“New Evangelization” and a “Civilization of Love” in the Third
Millennium of Christianity fits here, as well. This would place us,
therefore, in the period just before the events spoken of in
the Catechismthat is, on the verge of the evangelization of the entire
world. Other interpretations are possible, but none seem to fit the
facts as well, especially when approved mystics are studied, instead
of merely alleged ones.

Is Anti-Christ Near?

Uprising after uprising in the Middle East; sexual and intellectual
scandal in the Church; earthquakes in Chile and Haiti; tsunamis in
Indonesia and Japan; and financial collapse in almost every market:
given the startling increase in the frequency of global crises - political,
religious, financial, natural - one is tempted to begin looking for
Antichrist and despair for the future. The pervading anxiety and fear
is exacerbated by non-Catholic proliferation of end times fiction and
even some Catholics who erroneously promote the imminent arrival
of the Antichrist and the Second Cominghis idea has distinct
emotional appeal in our troubled times, since one way or andther
would all end soon, and possibly without our having to “do” anything.

Although the prospect relieves us of our sense of personal
responsibility to become or remain involved in an immoral world which
despises a Christian moral message, according to the histatitton
of the Church and the direction of her leadership, it would be a tragic
error for several reasons.

No Human Person Can be théntichrist

First, theAntichrist is not here, or even just around the corner
Jesus told the disciples how they might positively identify the imminent
arrival of Antichrist and the events surrounding the end tinfies.
Church Fathers, as the most immediate successors of the original
apostles, sorted out much of the eschatological uncertainty from what
had been handed down to them both orally and in writing from the
apostles, and left extensive writings on the subject.

We know to watch for particular signs, and although conditions
have been chaotic enough in other eras in history that our ancestors
also speculated they might be near the end of the world, at no time
have all the signs outlined in Scripture and thedion of the Church
yet been present.
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Those signs were given in order to combat then-current teachings
of the imminent end of the world, and/tre opposite view that God
had completely abandoned creation to destructietto happen are:
the sweeping conversion to Christ, a world-wide religious apgstasy
signs in the heavens, the arrival of Enoch and Elijah (Rdmn21
Thess. 2; Rev8-12).

The Third Millennium

Second, our last two Holy Fathers have strategically and
deliberately prepared the Church for the “New Evangelization” of
the third millennium, pastoralliiturgically, and theologicallyNould
they do this if the end of the world were imminent?

Is not Pope Benedict XVI a brilliantly distinguished academic and
theologian, conversant with both public and private prophé@s
he not hand-picked by our beloved John Paul Il and the College of
Cardinals for his orthodoxy and holiness? Is he not also intimately
familiar with the writings of the Fathers and approved private
revelations (Our Lady of Fatima, for example) that help “flesh out”
the eschatological skeleton given to us in the Deposit of Faith?

He and our faithful Bishops know that ScriptuFeadition, and
approved private revelation agree: we are not experiencing the time
of Antichrist, or even his imminent arrival.

Chastisement in Love

What we do seem to be experiencing, in my opinion, is a minor
chastisement that may precede the major chastisem&ntiofirist.
Between the two chastisements is a prophesied age of great peace.
We will suffer the sweeping consequences of decades of
unprecedented flagrant sin against God and Church, humanity itself,
and the earth.

We are told it will become so desperate that people will believe it
is the end of the world. It is not. It is mercy from God upon our
faithless, corrupt age, and nowhere near what the world will
experience duringntichrist. Chastisement proceeds from a loving
Heavenly Father attempting to draw men to Himself in repentance.
We must repent! and repentance begins in the house of God (1 Pet.
4:17).We are told we can avoid the chastisement, even as it has
already begun, through repentance.
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A Great Hope

We can avert it for ourselves and our children! “If my people,
who are called by my name, will humble themselves, and pray and
seek my face, and turn from their wicked ways, then | will hear from
heaven, and will forgive their sin and heal their land” (2 Ch 7:14).
Our Lady of Fatima begs us to prayay earnestly for sinners
(ourselves!) and sacrifice for the salvation of souls.

We can repent in this wagind perhaps a period of unprecedented
Catholic peace will reign over the whole earth, both in government
and in the Church, in what may seem like a renaissance of the Holy
Roman Empire.

Or we can continue our current trajectory and experience the
dramatic frequency and worsening of the crises: multiple simultaneous
civil and national wars in Europe, the radical rise and spread of militant
fundamentalism, great famines and disease plagues due to war and
other sin and near-complete financial collapse, widespread death and
destruction, several days of total darkness, sacks of Catholic churches
and the murder of a pope - at which time there will arise a Great
King, Great Pope and a great Church Council that will usher in the
age of civil and sacred peace under the protection and direction of
God.

All this precedes the major chastisement/Antichrist.

There will not be a literal 1000 year reign of Christ with His Saints
on the earth. This is called millennialism, and it is a heresy condemned
by the Church on the basis that it denies the Second Coming as the
end of the ages and awaits another period of definitive salvation after
that.

There will not be a “Rapture” in which the church is assuared
masséanto heaven to escape chastisement. This teaching denies that
the Church must follow Jesus in taking up her cross and being crucified
with Christ, in order to also be resurrected.

While “no man knows the day or hguiesus left us some certain
knowledge of the future, both in the Deposit of Faith, and also through
the spiritual charisma of prophecy offered for the edification of the
Church through great numbers of Saitenerable, Popes, and
Blessed. When such prophecies are duly investigated and approved
by the Church they provide heroic hope for the people, and fulfill the
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deep-seated, created physiological need in man to anticipate, work
for, and hope in the future.

We must be prepared tofer “an explanation for the hope that is
within us” when waves of people search for God in the ch#les.
must be able to &dr stability sanity hope, truth.

It is not the end. Be not afraid! Now is the time for the New
EvangelizationWe are invited to repent, pragnd work for the
salvation of souls, help stave off the worst of the chastisement, and
work to usher in the coming peace. Our Holy Father leads the way
into the third millennium. Come Holy Spirit, come. Renew the face
of the earth!

Are we living in the “last days™?

Are we, as many Christians believe living in the last days? In fact,
the “last days” refers not only to the “end of time,” but to the last two
thousand years. Scripture teaches that the Incarnation ushered in
“the last days.’According to Hebrews 1:1-2, “God, after He spoke
long ago to the fathers in the prophets in many portions and in many
ways, in these last days has spoken to us in His Son, whom He
appointed heir of all things, through whom also He made the world.”

At Pentecost, Peter preached that “the last days” had arrived, in
fulfillment of the words of the prophet Joel: “For these men are not
drunk, as you suppose, for it is only the third hour of the day; but this
is what was spoken of through the prophet Joel: ‘And it shall be in
the last days,” God says, that | will pour forth my spirit on all mankind...”
(Acts 2:15-17; cf. Joel 2:28-32).

“The last days” or “the end times,” properly understood, refers to
the time of the New Covenant, the gathering together of<Gadiple
in the Church, which is “on earth, the seed and the beginning of the
kingdom” (CCC 567, 669; Lumen Gentium) . The Holy Spirit, the
“soul of the Church,” has been and is being poured out, because of
the redemptive work of Jesus Christ:

The Holy Spirit is at work with the Father and the Son from the
beginning to the completion of the plan for our salvation. But in these
“end times,” ushered in by the Semédeeming Incarnation, the Spirit
is revealed and given, recognized and welcomed as a person. Now
can this divine plan, accomplished in Christ, the firstborn and head of
the new creation, be embodied in mankind by the outpouring of the
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Spirit: as the Church, the communion of saints, the forgiveness of
sins, the resurrection of the bodyd the life everlasting (CCC 686).

This understanding of the “last days” differs from that of those
who believe in the Rapture. Catholics agree that there will definitely
be an “end of time” and that history as we know it will one day be
complete. But we also recognize that each of us will face the end of
our time on earth, and that this should, in many ways, concern us
more than the end of the world (see CCC 1007).

Church authority and Bible prophecy

How should we understand the Bilsle2aching on the “last days™?
For Catholics, the Bible is truly ttdord of God, and when thword
of God says that the Church is the Body of Christ (Ephesians 1:22-
23; 5:22-33) and the “pillar and support of truthT{thothy 3:15), it
points to a key principle: the task of authentically interpreting Scripture
belongs to the ChurcAnd the Church has a certain structure, based
on Christs own choosing of apostles and granting them authority:
“For, of course, all that has been said about the manner of interpreting
Scripture is ultimately subject to the judgment of the Church which
exercises the divinely conferred commission and ministry of watching
over and interpreting th&/ord of God (CCC 19).

This does not mean that the Catholic Church has definitively
interpreted every single passage of Scripture or that individual
Catholics cannot study Scripture for themselves. On the contrary
the Church has definitively interpreted less than a dozen passages,
while encouraging Catholics to read the Bible in light of the “living
Tradition of the whole Church” (CCCL3).

The issue of authority in interpreting Scripture is important because
so much of what passes for “Biblical prophecy” today is really
pseudo-Biblical guesswork, noteworthy for its use of sloppy methods,
hazy conjecture, and overt sensationalism. Many “prophecy
teachers,” especially in the last three decades, have taken passages
of Scripture and applied them to current events and people with little
or no regard for historical context or original meaning of the texts.
This has resulted, for example, in thetichrist being identified as
the Pope, HitlerGorbacheyRonald Reagan, Saddam Hussein, and
other lessetknown people.

The puzzling and sometimes shocking images of Revelation are
interpreted in clevebizarre, and often laughable wayke mark of
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the beast (Rew3:16-18) is seen in bar codes, credit cards, computer

chips and laser beams. Most Catholics who encounter such

misinterpretations usually scratch their heads and steer clear of the
biblical books that deal with apocalyptic themes, Daniel and Revelation.

They are content to let their non-Catholic friends battle over these

confusing matters.

This is unfortunate for a couple of reasons. First, Catholics should
study all of Scripture, including difficult books such as Daniel and
Revelation, because God gave it to the Church for that purpose.
Second, the Catholic Church offers two thousand years of reflection
and study of Scripture, resulting in a rich, balanced, and nuanced
understanding of the whole Bible. If the Catholic Church has the
authority that Catholics believe she possesses, then they need to take
seriously her understanding of Scriptukethe very least, doing so
will help them avoid the serious misunderstandings of some other
Christians and will equip Catholics to discuss these misunderstandings
with them.

Defining SomeTerms

The Left Behind books are based on a theological system known
as dispensationalism. This term refers to the belief that God works in
history through a series of different epochs, or dispensations. In each
of these periods, God tests man in a certain Wy fails the test,
and then God judges man. On this vieman now lives during the
“Church Age,” which is so full of apostasy and error that only a
remnant of “true believers” remains.

According to dispensationalism, God is pursuing two purposes in
history: one involving an earthly people (Israel) and the pther
heavenly people (the Church). Dispensationalists believe that when
Jesus Christ came, He offered the earthly people, Israel, a physical,
earthly kingdom, but that they rejected Him as their Messiah.
ConsequentlyJesus formed a heavenly people, the Church, who are
not meant to reign here on earth, but will reign with Him in heaven.

However God will still fulfill the many OldTestament promises to
Israel, His earthly people, because, dispensationalists insist, those
promises were unconditional. When Christ founded the Church, all
of those promises were “put on hold” until the heavenly people were
removed from the earth in the Rapture. Since Israel has now been
re-established as a nation, most dispensationalists believe that the
removal of the Church via the Rapture can occur at any moment.
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The Rapture will be a secret “snatching up” of all true believersin
Christ to heaven; it will be immediately followed according to most
dispensationalists by seven year3bulation and the reign of the
Antichrist. At the end of th&Tribulation, Christ will come again to
establish an earthlyhousand-year reign, based in Jerusalem, where
a new temple (complete with animal sacrifices) will exist.

The dispensationalist view of the end times was developed in the
1830s by an ex-Anglican priest named John Nelson Davhg
condemned most of Christendom as apostate and worldly
Dispensationalism subsequently spread throughout the U.S., in the
early 1900s, as a result of the popular Scofield Reference Bible, which
incorporated dispensationalist ideas into its footnotes. In the 1970s,
the doctrine was popularized through the best-selling books such as
The Late Great Planet Earth by Hal Lindsey

Some Catholics might dismiss these unusual beliefs as unimportant.
But that would be a mistake for a number of reasons. For one thing,
despite waning popularity in scholarly theological circles,
dispensationalism is still a widespread belief system among
Fundamentalists and many Evangelicals, even many of those who
are unfamiliar with the term.

Another reason is that the vast majority of dispensationalists are
either actively opposed to, or are very suspicious of, the Catholic
Church. Many of them believe the Catholic Church will play a central
role in a coming one world apostate religion. In a sense, this shouldn’t
surprise anyone, since the core of dispensationalism is incompatible
with Catholic doctrine, even though they are compatible on some
secondary issues.

Moreover many Catholics who leave the Church are drawn
towards groups that teach dispensationalism in some form or another
The belief in the Rapture is often what attracts these straying Catholics.

Finally, through Fundamentalist and conservative Evangelical
political activity, dispensationalist ideas and interests have had a
significant influence on U.S. foreign policy towards Israel and the
Middle East, and on how many of these Christians view the U.S.
Many Fundamentalist and Evangelical Christians are staunch allies
of Israel for theological, rather than political reasons.
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Two People of God, orJust One?

Eschatologythe study of the last things, flows directly from
ecclesiologythe doctrine of the Churchhis explains some of the
significant differences between what Catholics and many
Fundamentalists believe about the end of tivkhile Tim Lahaye,

Hal Lindsey and other dispensationalists teach that God has two
people, the Church and Israel, the Catholic Church asserts that God
has always had only one people, or famtlyroughout history
According to Catechism, “This ‘family of God’ is gradually formed
and takes shape during the stages of human higtdtgeping with

the Fathés plan. In fact, ‘already present in figure at the beginning
of the world, this Church was prepared in marvelous fashion in the
history of the people of Israel... Established in this last age of the
world and made manifest in the outpouring of the Spirit, it will be
brought to glorious completion at the end of time™ (CCC 759).

Therefore, the Catholic Church has always understood herself as
being the New Israel (Gal. 6:16; Eph. 2:12) and the new People
of God (1 Pet. 2:9-10), the recipients of the New Covenant given
through Christ (Heb. 8:8-13). The Old Covenant was not rejected by
Christ, but fulfilled and taken up into the New Covenant; it concluded
with the New Covenant and is included in it. This difference between
dispensationalism and Catholic doctrine is the basis for other
disagreements, including those involving the Rapture and the nature
of the millennium.

(Interestingly enough, even Luther and Calvin understood the
Church to be the true heir of Israel. They also would have rejected
dispensationalism, which only emerged as a method of biblical
interpretation in the last two hundred years or so.)

Catholic doctrine also teaches that the Church is intimately related
to the Kingdom of Godl'he Church is “ultimately one, holgatholic,
and apostolic in her deepest and ultimate ideriggause itis in her
that ‘the Kingdom of heaven,’ the ‘Reign of God,’ already exists and
will be fulfilled at the end of time” (CCC 865). The Kingdom is not
yet complete, but began with the Incarnation and will be fully realized
at the end of time: “The kingdom of heaven was inaugurated on
earth by Christ. ‘“This kingdom shone out before men in the word, in
the works and in the presence of Christ.” The Church is the seed and
beginning of this kingdom. Its keys are entrusted to Peter” (CCC
567). Inits fullness, the Kingdom is not an earthly reign, but the final
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triumph of Christ over the power of sin and Satan, culminating in an
eternity spentin communion with tligune God: “The kingdom has
come in the person of Christ and grows mysteriously in the hearts of
those incorporated into him, until its full eschatological manifestation”
(CCC 865).

In contrast, dispensationalists believe that the Kingdom will be a
thousand-yeaearthly reign of Christ, known as the Millennium (from
the Latin word for “thousand years”). Belief in a literal thousand-
year earthly reign is called millenarianism or millennialism. It has
been explicitly rejected by the Catholic Church. In 1944, the Holy
Office warned against “... the system of mitigated Millenarianism,
which teaches ... that Christ the Lord before the final judgment,
whether or not preceded by the resurrection of the many just, will
come visibly to rule over this world... The system of mitigated
Millenarianism cannot be taught safely” (CCC 676).

It is true that some of the early Church Fathers before the fourth
century believed in an earthiyillennial reign of ChristThis belief
was largely formed in reaction to Gnostics, who taught that Christ
and His Kingdom had nothing to do with the physical world since, the
Gnostics claimed, it was inherently evil. Howev8r Augustine,
writing in the late 300s and early 400s, interpreted the reference to a
“thousand years” in Revelation 20 as a metaphor for the age of the
Church. This would become the accepted belief of the Church, going
unchallenged for many centuri&®&t the Catholic Church has never
made a formal statement about what the Millennium is, although
Augustines view has usually been accepted by Catholic theologians.

In addition, none of the Church Fathers believed in a secret removal
of true believers prior to thiibulation. On the contrayyhey taught
that the Church would undergo a period of intense tribulation prior to
the Second Coming. The idea of a “secret” Rapture, developed by
John Nelson Darby in the 1830s, would have been both foreign and
repulsive to the early Christians, as it was bothersome to many of
Darby’s Protestant allies.

The rapture and the second coming

The Church tacitly rejects the “secret” Rapture based on her
doctrine of the Church. It has always been Catholic teaching, of
course, that Jesus Christ will physically and visibly return to earth.
As we say in the Creed each week at EucharisticdyftiHe will
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come again in glory to judge the living and the dead, and his kingdom
will have no end” (cf. CCC 681-682).

Yet from the Catholic perspective, the term rapture is problematic.
On one hand, it can refer to being taken to be with Christ (1 Thess.
4:17; see CCC 1025). In fact, the term rapture comes from Jerome’
Latin translation of 1 Thes 4:17, meaning “to be caught up.” Catholics
believe this will happen at the Second Coming, when our bodies are
resurrected (see CCC 989-990).

On the other hand, the term “Rapture” is, in a sense, owned and
copyrighted by dispensationalists. In popular discourse, it almost
always refers to a secret snatching away of “true believers,” prior to
theTribulation, and distinct from the Second Coming. Since the term
Rapture is rarely used in Catholic circles, it is easy to see how
confusion among Catholics might arise. But in any case the Rapture,
as dispensationalists use the term, is contrary to Catholic belief.

Israel, Tribulation, and Antichrist

Another issue is the fate of Israel. What will happen to Israel in
the end?According to the Catechism, “The glorious Messawming
is suspended at every moment of history until His recognition by ‘all
Israel’, for ‘a hardening has come upon part of Isia¢fieir ‘unbelief
toward Jesus” (CCC 674). The Church, reflecting upon Romans 9-
11, believes that Israel will somehow come to recognize Christ for
who He is. Precisely how this will occur the Church has not said.

The Church also says relatively little about the time of trial or
tribulation in the final days. The Church will go through the great
trial, but we do not know how long it will last. The Catechism declares,
“Before Christs Second Coming the Church must pass through a
final trial that will shake the faith of many believers. The persecution
that accompanies her pilgrimage on earth will unveil the ‘mystery of
iniquity’ in the form of a religious deception offering men an apparent
solution to their problems at the price of apostasy from the truth”
(CCC 675; also see CCC 2642).

This time of trial will be at the start of the “last days” in the sense
of the end of history: “According to the Lord, the present time is the
time of the Spirit and of witness, but also a time still marked by ‘distress’
and the time of evil which does not spare the Church and ushers in
the struggles of the last days. It is a time of waiting and watching”
(CCC 672).
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Along with this belief in a time of future testing and trial, the Church
teaches that there have been manijchrists, but there will also be
theAntichrist who leads a worldwide system of anti-Christian belief:
... The supreme religious deception is that o#th&christ, a pseudo-
messianism by which man glorifies himself in place of God and of his
Messiah come in the fleshTheAntichrist’'s deception already begins
to take shape in the world every time the claim is made to realize
within history that messianic hope which can only be realized beyond
history through the [end times] judgment... (CCC 675, 676)

This last sentence applies to any sort of utopian scheme that ignores
man’ fallen nature, the reality of sin, and ngnéed for salvation
through Christ.

Interpreting the book of Revelation

Interpretations of the book of Revelation are, undoubtadipng
the most hotly debated aspects of the Bible. The Catholic Church has
not officially interpreted the difficult passages in Revelation. But
various Catholic scholars have commented on them, and have debated
the various interpretations.

There are four main approaches to the book of Revelation: futurist,
preterist, historicist and idealist. Futurists believe that most or all of
the book of Revelation has yet to be fulfilled; preterists say that most
or all of it was fulfilled in the first century; historicists claim that
events described in Revelation have been transpiring for the last two
thousand years; and idealists believe that the book of Revelation is
allegorical and has little or nothing to do with historical events.

The Catholic Church allows a wide range of interpretive
possibilities, including forms of futurism, preterism, historicism and
idealism. For example, a Catholic may believe the book of Revelation
describes the conflict of good and evil as experienced by individual
Christians or the Church (idealism), and makes prophetic utterances
about events still to occur (futurism), and also refers to events that
have already occurred, either in the early Church or later Church
history (preterism and historicism). Catholic flexibility here is based
on the fact that Scripture, inspired by God, often has different, yet
complementarymeanings.

From early times, the Church, following the examples of Christ
and theApostles (i.e., Lk 24:25-27; 1 Cor 10:1-4), understood Scripture
to have diferent senses, a literal and a spiritual sense (CIGLAs
the Catechism explains, the spiritual sense is always rooted in the
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literal sense: “The literal sense is the meaning conveyed by the words
of Scripture and discovered by exegesis, following the rules of sound
interpretation: ‘All other senses of Sacred Scripture are based on the
literal”” (CCC 116).

A common misconception is that Catholics interpret Scripture
especially the book of Revelation “symbolicdliywhile Evangelicals
interpret it “literally” This has often been used to explain why the
Catholic Church rejects an earththousand-year reign of Christ.
Yet few “literalists” bother to interpret literally other images in

Revelation, such as the Beast, the dragon, the locusts, and the four

horsemen.
A Last Word on the Last Days

In conclusion, it can be seen that the Catholic Church says
relatively little about future events leading up to Chsistecond
Coming. Many of her teachings are rejections (either implicit or
explicit), not affirmations, of particular beliefs such as the
dispensational dichotomy between the Church and Israel, the “secret”
Rapture, and the earthly millennial kingdom. What she does teach is
quite clearas well as succinct: there will be a Second Coming, a time
of trial which the Church must endure Aamtichrist, a conversion of
Israel to Christ, a definitive judgment of all people, and the fulfillment
of the Kingdom that has already begun in the ChuAdthin those
parameters, Catholics may freely roam, search the Scriptures, and
seek to better understand Werd of God.
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Chapter 7

Purgatory

Purgatory (Lat., “purgare”, to make clean, to purify)
in accordance with Catholic teaching is a place
condition of temporal punishment for those who, departing
this life in Gods grace, are, not entirely free from
venial faults, ohave not fully paid the satisfaction due
to theirtransgressions. The faith of the Churohcerning
purgatory is clearly expressed in the Decree of Union
drawn up by the Council of Florence (Mansi, t. XXXI,
col. 1031), and in the decree of the Coundilreht which
(Sess. XXV) defined‘Whereas the Catholic Church,
instructed by the Holy Ghost, has from the Sacred
Scriptures and theancient tradition of the Fathers taught
in Councils and very recently in this Ecumenical
there is a pwatory and that the souls therein are helped
by thesuffrages of the faithful, but principally by the
acceptable Sacrifice of tiAdtar; the Holy Synod enjoins
on the Bishops that they diligently endeavor to have the
sound doctrine of the Fathers in Councilsregarding
purgatory everywhereéaught and preached, held
and believed by the faithful” (Denzing&Enchiridon”,
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983). Further than this the definitions of the Church do not go, but
the tradition of the Fathers and the School men must be consulted to
explain the teachings of the councils, and to make clear the belief and
the practices of the faithful.

Catechism of the Catholic Churclon Purgatory

On final purification and purgatory the Catechism of the Catholic
Church teaches as followi who die in Gods grace and friendship,
but still imperfectly purified, are indeed assured of their eternal
salvation; but after death they undergo purification, so as to achieve
the holiness necessary to enter the joy of heaven.

The Church gives the narRairgatory to this final purification of
the elect, which is entirely different from the punishment of the damned.
The Church formulated her doctrine of faith on Purgatory especially
at the Councils of Florence afident. The tradition of the Church,
by reference to certain texts of Scripture, speaks of a cleansing fire:
As for certain lesser faults, we must believe that, before the Final
Judgment, there is a purifying fire. He who is truth says that whoever
utters blasphemy against the Holy Spirit will be pardoned neither in
this age nor in the age to come. From this sentence we understand
that certain offenses can be forgiven in this age, but certain others in
the age to come.

This teaching is also based on the practice of prayer for the dead,
already mentioned in Sacred Scripture: “Therefore [Judas
Maccabeus] made atonement for the dead, that they might be delivered
from their sin."From the beginning the Church has honored the
memory of the dead and offered prayers in suffrage for them, above
all the Eucharistic sacrifice, so that, thus purified, they may attain the
beatific vision of GodThe Church also commends almsgiving,
indulgences, and works of penance undertaken on behalf of the dead:
Let us help and commemorate them. If 3adBns were purified by
their fathets sacrifice, why would we doubt that oufesfngs for
the dead bring them some consolation? Let us not hesitate to help
those who have died and to offer our prayers for them.

Ten truths about purgatory

Does purgatory still exist? Even though we don’t hear about it as
much as in earlier times, Catholics do believe irgptary It is a
matter of faith, supported by the Bible and tradition, clarified at the
Council of Florence in 1439 and the CouncilToént (1545-1563)
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and explained in the Catechism of the Catholic Church. Here is what
we know about pgatory

1. Purgatory exists: The Catechism of the Catholic Church states there
are three states of the church, those who are living on earth, those
who are in purgatory and those who are in heaven with God.

2. ltis not a second chance: The soul is already saved. Purgatory is a
place to pay off debts for sins that were forgiven but for which
sufficient penance had not been done on earth.

3. Itis not an actual place: Blessed John Paul Il saidAugrt, 1999
general audience that purgatory was a state of being: “The term
does not indicate a place, but a condition of existence.” Pope
BenedicXVI said ina Jan. 12, 2@yeneral audience, “This is gatory
an interior fire.”

4. Pugatory is not punishment but Gednercy: "Few people can
say they are prepared to stand before God,” says Sasaane,
author of “Prayers, Promises, and Devotions for the Holy Souls in
Puigatory” (Our Sundayisitor, 2012). “If we didnt have pugatory
there would be very few people in heaven, because it would be
heaven or hell. It is his mercy that allows us to prepare to be with
him in heaven.”

5. Our prayers for the souls in purgatory help them achieve heaven: "The
doctrine of pugatory recalls how radically we take love of neigkibor
says Sulpician Father Gladstone Stevens, vice rector and dean of
men at § Patricks Seminary & UniversityMenlo Park. “The
obligation to pray for each other does not cease when biological life
ends. God wants us to always pray for each otk for each
others redemption.”

6. The souls in purgatory can intercede for those on earth but cannot
pray for themselves: The Catechism of the Catholic Church (958)
states: “... the church in its pilgrim members, from the very earliest
days of the Christian religion, has honored with great respect the
memory of the dead; ... Our prayer for them is capable not only of
helping them, but also of making their intercession for us effective.”

7. God does not send souls to purgatopach soul sends itself to
purgatory: Once a soul sees itself with the light of God, it realizes it
cannot stay in his presence until all imperfections are wiped away
“The soul chooses,Tassone says.

8. There is no fire in purgatory: But each soul is aflame with the pain
of being separated from God and with the desire to be purified so it

4l



Eschatology

can be in the beatific vision. Each soul also feels joy knowing it will
one day be with God, Fathete8ens andassone say

9. There is a special day and month to pray for the souls in
purgatory: Nov2 orAll Souls’ Day is the day set aside and November
is the month in the liturgical calendar to pray especially for all the
souls who are in pgatory Nov. 2 is called “The Commemoration
of All the Faithful Departed,” but the church asks us to pray always
for each othelincluding for the souls in pgatory

10.Prayers for souls in purgatory always count: Pope Benedict says in
his encyclical “Spe Salve” (“On Christian Hope”), regarding the
souls of the dead, . in the communion of souls simple terrestrial
time is superseded. It is never too late to touch the heart of another
nor is it ever in vain.”

Temporal punishment

That temporal punishment is due to sin, even after the sin itself has
been pardoned by God, is clearly the teaching of Scripture. God indeed
brought man out of his first disobedience and gave him power to govern
all things (Wsdom 10:2), but still condemned him “to eat his bread in
the sweat of his brow” until he returned umwliast. God forgave the
incredulity of Moses and Aaron, but in punishment kept them from the
“land of promise” (Numbers 20:12). The Lord took away gime of
David, but the life of the child was forfeited because David had
made God enemies blaspheme His Holy Name (2 Samuel 12:13-14).
In the NewTestament as well as in the Old, almsgiving and fasting,
and in general penitential acts are the real fruits of repentance (Matthew
3:8; Luke 17:3; 3:3). The whole penitential system of the Church testifies
that the voluntary assumption of penitential works has always been
part of true repentance and the Councili@nt (Sess. XlVcan. xi)
reminds the faithful that God does not always remit the whole
punishment due to sin together with the guilt. God requires satisfaction,
and will punish sin, and this doctrine involves asriecessary
consequence a belief that the sinner failing to do penance in this life may
be punished in another world, and so not be cast off eternally from God.

Venial sins

All sins are not equal before God, nor dare anyone assert that the
daily faults of human frailty will be punished with the same severity
that is meted out to serious violation of Gol#w On the other hand
whosoever comes into Gadpresence must be perfectly pure for in
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the strictest sense His “eyes are too pure, to behold evil” (Habakkuk
1:13). For unrepeated venial faults for the payment of temporal
punishment due to sin at time of death, the Church has always taught
the doctrine of puatory

So deep was this belief ingrained in our common humanity that it
was accepted by the Jews, and in at least a shadowy way by the pagans,
long before the coming of Christianif§Aeneid,”VI, 735 sq.; Sophocles,
“Antigone,” 450 sq.).

Errors

Epiphanius (Haer Ixxv, PG, XLII, col. 513) complains that
Aérius (fourth century) taught that prayers for the dead were of no
avail. In the MiddleAges, the doctrine of pgatory was rejected by
the Albigenses, \ldenses, and Hussites. Bernard (Serm. Ixvi in
Cantic., .. CLXXXIII, col. 1098) states that the so-calfedipostolici”
denied purgatory and the utility of prayers for the departed. Much
discussion has arisen over the position of the Greeks on the question of
pumatory It would seem that the greatfdifence of opinion was not
concerning the existence of purgatory but concerning the nature of
purgatorial fire; still St. Thomas proves the existence of purgatory in
his dissertation against the errors of the Greeks, and the Council of
Florence also thought necessary to affirm the belief of the Church on
the subject (Bellarmine, “De Purgatorio,” lib. I, cap. i). The
modern Orthodox Church denies gatiory but is rather inconsistent
in its way of putting forth its belief.

At the beginning of the Reformation there was some hesitation
especially on Luthés part (Leipzig Disputation) as to whether
the doctrine should be retained, but as the breach widened, the denial of
purgatory by the Reformers became universal, and Calvin termed
the Catholic position “exitiale commentum quod crucem Christi evacuat...
quod fidem nostram labefacit et evertit” (Institutiones, libcp.v, 6).
Modern Protestants, while they avoid the napuggatory, frequently
teach the doctrine of “the middle state,” and Martensen (“Christian
Dogmatics,” Edinburgh, 1890, p. 457) writes: “As no soul leaves this
present existence in a fully complete and prepared state, we must suppose
that there is an intermediate state, a realm of progressive development,
in which souls are prepared for the final judgment” (Fatkéercy and
Judgment,” London, 1881, cap. iii).
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Proofs

The Catholic doctrine of purgatory supposes the fact that some die
with smaller faults for which there was no true repentance, and also
the fact that the temporal penalty due to sin is at times not wholly paid
in this life. The proofs for the Catholic position, both in Scripture and
in Tradition, are bound up also with the practice of praying for the dead.
For why pray for the dead, if there be no belief in the power of prayer to
afford solace to those who as yet are excluded from the sight of God?
So true is this position that prayers for the dead and the existence of a
place of purgation are mentioned in conjunction in the oldest passages
of the Fathers, who allege reasons for succoring departed souls. Those
who have opposed the doctrine of purgatory have confessed
that prayers for the dead would be an unanswerable argument if the
modern doctrine of a "particular judgment” had been received in the
early ages. But one has only to read the testimonies hereinafter alleged
to feel sure that the Fathers speak, in the same breath, of oblations for
the dead and a place of purgation; and one has only to consult the
evidence found in the catacombs to feel equally sure that the Christian
faith there expressed embraced clearly a belief in judgment immediately
after deathWilpert (‘Roma Sotteranea,” |, 441) thus concludes chapter
21, “Che tale esaudimento”, etdmtercession has been made for
the soul of the dear one departed and God has heard the prayer
the soul has passed into a place of light and refreshment.” “Surely
Wilpert adds, “such intercession would have no place were there
guestion not of the particuldut of the final judgment.

Some stress too has been laid upon the objection that the
ancient Christians had no clear conception ofatary and that they
thought that the souls departed remained in uncertainty of salvation to
the last day; and consequently they prayed that those who had gone
before might in the final judgment escape even the everlasting torments
of hell. The earliest Christian traditions are clear as to the particular
judgment, and clearer still concerning a sharp distinction between
purgatory and hell. The passages alleged as referring to relief from
hell cannot offset the evidence given below (Bella mine, “De
Pumgatorio,” lib. 1l, cap. v). Concerning the famous case rafan,
which vexed the Doctors of the Middlges, see Bellarmine, loc. cit.,
cap.Viii.
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Old Tesament

The tradition of the Jews is put forth with precision and clearness
in 2 Maccabees. Judas, the commander of the forces of isedkéhg
a gathering. sent twelve thousand drachmas of silver to Jerusalem
for sacrifice to be offered for the sins of the dead, thinking well and
religiously concerning the resurrection (For if he had not hoped that
they that were slain should rise again, it would have seemed superfluous
and vain to pray for the dead)nd because he considered that they
who had fallen asleep with godliness, had great grace laid up for them.
It is therefore a holy and wholesome thought to pray for the dead, that
they may be loosed from si{® Maccabees 12:43-46)

At the time of the Maccabees the leaders of the people of God had
no hesitation in asserting the efficacy of prayers offered for the dead,
in order that those who had departed this life might find pardon for
their sins and the hope of eternal resurrection.

New Testiment

There are several passages in the Negtament that point to a
process of purification after death. Thus, Jesus Christ declares
(Matthew 12:32): “And whosoever shall speak a word against the Son
of man, it shall be forgiven him: but he that shall speak against the Holy
Ghost, it shall not be forgiven him, neither in this world, nor in the world
to come.’According to & Isidore of Seville (Deord. creatue. Xiv; n.

6) these words prove that in the next life “some sins will be forgiven
and puged away by a certain purifying fire.t. Bugustine also gues

“that some sinners are not forgiven either in this world or in the next
would not be truly said unless there were other [sinners] who, though
not forgiven in this world, are forgiven in the world to contgity of

God XXl.24). The same interpretation is given by Gregory the
Great (Dial., 1V xxxix); St. Bede (commentary on this text). S
Bernard (Sermo Ixvi in Cantic., n1)land other eminent theological
writers.

A further agument is supplied bytSPaul in 1 Corinthians 31115:
“For other foundation no man can Jdyut that which is laid; which
is Christ Jesus. Now if any man build upon this foundation, gold,,silver
precious stones, wood, hay stubble: Every exanrk shall be manifest;
for the day of the Lord shall declare it, because it shall be revealed in
fire; and the fire shall try every manvork, of what sort it is. If
any mans work abide, which he hath built thereupon, he shall receive
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a reward. If any mas’work burn, he shall sigfr loss: but he himself
shall be saved, yet so as by fire.”

While this passage presents considerabiieulify, it is regarded by
many of the Fathers and theologians as evidence for the existence of
an intermediate state in which the dross of lighter transgressions will
be burnt awayand the soul thus purified will be savélis, according
to Bellarmine (De Purg., |, 5), is the interpretation commonly given by
the Fathers and theologians; and he cites to this effect:

St. Ambrose (commentary on the text, and Sermo xx in Ps. cxvii),
S. Jerome, (Comm. iAMos, C. iv),

St. Augustine Enarration on Psalm 3)]

St. Gregory (Dial., IVxxxix), and

Origen (Hom. vi in Exod.).

See also SThomas, “Contra Gentes,”, J91. For a discussion of
theexegetical problem, ségzbeiger, “Die christliche Eschatologie”,

p. 275.

Tradition

*

L R R R 2

This doctrine that many who have died are still in a place of
purification and that prayers avail to help the dead is part of the very
earliest Christian tradition.eftullian “De corona militis” mentions
prayers for the dead asApostolic ordinance, and in” De Monogamia”
(chapter 10) he advises a widow "to pray for the soul of her husband,
begging repose for him and participation in the first resurrection”; he
commands her also “to make oblations for him on the anniversary of
his demise,” and charges her with infidelity if she neglect to succor his
soul. This settled custom of the Church is clear from St. Cyprian, who
(PL. 1V, col. 399) forbade the customary prayers for one who had
violated the ecclesiastical laWDur predecessors prudently advised
that no brothedeparting this life, should nominate any churchman as
his executor; and should he do it, that no oblation should be made for
him, nor sacrifice offered for his repose.” Long before Cyprian, Clement
of Alexandria had puzzled over the question of the state or condition of
the man who, reconciled to God on his death-bed, had no time for the
fulfillment of penance due his transgression. His answer is: “the believer
through discipline divests himself of his passions and passes to the
mansion which is better than the former one, passes to the greatest
torment, taking with him the characteristic of repentance for the faults he
may have committed after baptism. He is tortured then still more, not
yet attaining what he sees others have acquired. The greatest torments
are assigned to the belieyéor Gods righteousness is good, and
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His goodness righteous, and though these punishments cease in the
course of the expiation and purification of each one, “yet” et& (P
IX, col. 332).

In Origen the doctrine of pgatory is very cleaif a man departs
this life with lighter faults, he is condemned to fire which burns away
the lighter materials, and prepares the soul for the kingdom of God,
where nothing defiled may ent#éfor if on the foundation of Christ you
have built not only gold and silver and precious stones (1 Corinthians 3);
but also wood and hay and stubble, what do you expect when the soul shall
be separated from the body#uld you enter into heaven with your
wood and hay and stubble and thus defieekingdom of God; or on
account of these hindrances would you remain without and receive no
reward for your gold and silver and precious stones? Neither is this just.
It remains then that you be committed to the fire which will burn the
light materials; for our God to those who can compreleadenly things
is called a cleansing fire. But this fire consumesthetcreature, but
what the creature has himself built, wood and hay and stubble. It is
manifest that the fire destroys the wood of our transgressions and then
returns to us the reward of our great works.G(PXIIl, col. 445,
448).

The Apostolic practice of praying for the dead which passed into
the liturgy of the Church, is as clear in the fourth century as it is in the
twentieth. $. Cyril of JerusalemMystagogical Catechesié.9)
describing the litugy, writes: “Then we pray for the Holy Fathers
and Bishops that are dead; and in short for all those who have departed
this life in our communion; believing that the souls of those for
whom prayers are offered receive very great relief, while this holy and
tremendous victim lies upon the alte8t. Gregory of Nyssa (&,
XLVI, col. 524, 525) states that manieaknesses are ged in this
life by prayer and wisdom, or are expiated in the next by a cleansing
fire. “When he has quitted his body and the difference between
virtue and vice is known he cannot approach God till the purging fire
shall have cleansed the stains with which his soul was infested. That
same fire in others will cancel the corruption of matéerd the
propensity to evil.About the same time the Apostolic Constitution gives
us the formularies used in succoring the dead. “Let us pray for our
brethren who sleep in Christ, that God who in his love for men has
received the soul of the departed one, may forgive him every fault,
and in mercy and clemency receive him into the bosobtham,
with those who in this life have pleased GodG, col. 1144). Nor
can we pass over the use of the diptychs where the mdirtiesdead
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were inscribed; and this remembrance by name in the Sacred
Mysteries- (a practice that was from the Apostles) was considered
by Chrysostonas the best way of relieving the de&fbinily 41 on

First Corinthians no. 8).

The teaching of the Fathers, and the formularies used in
the Liturgy of the Church, found expression in the early Christian
monuments, particularly those contained in the catacombs. On
the tombs of the faithful were inscribed words of hope, words of petition
for peace and for rest; and as the anniversaries came round
the faithful gathered at the graves of the departed to make
intercession for those who had gone befsirthe bottom this is nothing
else than the faith expressed by the Counditeft (Sess. XXV'De
Purgatorio”), and to this faith the inscriptions in the catacombs are
surely witnesses.

In the fourth century in the @ét, Ambrose insists in his
commentary on St. Paul (1 Corinthians 3) on the existence of
purgatory and in his masterly funeral oration (De obitueodosii),
thus prays for the soul of the departed: “Give, O Lord, rest to Thy
servant Theodosius, that rest Thou hast prepared for Thy saints. ...
I loved him, therefore will | follow him to the land of the living; | will
not leave him till by my prayers and lamentations he shall be admitted
unto the holy mount of the Lord, to which his deserts call hint’’. (P
XVI, col. 1397). $. Augustine is clearer even than his masié
describes two conditions of men; “some there are who have departed
this life, not so bad as to be deemed unworthy of mearyso good as
to be entitled to immediate happiness” etc., and in the resurrection he
says there will be some who “have gone through these pains, to which
the spirits of the dead are liableCify of GodXXI.24). Thus at the
close of the fourth century:

+ not only were prayers for the dead found in all the Liturgies, but
the Fathers asserted that such practice was fromphbstles
themselves;

+ those who were helped by the prayers of the faithful and by the
celebration of the Holy Mysteries were in a place of purgation;

¢ from which when purified they “were admitted unto the Holy
Mount of the Lord”.

So clear is this patristicradition that those who do not believe in
purgatory have been unable to bring any serious difficulties from the
writings of the Fathers. The passages cited to the contrary either do
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not touch the question at all, or are so lacking in clearness that they
cannot offset the perfectly open expression of the doctrines found in
the very Fathers who are quoted as holding contrary opinions
(Bellarmine "De Purg.”, lib. I, cap. xiii).

Duration and nature

The very reasons assigned for the existence of purgatory make
for its passing characté&ke pray we ofer sacrifice for souls therein
detained that “God in mercy may forgive every fault and receive
them into the bosom ohbraham” @Apostolic Constitutions
and AugustineQity of GodXXI.13, 16) declares that the punishment
of purgatory is temporary and will cease, at least with the Last
Judgment. “But temporary punishments are suffered by some in this
life only, by others after death, by others both now and then; but all of
them before that last and strictest judgment.”

Nature of punishment

It is clear from the Liturgies and the Fathers above cited that
the souls for whose peace sacrifice was offered were shut out for the
time being from the sight of God. They were “not so good as to be
entitled to eternal happiness”. Still, for them “death is the termination
not of nature but of sin” (Ambrose, “De obitu Theodos.”); and this
inability to sin makes them secure of final happiness. This is the
Catholic position proclaimed by Leo X in the Bull "Exufgemine”
which condemned the errors of Luther

Are the souls detained in purgatory conscious that their happiness is
but deferred for a time, or may they still be in doubt concerning their
ultimate salvation? The ancient Liturgies and the inscriptions of
the catacombs speak of a “sleep of peace”, which would be impossible
if there was any doubt of ultimate salvation. Some of the Doctorsof
the MiddleAges thought uncertainty of salvation one of the severe
punishments of pgatory (Bellarmine, “De Puat.” lib. I, cap. iv);
but this opinion finds no general credit among the theologians of
the medieval period, nor is it possible in the light of the belief in
the particular judgment. St. Bonaventure gives as the reason for this
elimination of fear and of uncertainty the intimate conviction that they
can no longer sin (lib. IMist. xx, p.1, a.1 g. iv): “Est evacuatio timoris
propter confirniationem liberi arbitrii, qua deinceps scit se peccare non
posse” (Fear is cast out because of the strengthening of the will by
which the soul knows it can no longer sin), and St. Thddisis xxi,

g. i, a.1) says: “nisi scirent se esse liberandas suffragia non peterent”
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(unless they knew that they are to be delivered, they would not ask
for prayers).

Merit

In the Bull“Exurge Domine” Leo X condemns the proposition (n.
38) “Nec probatum est ullis aut rationibus aut scripturis ipsas esse
extra statum merendi aut augendae caritatis” (There is no proof from
reason or Scripture that they [the souls in purgatory] cannot merit or
increase in charity). For them “the night has come in which no man
can labour”, and Christian tradition has always considered that only in
this life can man work unto the profit of his own soul. The Doctors of
the MiddleAges while agreeing that this life is the time for merit and
increase ofgrace, still some with St. Thomssemed to question
whether or not there might be some non-essential reward which
the souls in pgratory might merit (Iydist. xxi, g. i, a. 3)Bellarmine
believes that in this matter St. Thomas changed his opinion and refers
to a statement oftSThomas (“De Malo”, g. vii, a.1). Whatever may
be the mind of the Angelic Doctdheologiansagree that no merit is
possible in pugatory and if objection be ged that the souls
there merit by their prayers, Bellarmine says that spcyers avail
with God because of meritalready acquired “Solum impetrant ex meritis
praeteritis quomodo nunc sancti orando) pro nobis impetrant licet non
merendo” (They avail only in virtue of past merits as those who are
now saints intercede for us not by merit but by prayer). (loc. cit. Il,
cap. iii).

Purgatorial fire

At the Council of Florence, Bessarion argued against the existence
of real purgatorial fire, and the Greeks were assured that the Roman
Church had never issued any dogmatic decree on this subject. In
the West the belief in the existence of real fire is common. Augustine
(Enarration on Psalm 3/o. 3) speaks of the pain which purgatorial
fire causes as more severe than anything a man can suffer in this life,
“gravior erit ignis quam quidquid potest homo pati in hac vitd”.(P
col. 397). Gregory the Great speaks of those who after this life “will
expiate their faults by purgatorial flames,” and he adds “that the pain
be more intolerable than anyone can suffer in this life” (Ps. 3 poenit.,
n. 1). Following in the footsteps of Grego®. Thomas teaches (JV
dist. xxi, g. i, a.1) that besides the separation of the soul from the sight
of God, there is the other punishment from fire. “Una poena damni, in
quantum scilicet retardantur a divina visione; alia sensus secundum
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quod ab igne punientur”, and St. Bonaventure not only agrees with St.
Thomas but adds (J\ist. xx, p.1, a.1, g. ii) that this punishment by fire

is more severe than any punishment which comes to men in this life;
“Gravior est omni temporali poena. quam modo sustinet anima carni
conjuncta”. How this fire affects the souls of the departed the Doctors
do not know and in such matters it is well to heed the warning of
the Council offrent when it commands the bishops "to exclude from
their preaching difficult and subtle questions which tend not to
edification’, and from the discussion of which there is no increase either
in piety or devotion” (Sess. XXVDe Pugatorio”).

Succouring the dead

Scripture and the Fathers command prayers and oblations for the
departed, and the Council dfent (Sess. XXV“De Pugatorio”) in
virtue of this tradition not only asserts the existence ajadory but
adds “that the soulstherein detained are aided by the suffrages of
the faithful and principally by the acceptable sacrifice of the. altar
That those on earth are stillin communion with the souls in purgatory
is the earliest Christian teaching, and that the living aid the dead by
their prayers and works of satisfaction is clear from the tradition above
alleged. That the Holy Sacrifice was offered for the departed was
received Catholic fRdition even in the days oéfitullian and Cyprian,
and that the souls of the dead, were aided particularly “while the sacred
victim lay upon the altar” is the expression of Cyril of Jerusalem quoted
above. Augustine (Serm. clxii, n. 2) says that the “prayers and alms of
the faithful, the Holy Sacrifice of the altar aid the faithful departed and
move the Lord to deal with them in mercy and kindness, and,” he adds,
“this is the practice of the universal Church handed down by
the Fathers.” Whether our works of satisfaction performed on behalf
of the dead avail purely out of Gedienevolence and meroy whether
God obliges himself in justice to accept our vicariatmnement, is not
a settled question. Francisco Suarez thinks that the acceptance is one
of justice, and alleges the common practice of the Church which joins
together the living and the dead without any discrimination (De poenit.,
disp. xlviii, 6, n. 4).

Indulgences

The Council ofTrent (Sess. XXV) defined that indulgences are
“most salutary for Christian people” and that their “use is to be retained
in the Church”. It is the common teaching of Catholic theologians that

+ indulgences may be applied to the souls detained in purgatory; and
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+ that indulgences are available for them “by way of suffrage” (per
modum suffragii).

(1) Augustine City of GodXX.9) declares that the souls of
the faithful departed are not separated from the Church, which is
the kingdom of Christ, and for this reason the prayers and works of
the living are helpful to the dead. “If therefore”, argues Bellarmine (De
indulgentiis, xiv) “we can offer our prayers and our satisfactions in
behalf of those detained in gaitory because we are members of the
great body of Christ, why may not tMicar of Christ apply to the
same souls the superabundant satisfaction of Christ and his saints-of
which he is the dispenserThis is the doctrine oftSThomas (IV
Sent., dist. xlvg. ii, a. 3, . 2who asserts that indulgences avail
principally for the person who performs the work for which
the indulgence is given, if they but secondarily may avail even for the
dead, if the form in which the indulgence is granted be so worded as to
be capable of such interpretation, and he adds “nor is there any reason
why the Church may not dispose of its treasure of merits in favour of
the dead, as it surely dispenses it in favour of the living”.

(2) K. Bonaventure (IVSent., dist. xx, p. 2, g. v) agrees with S
Thomas, but adds that such “relaxation cannot be after the manner
of absolution as in the case of the living but only as suffrage (Haec non
tenet modum judicii, sed potius suffragii). This opinion of St. Bonaventure,
that the Church through its Supreme Pastor does not absolve juridically
the souls in purgatory from the punishment due their sins, is the teaching
of the Doctors. They point out (Gratian, 24 g. ii, 2, can.1) that in case
of those who have departed this life, judgment is reserved toGod; they
allege the authority of Gelasius (Ep. ad Fausturn; Ep. ad. Episcopos
Dardaniae) in support of their contention (Gratian ibid.), and they also
insist that the Roman Pontiffs, when they grant indulgences that are
applicable to the dead, add the restriction “per modum suffragii et
deprecationis”. This phrase is found in the Bull of Sixtus IV "Romani
Pontificis provida diligentia”, 27 No\1447.

The phrase “per modum suffragi et deprecationis” has been variously
interpreted by theologians (Bellarmiri®e indulgentiis”, p.137).
Bellarmine himself says: “The true opinion is that indulgences avail as
suffrage, because they avail not after the fashion of a juridical
absolution quia non prosunt per modum juridicae absolutionis’.” But
according to the same author the suffrages of the faithful avail at times
“per modum meriti congrui” (by way of merit), at times “per modum
impetrationis” (by way of supplication) at times “per modum
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satisfactionis” (by way of satisfaction); but when there is question of
applying an indulgence to one in purgatory it is only “per modum suffragii
satisfactorii” and for this reason “the pope does not absolve the soul in
purgatory from the punishment due his sin, but offers to God from the
treasure of the Church whatever may be necessary for the cancelling
of this punishment”.

If the question be further asked whether such satisfaction is accepted
by God out of mercy and benevolence, or “ex justitia”, theologians are
not in accord - some holding one opinion, others the .o@iarmine
after canvassing both sides (pp. 137, 138) does not dare to set aside
“either opinion, but is inclined to think that the former is more reasonable
while he pronounces the latter in harmony with piety (“admodum pia”).

Condition

That an indulgence may avail for those in purgatory several
conditions are required:

¢ The indulgence must be granted by the pope.

¢ There must be a sufficient reason for granting the indulgence,
and this reason must be something pertaining to
the glory of God and the utility of the Church, not merely the utility
accruing to the souls in pyatory

+ The pious work enjoined must be as in the case of indulgences
for the living.

If the state of grace be not among the required works, in all
probability the person performing the work may gain the indulgence
for the dead, even though he himself be not in friendship with God
(Bellarmine, loc. cit., p. 139). Francisco Suarez (De Poenit., disp. liii,
s. 4, n. 5 and 6) puts this categorically when he says: “Status gratiae
solum requiritur ad tollendum obicem indulgentiae” (the state of grace is
required only to remove some hindrance to the indulgence), and in the
case of the holy souls there can be no hindrance. This teaching is bound
up with the doctrine of the Communion of Saints, and the monuments
of the catacombs represent the saints and martyrs as interceding
with God for the dead. The prayers too of the early liturgies speak
of Mary and of the saints interceding for those who have passed from
this life. Augustine believes that burial in a basilica dedicated to a
holy martyr is of value to the dead, for those who recall the memory of
him who has sdéred will recommend to the martgrprayers
the soul of him who has departed this life (Bellarmine, lib. I, xv). In
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the same place Bellarmine accuses DominfcBoto of rashness,
because he denied this doctrine.

Invocation of souls

Do the souls in purgatory pray for us? May we call upon them in
our needs? There is no decision of the Church on this subject, nor have
the theologians pronounced with definiteness concerning the invocation
of the souls in purgatory and their intercession for the living. In the
ancient liturgies there are no prayers of the Church directed to those
who are still in pugatory On the tombs of the early Christians nothing
is more common than a prayer or a supplication asking the departed
to intercede with God for surviving friends, but these inscriptions seem
always to suppose that the departed one is already with God. St.
Thomas (II-11.83.1) denies that the souls in gatory pray for the
living, and states they are not in a position to pray for us, rather we
must make intercession for them. Despite the authority of St. Thomas,
many renowned theologians hold that the souls in purgatory really
pray for us, and that we may invoke their aid. Bellarmine (De Purgatorio,
lib. 1, xv,) says the reason alleged tyThomas is not at all convincing,
and holds that in virtue of their greater love of God and their union
with Him their prayers may have great intercessory pofeerthey
are really superior to us in love of God, and in intimacy of union with
Him. Francisco Suéarez (De poenit., disp. xlvii, s. 2, n. 9) goes farther
and asserts “that the souls ingatory are holyare dear to God, love us
with a true love and are mindful of our wants; that they know in a
general way our necessities and our dangers, and how great is our
need of divine help and divine grace”.

When there is question of invoking the prayers of those in
pumgatory Bellarmine (loc. cit.) says it is superfluous, ordinarily speaking,
for they are ignorant of our circumstances and condition. This is at
variance with the opinion of Francisco Suarez, who admits knowledge at
least in a general waylso with the opinions of many modern
theologians who point to the practice now common with almost all
the faithful of addressing their prayers and petitions for help to those
who are still in a place of purgation. Scavini (Theol. Moral., XI, n. 174) sees
no reason why the souls detained in purgatory maprast for us, even
as we pray for one anothéte asserts that this practice has become
common at Rome, and that it has the great nameAlp&onsus in its
favour. . Alphonsus in his work the “Great Means of Salvation”, chap.

I, Ill, 2, after quoting Sylvius, Gotti, Lessius, andMedina as favourable
to his opinion, concludes: “so the souls ingaiory being beloved
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by God and confirmed in grace, have absolutely no impediment to prevent
them from praying for us. Still the Church does not invoke them or implore
their intercession, because ordinarily they have no cognizance of
our prayers. But we may piously believe that God makes our
prayers known to them”. He alleges also the authority of St. Catharine
of Bologna who “whenever she desired any favour had recourse to
the souls in pwatory and was immediately heard”.

Utility of prayer for the departed

Itis the traditional faith of Catholics that the souls in purgatory are
not separated from the Church, and that the love which is the bond of
union between the Chureghfnembers should embrace those who have
departed this life in God’ grace. Hence, since our prayers and
our sacrifices can help those who are still waiting irgatary the
saints have not hesitated to warn us that we have a real duty toward
those who are still in purgatorial expiation. Holy Church through the
Congregation of Indulgences, 18 December 1885, has bestowed a
special blessing on the so-called "heroic act” in virtue of which “a
member of the Church militant offers to God for the souls in purgatory
all the satisfactory works which he will perform during his lifetime, and
also all the suffrages which may accrue to him after his death” (Heroic
Act, vol. VII, 292). The practice of devotion to the dead is also consoling
to humanity and eminently worthy of a religion which seconds all the
purest feelings of the human heart. “Sweet”, says Candirsiman
(lecture XI), “is the consolation of the dying man, who, conscious of
imperfection, believes that there are others to make intercession for
him, when his own time for merit has expired; soothing to the afflicted
survivors the thought that they possess powerful means of relieving
their friend. In the first moments of grief, this sentiment will often
overpower religious prejudice, cast down the unbeliever on his knees
beside the remains of his friend and snatch from him an
unconscious prayer for rest; it is an impulse of nature which for the
moment, aided by the analogies of revealed truth, seizes at once upon
this consoling belief. But it is only a flitting and melancholy light, while
the Catholic feeling, cheering though with solemn dimness, resembles
the unfailing lamp, which the piety of the ancients is said to have hung
before the sepulchers of their dead.”
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Chapter 8

Hell

The doctrine of hell is so frightening that numerous
heretical sects end up denying the reality of an eternal
hell. The Unitarian-Universalists, the Seventh-day
Adventists, the JehovaiWitnesses, the Christadelphians,
the Christian Scientists, the Religious Scientists, the New
Agers, and the Mormons-all have rejected or modified
the doctrine of hell so radically that it is no longer a serious
threat. In recent decades, this decay has even invaded
mainstream Evangelicalism, and a number of major
Evangelical figures have advocated the view that there
is no eternal hell-the wicked will simply be annihilated.

But the eternal nature of hell is stressed in the New
Testament. For example, in Mark 9:47-48 Jesus warns
us, “Itis better for you to enter the kingdom of God with
one eye than with two eyes to be thrown into hell, where
the worm does not die, and the fire is not quenched.”
And in Revelation 1411, we read: “And the smoke of
their torment goes up forever and ever; and they have no
rest, day or night, these worshipers of the beast and its
image, and whoever receives the mark of its name.”

Eschatology

Hell is not just a theoretical possibilityesus warns us that real
people go there. He says, “Enter by the narrow gate; for the gate is
wide and the way is easthat leads to destruction, and those who
enter by it are manyor the gate is narrow and the way is hard, that
leads to life, and those who find it are few” (Matt. 7:13-14).
The Catechism of the Catholic Chulrstates: “The teaching of
the Church dfrms the existence of hell and its eternitymediately
after death the souls of those who die in a state of mortal sin descend
into hell, where they suffer the punishments of hell, ‘eternal fire.’
The chief punishment of hell is eternal separation from God, in whom
alone man can possess the life and happiness for which he was created
and for which he longs” (CCC 1035).

In his 1994 bookCrossing the Thashold of HopePope John
Paul Il wrote that too often “preachers, catechists, teachers... no longer
have the courage to preach the threat of hell” (p. 183). Concerning the
reality of hell, the pope says, “In point of fact, the ancient councils
rejected the theory according to which the world would be
regenerated after destruction, and every creature would be saved; a
theory which abolished hell... The words of Christ are unequivocal. In
Matthews Gospel he speaks clearly of those who will go to eternal
punishment (cf. Matt. 25:46). [But] who will these be? The Church
has never made any pronouncement in this regard” (pp6)L85

Thus the issue that some will go to hell is decided, but the issue of
who in particular will go to hell is undecided. The early Church Fathers
were also absolutely firm on the reality of an eternal hell, as the following
quotes showThe Catechism of the Catholic Church teaches on Hell
as follows:We cannot be united with God unless we freely choose to
love him. But we cannot love God if we sin gravely against him, against
our neighbor or against ourselves: “He who does not love remains in
deathAnyone who hates his brother is a murdesad you know that
no murderer has eternal life abiding in hi@ur Lord warns us that
we shall be separated from him if we fail to meet the serious needs of
the poor and the little ones who are his brethrerdie in mortal sin
without repenting and accepting Gedherciful love means remaining
separated from him forever by our own free choice. This state of
definitive self-exclusion from communion with God and the blessed is
called “hell.”

Jesus often speaks of “Gehenna” of “the unquenchable fire”
reserved for those who to the end of their lives refuse to believe and
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be converted, where both soul and body can bellesis solemnly
proclaims that he “will send his angels, and they will gathedt evil
doers, and throw them into the furnace of fignd that he will
pronounce the condemnation: “Depart from me, you cursed, into the
eternal fire!”

The teaching of the Church affirms the existence of hell and its
eternity Immediately after death the souls of those who die in a state
of mortal sin descend into hell, where they suffer the punishments of
hell, “eternal fire.”The chief punishment of hell is eternal separation
from God, in whom alone man can possess the life and happiness for
which he was created and for which he longs.

The affirmations of Sacred Scripture and the teachings of the
Church on the subject of hell are a call to the responsibility incumbent
upon man to make use of his freedom in view of his eternal destiny
They are at the same time an urgent call to conversion: “Enter by the
narrow gate; for the gate is wide and the way is,ghgy leads to
destruction, and those who enter by it are miaythe gate is narrow
and the way is hard, that leads to life, and those who find it are few

Since we know neither the day nor the hew should follow the
advice of the Lord and watch constantly so that, when the single
course of our earthly life is completed, we may merit to enter with
him into the marriage feast and be numbered among the blessed, and
not, like the wicked and slothful servants, be ordered to depart into
the eternal fire, into the outer darkness where “men will weep and
gnash their teeth.”

God predestines no one to go to Helt;this, a willful turning
away from God (a mortal sin) is necessand persistence in it until
the end. In the Eucharistic liturgy and in the daily prayers of her
faithful, the Church implores the mercy of God, who does not want
“any to perish, but all to come to repentance”:

Father accept this déring

from your whole family

Grant us your peace in this life,

save us from final damnation,

and count us among those you have chosen.

Name and place of hell

The termhell is cognate to “hole” (cavern) and “hollow”. It is a
substantive formed from th&nglo-Saxonhelaror behelian “to

88

Eschatology

hide”. This verb has the same primitive as the Latinulee and
celare and the Greekalyptein Thus by derivation hell denotes a
dark and hidden place. In ancient Norse mythology Hel is the ill-
favouredgoddess of the underworld. Only those who fall in battle
can enter ®lhalla; the rest go down to Hel in the underworld, not all,
however to the place of punishment of criminals.

Hell (infernug in theological usage is a place of punishment after
death. Theologians distinguish four meanings of the teiin

+ hellin the strict sense, or the place of punishment for the damned,
be they demons or men,;

¢ the limbo of infantsl{mbus parvuloruny where those who die
in original sin alone, and without personal mortal sin, are confined
and undergo some kind of punishment;

¢ the limbo of the Fatherdifhbus patruny, in which the souls of
the just who died before Christ awaited their admission to heaven;
for in the meantime heaven was closed against them in punishment
for the sin ofAdam;

+ purgatory where the just, who die in venial sin or who still owe
a debt of temporal punishment for sin, are cleansed by suffering
before their admission to heaven.

The present article treats only of hell in the strict sense of the term.

The Latininfernus(inferum, infer), the Greekdades and
the Hebrewsheolcorrespond to the wottkll. Infernus is derived
from the rootin; hence it designates hell as a place within and below
the earthHaides formed from the rodid, to see, and privative,
denotes an invisible, hidden, and dark place; thus it is similar to the term
hell. The derivation o$heolis doubtful. It is generally supposed to
come from the Hebrew root meaning, “to be sunk in, to be hollow”;
accordingly it denotes a cave or a place under the earth. In the Old
Testament (Septuagihiades Vulgateinfernug sheol is used quite
in general to designate the kingdom of the dead, of the good(Genesis
37:35) as well as of the bad (Numbers 16:30); it means hell in the strict
sense of the term, as well as the limbo of the Fathers. But, as
the limbo of the Fathers ended at the time of Clsrisscension,
hadegVulgatenfernug in the NewTestament always designates the
hell of the damned. Since Chrig¥'scension the just no longer go down
to the lower world, but they dwell in heaven (2 Corinthians 5:1).
However in the NewTestament the teri@ehennas used more
frequently in preference ttadesas a name for the place of punishment
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of thedamned. Gehenna is the Hebgé&shinnom(Nehemiah 1:30),

or the longer forngé-ben-hinnom(Joshua 15:8), angé-bené-
hinnom(2 Kings 23:10) “valley of the sons of Hinnom”. Hinnom seems
to be the name of a person not otherwise kndWweaValley of Hinnom

is south of Jerusalem and is now cal\&ddi errababi. It was
notorious as the scene, in earlier days, of the horrible worship of Moloch.
For this reason it was defiled by Josias(2 Kings 23:10), cursed
by Jeremias (Jeremiah 7:31-33), and held in abomination by the Jews,
who, accordinglyused the name of this valley to designate the abode
of the damned @rg. Jon., Gen., iii, 24; Henoch, c. xxvind
Christ adopted this usage of the term. Besides Hade&aheénna,

we find in the NewTestament many other names for the abode of
the damned. It is called “lower hell” (Wgatetartarus) (2 Peter 2:4),
“abyss” (Luke 8:31 and elsewhere), “place of torments” (Luke 16:28),
“pool of fire” (Revelation 19:20 and elsewhere), “furnace of fire”
(Matthew 13:42, 50), “unquenchable fire” (Matthew 3:12, and
elsewhere), “everlasting fire” (Matthew 18:8; 25:41; Jude 7), “exterior
darkness” (Matthew 7:12; 22:13; 25:30), “mist” or “storm of darkness”
(2 Peter 2:17; Jude 13). The state of the damned is called “destruction”
(apoleig Philippians 3:19 and elsewhere), “perditionlethros, 1
Timothy 6:9), “eternal destructionblethros aionios 2 Thessalonians
1:9), “corruption” phthorg Galatians 6:8), “death” (Romans 6:21),
“second death” (Revelation 2:-nd elsewhere).

Where is hell? Some were of opinion that hell is everywhere, that
the damned are at liberty to roam about in the entire universe, but that
they carry their punishment with them. The adherents of
this doctrine were called Ubiquists, or Ubiquitarians; among them were,
e.g., Johann Brenz, a Swabian, a Protestant theologian of the sixteenth
century Howeverthat opinion is universally and deservedly rejected;
for it is more in keeping with their state of punishment that
the damned be limited in their movements and confined to a definite
place. Moreoveif hell is a real fire, it cannot be everywhere, especially
after the consummation of the world, when heaven and earth shall
have been made aneds to its locality all kinds of conjectures have
been made; it has been suggested that hell is situated on some far
island of the sea, or at the two poles of the earth; Swinden, an
Englishman of the eighteenth centugncied it was in the sun; some
assigned it to the moon, others to Mars; others placed it beyond the
confines of the universe [M5t, “Instit. theol.”,VI (1789), 869].

The Bible seems to indicate that hell is within the earth, for it describes
hell as an abyss to which the wicked desc&¥e.even read of the
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earth opening and of the wicked sinking down into hell (Numbers 16:31
sqg.; Psalm 54:16; Isaiah 5:ekiel 26:20; Philippians 2:10, etc.). Is

this merely a metaphor to illustrate the state of separation from God?
Although God is omnipresent, He is said to dwell in heaven, because
the light and grandeur of the stars and the firmament are the brightest
manifestations of His infinite splenddBut the damned are utterly
estranged from God; hence their abode is said to be as remote as
possible from his dwelling, far from heaven above and its light, and
consequently hidden away in the dark abysses of the earth. However
no cogent reason has been advanced for accepting a metaphorical
interpretation in preference to the most natural meaning of the words
of Scripture. Hence theologians generally accept the opinion that hell
is really within the earth. The Church has decided nothing on this
subject; hence we may say hell is a definite place; but where it is, we
do not know &. Chrysostom reminds us: ‘@V¥nust not ask where hell

is, but how we are to escape it” (In Rom., hom. xxxi, n. 5@ BX,

674). $. Augustine says: “It is my opinion that the nature of hell-fire
and the location of hell are known to no man unless the Holy Ghost made
it known to him by a special revelation'City of GodXX.16).
Elsewhere he expresses the opinion that hell is under the earth (Retract.,
I, xxiv, n. 2 in A., XXXII, 640). &. Gregory the Great wrote: “l do

not dare to decide this question. Some thought hell is somewhere on
earth; others believe it is under the earth” (Dial,, XM, in PL.,
LXXVII, 400; cf. Patuzzi, “De sede inferni”, 1763;Gretsébe
subterraneis animarum receptaculis”, 1595).

Existence of hell

There is a hell, i.e. all those who die in personal mortal sin, as
enemies of God, and unworthy of eternal life, will be severely punished
by God after death. On the nature of mortal sin, see sin; on the
immediate beginning of punishment after deaghto the fate of those
who die free from personal mortal sin, but in original sin.

The existence of hell is, of course, denied by all those who deny
the existence of God or the immortality of the soul. Thus among
the Jew the Sadducees, among the Gnostics, the Seleucians, and in
our own time Materialists, Pantheists, etc., deny the existence of hell.
But apart from these, if we abstract from the eternity of the pains of
hell, the doctrine has never met any opposition worthy of mention.

The existence of hell is proved first of all from the Bible.
Wherever Christ and the Apostles speak of hell they presuppose
the knowledge of its existence (Matthew 5:29; 8:12; 10:28; 13:42;
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25:41, 46; Z'hessalonians 1:8;Revelation 21:8, efeyery complete
development of the Scriptural argument, especially in regard to the Old
Testament, may be foundAtzbeiger's “Die christliche Eschatologie

in den $adien ihrer Ofenbarung imAlten und Neuen dstament”,
Freibug, 1890.Also the Fathers, from the very earliest times, are
unanimous in teaching that the wicked will be punished after death.
And in proof of their doctrine they appeal both to Scripture and
toreason (cf. Ignatius, “Ad Eph.”, ¥6; “Martyrium s. Polycarpi”, ii,

n, 3; xi, n.2; Justin, “Apol.”, Il, n. 8in.8, VI, 458; Athenagoras, “De
resurr mort.”, c.xix, in PG, VI, 1011; IrenaeusAgainst HeesiesV.

27.2; Tertullian, “Adv. Marc.”, I, c. xxvi, in L., IV, 277). For citations
from this patristic teaching see Atzlger, “Gesh. der christl.
Eschatologie innerhallder vornicanischenzeit” (Freiburg,
1896); Petavius, “DAngelis”, lll, iv sqq.

The Church professes her faith in the Athanasian Creed: “They that
have done good shall go into life everlasting, and they that have
done evil into everlasting fire” (Denzing&Enchiridion”, 10th ed., 1908,
n.40). The Church has repeatedly defined this truth, e.g. in the
profession of faith made in the Second Council wris (Denx., n.
464) and in the Decree of Union in the Council of Florence (Denz.,
N. 693): “the souls of those who depart in mortal sin, or only in original
sin, go down immediately into hell, to be visited, howgwéh unequal
punishments” goenis disparibus

If we abstract from the eternity of its punishment, the existence of
hell can be demonstrated even by the light of mere reason. In
His sanctity and justice as well as in His wisdom, God must avenge
the violation of the moral order in such wise as to preserve, at least in
general, some proportion between the gravity of sin and the severity
of punishment. But it is evident from experience that God does not
always do this on earth; therefore He will inflict punishment after death.
Moreover if all men were fully convinced that the sinner need fear no
kind of punishment after death, moral and social order would be seriously
menacedThis, howeverDivine wisdom cannot permigain, if there
were no retribution beyond that which takes place before our eyes
here on earth, we should have to consider God extreméifferent
to good and evil, and we could in no way account for His justiue
holinessNor can it be said: the wicked will be punished, but not by any
positive infliction: for either death will be the end of their existenge, or
forfeiting the rich reward of the good, they will enjoy some lesser degree
of happiness. These are arbitrary and vain subterfuges, unsupported
by any sound reason; positive punishment is the natural recompense

92

Eschatology

of evil. Besides, due proportion between demerit and punishment would
be rendered impossible by an indiscriminate annihilation of all the wicked.
And finally, if men knew that their sins would not be followed by
sufferings, the mere threat of annihilation at the moment of death, and
still less the prospect of a somewhat lower degree of beatitude, would
not suffice to deter them from sin.

Furthermore, reason easily understands that in the next life
the just will be made happy as a reward of their virBiet the
punishment of evil is the natural counterpart of the rewardgrtidie.
Hence, there will also be punishment for sin in the nexflifeordingly,
we find among all nations the belief that evil-doers will be punished
after death.This universal conviction of mankind is an additional
proof for the existence of hell. For it is impossible that, in regard to the
fundamental questions of their being and their destihynen should
fall into the same error; else the power of human reasould
be essentially deficient, and the order of this world wouldrizily
wrapt in mystery; this howevds repugnant both to nature and to the
wisdom of theCreatoOn the belief of all nations in the existence of
hell cf. Liken, “DieTraditionen de#lenschengeschlechts” (2nd ed.,
Miinster 1869); KnabenbaugiDas Zeugnis des Menschengeschlechts
fur die Unsterblichkeit der Seel¢1878).The few men who, despite
the morally universal conviction of the human race, deny the existence
of hell, are mostly atheists anBpicureans. But if the view of
such men in the fundamental question of our being could be
the true one, apostasy would be the way to light, truth, and wisdom.

Eternity of hell

Many admit the existence of hell, but deny the eternity of its
punishment. Condition lists hold only a hypothetical immortality of
the soul, and assert that after undergoing a certain amount of
punishment, the souls of the wickedwill be annihilatéchong
the Gnostics the ddentinians held this doctrine, and later on
also Arnobius, theSocinians, many Protestants both in the past and in
our own times, especially of late (Edwhite, “Life in Christ”, New
York, 1877)The Universalists teach that in the end all the damned, at
least all human souls, will attain beatitydpokatastasis ton pantpn
restitutio omniumaccording to Origen)This was a tenet of the
Origenistsand the Misericordes of whom/Aigustine speak<fty
of God XXI.18). There were individual adherents of this opinion in
every centurye.g. Scotus Eriugena; in particularany rationalistic
Protestants of the last centuries defended this belief, e.g. in England,
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Farrar “Eternal Hope” (five sermons preachedifestminsteAbbey,
London and Newvork, 1878). Among Catholics, Hirscher and
Schell have recently expressed the opinion that those who do not die in
the state of grace can still be converted after death if they are not
too wicked and impenitent.

The Holy Bible is quite explicit in teaching the eternity of the pains
of hell. The torments of the damned shall last forever and ever
(Revelation 14:1; 19:3; 20:10).They are everlasting just as are
the joys of heaven (Matthew 25:46). Of Judas Christ says: “ it was
better for him, if that man had not been born” (Matthew 26:24). But
this would not have been true if Judas was ever to be released from
hell and admitted to eternal happinéggin, God says of the damned:
“Their worm shall not die, and their fire shall not be quenched” (Isaiah
66:24; Mark 9:43, 45, 47). The fire of hell is repeatedly called eternal and
unquenchable. The wrath of God abideth on thedamned (John 3:36);
they are vessels of Divine wrath (Romans 9:22); they shall not possess
the Kingdom of God1 Corinthians 6:10; Galatians 5:21), €lte
objections adduced from Scripture against this doctrine are so
meaningless that they are not worth while discussing in detail. The
teaching of the fathers is not less clear and decisive (cf. Patavius, “De
Angelis”, lll, viii). We merely call to mind the testimony of the
martyrs who often declared that they were glad to suffer pain of
brief duration in order to escape eternal torments; e.g. “Martyrium
Polycarpi”, c. ii (cf. Atzbeger, “Geschichte”, Il, 612 sqq.). It is
true that Origen fell into error on this point; but precisely for this error he
was condemnelgly the Church (Canones ad@rigenenex Justiniani
libro adv Origen., can. ix; Hardouin, Ill, 279 E; Denz., n121n vain
attempts were made to undermine the authority of thesecanons
(cf. Dickamp, “Die origenistischertr®itigkeiten”, Munsterl899, 137).
Besides even in Origen we find the orthodeaching on the eternity of
the pains of hell; for in his words the faithfGhristian was again and
again victorious over the doubtinmnilosopherGregory of Nyssa seems
to have favoured the errors @rigen; many howevey believe that
his statements can be shown to be in harmony with Catholic doctrine.
But the suspicions that have been cast on some passages of Gregory
of Nazianzus and Jerome are decidedly without justification (cf. Pesch,
“Theologische Zeitfragen”, 2nd series, 190 sqg.). The Church professes
her faith in theeternity of the pains of hell in clear terms in the
Athanasian Creed (Denz., nn. 40), in authentic doctrinal decisions (Denz,
nn. 21,410, 429, 807, 835, 915), and in countless passages of gr litur
she never prays for the damned. Hence, beyond the possibility of doubt,
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the Church expressly teaches the eternity of the pains of hell as a
truth of faith which no one can deny or call in question without
manifest heresy

But what is the attitude of mere reason towards this doctrine?
Just as God must appoint some fixed term for the time of trial, after
which the just will enter into the secure possession of a happiness that
can never again be lost in all eterndy it is likewise appropriate that
after the expiration of that term the wicked will be cut off from all
hope of conversion and happiness. For the malice of men cannot
compel God to prolong the appointed time of probation and to grant
them again and again, without end, the power of deciding their lot
for eternity Any obligation to act in this manner would be unworthy
of God, because it would make Him dependent on the caprice
of human malice, would rob His threats in great part of thiéiiaef,
and would offer the amplest scope and the strongest incentive
to human presumption. God has actually appointed the end of this
present life, or the moment of death, as the term of snaobation.

For in that moment there takes place in our life an essential land
momentous change; from the state of union with the body

the soul passes into a life apart. No other sharply defined instant of
our life is of like importance. Hence we must conclude that death is

the end of our probation; for it is meet that our trial should terminate

at a moment of our existence so prominent and significant as to be
easily perceived by every ma&ccordingly it is the belief of all people

that eternal retribution is dealt out immediately after death. This

conviction of mankind is an additional proof of our thesis.

Finally, the preservation of moral and social order would not be
sufficiently provided forif men knew that the time of trial were to be
continued after death.

Many believe that reason cannot give any conclusive proof for
the eternity of the pains of hell, but that it can merely show that
this doctrine does not involve any contradiction. Since the Church has
made no decision on this point, each one is entirely free to embrace
this opinionAs is apparent, the author of this article does not hold it.
We admit that God might have extended the time of trial beyond death;
however had He done so, He would have permitted man to know
about it, and would have made corresponding provision for the
maintenance of moral order in this li¥&e may further admit that it
is not intrinsically impossible for God to annihilate the sinner after
some definite amount of punishment; but this would be less in
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conformity with the nature of mamimmortal soul; and, secondly
we know of no fact that might give us any right to suppose God will
act in such a manner

The objection is made that there is no proportion between the
brief moment of sin and an eternal punishment. But why not?
We certainly admit a proportion between a momentary good deed and
its eternal reward, not, itis true, a proportion of duration, but a proportion
between the law and its appropriate sanctidgain, sin is an
offence against the infinite authority of God, and the sinner is in some
way aware of this, though but imperfecfigcordingly there is in sin an
approximation to infinite malice which deserves an eternal punishment.
Finally, it must be remembered that, although the act of sinning is brief,
the guilt of sin remains forever; for in the next life the sinner never
turns away from his sin by a sincere conversion. It is further objected
that the sole object of punishment must be to reform the evilddusr
is not true. Besides punishments inflicted for correction, there are also
punishments for the satisfaction of justice. But justice demands that
whoever departs from the right way in his search for happiness shall
not find his happiness, but lose it. The eternity of the pains of hell
responds to this demand for justided, besides, the fear of hell does
really deter many from sin; and thus, in as far as it is threatened
by God, eternal punishment also serves for the reform of morals. But
if God threatens man with the pains of hell, He must also carry out
His threat if man does not heed it by avoiding sin.

For solving other objections it should be noted:

+ God is not only infinitely good, He is infinitely wise, just, and holy

+ Nooneis castinto hell unless he has fully and entirely deserved it.
+ The sinner perseveres forever in his evil disposition.

+ We must not consider the eternal punishment of hell as a series of
separate of distinct terms of punishment, as if God were forever
again and again pronouncing a new sentence and inflicting new
penalties, and as if He could never satisfy His desire of vengeance.
Hell is, especially in the eyes of God, one and indivisible in its
entirety; it is but one sentence and one penaikymay represent
to ourselves a punishment of indescribable intensity as in a certain
sense the equivalent of an eternal punishment; this may help us to
see better how Gogermits the sinner to fall into hell - how a man
who sets at naught all Divine warnings, who fails to profit by all the
patient forbearance God has shown him, and who in wanton
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disobedience is absolutely bent on rushing into eternal punishment,
can be finally permitted by Gagljust indignation to fall into hell.

In itself, it is no rejection of Catholic dogma to suppose that
God might at times, by way of exception, liberate a soul from hell.
Thus some argued from a false interpretation of 1 Peter 3:19 sq.,
that Christ freed several damned souls on the occasion of His descent
into hell. Others were misled by untrustworthy stories into the belief that
the prayers of Gregory the Great rescued the Empetjan from hell.

But now theologians are unanimous in teaching that such exceptions
never take place and never have taken place, a teaching which should
be accepted. If this be true, how can the Church pray in the Offertory
of the Mass for the dead: “Libera animas omnium fidelium defunctorum
de poenis inferni et de profundo lacu” etc.? Many think the Church uses
these words to designate gatory They can be explained more readily
howeverif we take into consideration the peculiar spirit of the Charch’
liturgy; sometimes she refers her prayers not to the time at which they
are said, but to the time for which they are said. Thus the offertory in
question is referred to the moment when the soul is about to leave the
body, although it is actually said some time after that moment; and as if
he were actually at the death-beds of the faithful, the priest implores
God to preserve their souls from hell. But whichever explanation be
preferred, this much remains certain, that in saying that offertory the
Church intends to implore only those graces which the soul is still
capable of receiving, namethe grace of a happy death or the release
from puigatory

Impenitence of the damned

The damned are confirmed in evil; every act of their will isaal
inspired by hatred of God. This is the common teaching of theology; St.
Thomas sets it forth in many passages. Nevertheless, some have held
the opinion that, although the damned cannot perfornsapgrnatural
action, they are still able to perform, now and then, some naturally
good deed; thus far the Church has not condemned this opinion. The
author of this article maintains that the common teaching is the true one;
for in hell the separation from the sanctifying power of Divine love is
complete. Many assert that this inability to do good works is physical,
and assign the withholding of all grace as its proximate cause; in doing
so, they take the term grace in its widest meaning, i.e. every Divine
co-operation both in natural and in supernatural good actions. The
damnedthen, can never choose between acting out of lov@oaf
and virtue, and acting out of hatred of God. Hatred is the only motive
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in their power; and they have no other choice than that of showing
their hatred of God by one evil action in preference to andthetast

and the real cause of their impenitence is the state of sin which they
freely chose as their portion on earth and in which they passed,
unconverted, into the next life and into that state of permanstatey
termini) by nature due to rational creatures, and to an unchangeable
attitude of mind. Quite in consonance with their final state, God grants
them only such cooperation as corresponds to the attitude which they
freely chose as their own in this life. Hence the damned can
but hate God and work evil, whilst the just in heaven or igatory

being inspired solely by love of God, can but do good. Therefore, too,
the works of the reprobate, in as far as they are inspired by hatred
of God, are not formal, but only material silecause they are
performed without the liberty requisite for moral imputability
Formal sin the reprobate commits then omihen, from among
several actions in his powée deliberately chooses that which contains
the greater malice. By such formal sins the damned do not incur any
essential increase of punishment, because in that final state the very
possibility and Divine permission of sin are in themselves a punishment;
and, moreovenr sanction of the moral law would be quite meaningless.

From what has been said it follows that the hatred which the
lost soul bears to God is voluntary in its cause only; and the cause is
the deliberate sin which it committed on earth and by whicteitited
reprobation. It is also obvious that God is not responsible for the
reprobates material sins of hate, because by granting His co-operation
in their sinful acts as well as by refusing them every incitement to good,
He acts quite in accordance with the nature of their state. Therefore
their sins are no more imputable to God than are the blasphemies of a
man in the state of total intoxication, although they are not uttered without
Divine assistance. The reprobate carries in himself the primary cause of
impenitence; it is the guilt of sin which he committed on earth and with
which he passed into eternifihe proximate cause of impenitence in
hell is Gods refusal of every gracand every impulse for good. It
would not be intrinsically impossible for God to move t@nnedo
repentance; yet such a course would be out of keeping with the state
of final reprobation. The opinion that the Divine refusal of all grace and
of every incitement to good is the proximate cause of impenitence, is
upheld by many theologians, and in particular by Molina. Francisco
Suarez considers it probab&otus and asquez hold similar views.

Even the Fathers and St. Thomas may be understood in this sense.

ThusSt. Thomas teaches (De verit., Q. xxav10) that the chiefause
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ofimpenitence is Divine justice which refuses the damned every grace.
Nevertheless many theologians, e.g. Francisco Suarez, defend the
opinion that the damned are only morally incapable of good; they have
the physical poweibut the dificulties in their way are so great that
they can never be surmounted. The damned can never divert their
attention from their frightful torments, and at the same time
they know that all hope is lost to théfencedespaiandhatredof God,

their just Judge, is almost inevitable, and even the slightest good impulse
becomes morallympossible. The Church has not decided this question.
The present author prefers Moligapinion.

But if the damned are impenitent, how can Scripturisddm 5)
say they repent of their sin? They deplore with the utmost intensity the
punishment, but not the malice of sin; to this they cling more tenaciously
than everHad they an opportunitthey would commit the sin again,
not indeed for the sake of its gratification, which they found illusive, but
out of sheer hatred of God. They are ashamed of their folly which led
them to seek happiness in sin, but not of the malice of sin itself (St.
Thomas, Theol. comp., c. cxxv).

Poena damni

Thepoena damnior pain of loss, consists in the loss of the beatific
vision and in so complete a separation of all the powers of the soul
from God that it cannot find in Him even the least peace and rest. It is
accompanied by the loss of all supernatural gifts, e.g. the loss of faith.
The characters impressed by the sacraments alone remain to the greater
confusion of the bearefhe pain of loss is not the mere absence of
superior bliss, but itis also a most intense positive pain. The utter void
of the soul made for the enjoyment of infinite truth and infinite goodness
causes the reprobate immeasurable anguish. Tdmwisciousness
that God, on Whom they entirely depend, is their enemy forever is
overwhelming. Their consciousness of having by their own deliberate
folly forfeited the highest blessings for transitory and delusive pleasures
humiliates and depresses them beyond measure. The desire
for happiness inherent in their very nature, wholly unsatisfied and no
longer able to find any compensation for the los&ofl in delusive
pleasure, renders them utterly miserable. Moretivey are well aware
that God is infinitely happynd hence their hatred and their impotent
desire to injure Him fills them with extreme bitterneéssd the same
is true with regard to their hatred of all the friends of God who enjoy
the bliss of heaven. The pain of loss is the very core of eternal
punishmentlf the damned beheld God face to face, hell itselfyitbt
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standing its fire, would be a kind of heaven. Had they but some union
with God even if not precisely the union of the beatific vision, hell would
no longer be hell, but a kind of gatory And yet the pain of loss is but
the natural consequence of that aversion from God which lies in
the nature of every mortal sin.

Poena sensus

Thepoena sensu®r pain of sense, consists in the torment of fire
so frequently mentioned in the Holy Bibksccording to the greater
number of theologians the tefine denotes a material fire, and so a
real fire.We hold to this teaching as absolutely true and correct.
However we must not faget two things: from Catharinus (d. 1553) to
our times there have never been wanting theologians who interpret
the Scriptural term fire metaphoricalys denoting an incorporeal fire;
and secondlythus far the Church has not censured their opinion. Some
few of the Fathers also thought of a metaphorical explanation.
Nevertheless, Scripture and tradition speak again and again of the fire
of hell, and there is no sufficient reason for taking the term as a mere
metaphor It is uiged: How can a material fire torment demons,
or human souls before the resurrection of the body? But, if our soul is
so joined to the body as to be keenly sensitive to the pain of fire, why
should the omnipotent God be unable to bind even pure spirits to some
material substance in such a manner that they suffer a torment more
or less similar to the pain of fire which the soul can feel on earth? The
reply indicates, as far as possible, how we may form an idea of the
pain of fire which the demons $ef Theologians have elaborated
various theories on this subject, which, howewer do not wish to
detail here (cf. the very minute study by Franz Schmid, “Quaestiones
selectae ex theol. dogm.”, Paderborn, 1891, g. iii; also Guthberlet, “Die
poena sensus” in “Katholik”, I, 1901, 305 sqq., 385 sqq.).

It is quite superfluous to add that the nature of hell-fire is different
from that of our ordinary fire; for instance, it continues to burn without
the need of a continually renewed supply of fuel. How are we to form
a conception of that fire in detail remains quite undetermined; we
merely know that it is corporeal. The demons suffer the torment of
fire, even when, by Divine permission, they leave the confines of hell
and roam about on earth. In what manner this happens is uncertain.
We may assume that they remain fettered inseparably to a portion of
thatfire.

The pain of sense is the natural consequence of that inordinate
turning to creatures which is involved in every mortal sin. It is meet
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that whoever seeks forbidden pleasure should find pain in return. (Cf.
Heuse, “Das Feuer der Holle” in “Catholic”, II, 1878, 225 sqq., 337
sqg., 486 sqqg., 581 sqq.; “Etudes religieuses”, L, 1890, II, 309, report of
an answer of the Poenitentiaria, 8@ril, 1890; Knabenbauer

“In Matth., xxv, 41”.)

Accidental pains of the damned

According to theologians the pain of loss and the pain of sense
constitute the very essence of hell, the former being by far the most
dreadful part of eternal punishment. But the damned also suffer
various “accidental” punishments.

+ Just as the blessed in heaven are free from all pain, so, on the
other hand, the damned never experience even the least real
pleasure. In hell separation from the blissful influence of
Divine love has reached its consummation.

¢ The reprobate must live in the midst of the damned; and their
outbursts of hatred or of reproach as they gloat over his sufferings,
and their hideous presence, are an ever fresh source of torment.

+ The reunion of soul and body after the Resurrection will be a special
punishment for the reprobate, although there will be
no essential change in the pain of sense which they are already
suffering.

As to the punishments visited upon the damned for their venial sins,
cf. Francisco Suarez, “De peccatis”, disp. vii, s. 4.

Characteristics of the pains of hell

(1) The pains of hell differ in degree according to demerit. This
holds true not only of the pain of sense, but also of the pain oAloss.
more intense hatred of God, a more vivid consciousness of utter
abandonment by Divinegoodness, a more restless craving to satisfy
the natural desire for beatitude with things external to God, a more acute
sense of shame and confusion at the folly of having sought happiness in
earthly enjoyment - all this implies as its correlation a more complete
and more painful separation from God.

(2) The pains of hell are essentially immutable; there are no
temporary intermissions or passing alleviatioAsfew Fathers
and theologians, in particular the poet Prudentius, expressed the opinion
that on stated days Godgrants the damned a certain respite, and that
besides this the prayers of the faithful obtain for them other occasional
intervals of rest. The Church has never condemned this opinion in
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express terms. But now theologiansare justly unanimous in rejecting
it. St. Thomas condemns it severely (In®ént., dist. xlvQ. xxix, cl.

1). [Cf.Merkle, “Die Sabbatruhe in der Holle” in “Romische
Quartalschrift” (1895), 489 sqq.; see also Prudentius.]

However accidental changes in the pains of hell are not excluded.
Thus it may be that the reprobate is sometimes more and sometimes
less tormented by his surroundings. Especially after the last judgment
there will be an accidental increase in punishment; for then the
demons will never again be permitted to leave the confines of hell, but
will be finally imprisoned for all eternity; and the reprobate souls
of men will be tormented by union with their hideous bodies.

(3) Hell is a state of the greatest and most complete misfortune, as
is evident from all that has been sdildedamned have no joy whatever
and it were better for them if they had not been born (Matthew 26:24).
Not long ago Mivart (The Nineteenth Centubec., 1892, Feband
Apr., 1893) advocated the opinion that the pains of the damned would
decrease with time and that in the end their lot would not be so extremely
sad; that they would finally reach a certain kind of happiness and would
prefer existence to annihilation; and although they would still continue
to suffer a punishment symbolically described as a fire by the Bible,
yet they would hate Godno longend the most unfortunate among
them be happier than many a pauper in this life. It is quite obvious that
all this isopposed to Scripture and the teaching of the Church. The
articles cited were condemned by the Congregation of the Index and
the Holy Ofice on 14 and 19 Julyi893 (cf. “Civilta Cattolica”,

l, 1893, 672).
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Chapter 9

Heaven

Heaven (Anglo-Saxoheofon O.S.hevanand
himil, originally himin) corresponds to the Gottiamin-
s. Bothheavenandhimil are formed fronhimin by a
regular change of consonarttgaven by changingn
beforen intov; andhimil, by changingn of the
unaccented ending intoSome derivéaeaverfrom the
rootham “to cover” (cf. the Gothitbham-6nand the
GermanHem-g. According to this derivation heaven
would be conceived as the roof of the world. Others
trace a connection betwekimin (heaven) andome
according to this vieywhich seems to be the more
probable, heaven would be the abode of the Godhead.
The Latincoelum(koilon, a vault) is derived by many
from the root otelare "to cover to conceal” ¢oelum
“ceiling” “roof of the world”). Others, however think it
is connected with the Germarhanin. The Greek
ouranosis probably derived from the roear, which
also connotes the idea of covering. The Hebrew name
for heaven is thought to be derived from a word meaning
“on high”; accordingly heaven would designate the upper
region of the world.
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Bible on Heaven

In the Holy Bible the terrheaverdenotes, in the first place, the
blue firmament, or the region of the clouds that pass along the sky
Genesis 1:20, speaks of the birds "under the firmament of heaven”.
In other passages it denotes the region of the stars that shine in the sky
Furthermore heaven is spoken of as the dwelling of God; for
although God is omnipresent, He manifests Himself in a special manner
in the light and grandeur of thefirmament. Heaven also is the abode of
the angels; for they are constantly with God and see His face.
With Godin heaven are likewise the souls of the just (2 Corinthians
5:1; Matthew 5:3, 12). In Ephesians 4:8 sq., we are told that Christ
conducted to heaven the patriarchs who had been in linidoué
patrum). Thus the termeavenhas come to designate both
the happiness and the abode of just in the next life. The present article
treats as heaven in this sense only

In Holy Scripture itis called:

+ the kingdom of heaven (Matthew 5:3),

the kingdom of God (Mark 9:46),

the kingdom of the Father (Matthew 13:43),
the kingdom of Christ (Luke 22:30),

the house of the Father (John 14:2),

city of God, the heavenly Jerusalem (Hebrews 12),
the holy place (Hebrews 9:12; D Nolieg,
paradise (2 Corinthians 12:4),

life (Matthew 7:14),

life everlasting (Matthew 19:16),

the joy of the Lord (Matthew 25:21),

crown of life (James 1:12),

crown of justice (Zimothy 4:8),

crown of glory (1 Peter 5:4),

incorruptible crown (1 Corinthians 9:25),
great reward (Matthew 5:12),

inheritance of Christ (Ephesians 1:18),
eternal inheritance (Hebrews 9:15).

The location of Heaven
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Where is heaven, the dwelling of God and the blessed? Some are
of opinion that heaven is everywhere, as God is everywhere.
According to this view the blessed can move about freely in every
part of the universe, and still remain with God and see everywhere.
Everywhere, too, they remain with Christ (in His sacred Humanity)
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and with the saints and the angels., Bacording to the advocates
of this opinion, the spatial distances of this world must no longer
impede the mutual intercourse of blessed.

In general, howevetheologians deem more appropriate that there
should be a special and glorious abode, in which the blessed have
their peculiar home and where they usually abide, even though they
be free to go about in this world. For the surroundings in the midst of
which the blessed have their dwelling must be in accordance with
their happy state; and the internal union of charity which joins them
in affection must find its outward expression in community of
habitationAt the end of the world, the earth together with the celestial
bodies will begloriously transformed into a part of the dwelling-place
of the blessed (Revelation 21). Hence there seems to be no sufficient
reason for attributing a metaphorical sense to those numerous
utterances of the Bible which suggest a definite dwelling-place of
the blessed. Theologians, therefore, generally hold that the heaven
of the blessed is a special place with definite limits. Natyrtdlg
place is held to exist, not within the earth, but, in accordance with the
expressions of Scripture, without and beyond its linditisfurther
details regarding its locality are quite uncertain. The Church has
decided nothing on this subject.

Existence of heaven

There is a heaven, i.e., God will bestow happiness and the richest
gifts on all those who depart this life free fromoriginal sin and personal
mortal sin, and who are, consequenity the state of justice and
friendship with God. Concerning the purification of those just souls who
depart in venial sin or who are still subject to temporal punishment
for sin. On the lot of those who die free from personal sin, but infected
with original sin On the immediate beginning of eternal happiness after
death, or eventuallgfter the passage through gatiory The existence
of heavenis, of course, denied by athaistderialists, and pantheists of
all centuries as well as by those rationaligtiso teach that
the soulperishes with the bodin short, by all who deny the existence
of God or the immortality of the soul. But, for the rest, if we abstract
from the specific quality and the supernatuchlaracter of heaven,
the doctrine has never met with any opposition worthy of note. Even
mere reason can prove the existence of heaven or of the happystate
of the just in the next life.

We shall give a brief outline of the principajaments. From these
we shall, at the same time, see that the blissof heaven is eternal and
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consists primarily in the possession of God, and that heaven presupposes
a condition of perfect happiness, in which every wish of the heart finds
adequate satisfaction.

>
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God made all things for His objective honour and gevery creature
was to manifest His Divine perfections by becoming a likeness of God,
each according to its capaciBut man is capable of becoming in the
greatest and most perfect manner a likeness of God, wheo\s

and loves His infinite perfections with a knowledge and love
analogous to God’'own love ancknowledge.Therefore man is
createdo knowGod and to lovélim. Moreoverthis knowledgand

love is to be eternal; for such is martapability and his calling,
because his soul is immortal. Lasttyknow God and to love Himis
the noblest occupation of thehuman mind, and consequently also its
supreme happiness. Therefore man is created for eteppiness;

and he will infallibly attain it hereaftainless, by sin, he renders himself
unworthy of so high a destiny

God made all things for His formal glorywhich consists in the
knowledge and love shown Him by rationalcreatures. Irrational
creatures cannot give formal glory to God diredilyt they should
assist rationalcreatures in doing Bhis they can do by manifesting
God’s perfections and by rendering other services; whilst rational
creatures should, by their own personal knowledge and love of God,
refer and direct all creatures to Him as their last end. Therefore
everyintelligent creature in general, and man in particidalestined

to know and love God for evethough he may forfeit eternal
happiness by sin.

God, in his infinite justice and holiness, must give virtue its due
reward. But, as experience teaches, thevirtuous do not obtain a
suflicient reward here; hence they will be recompensed hereafter
and the reward must be everlasting, since the soul is immortal. Nor
can it be supposed that the soul in the next life mustmerit her
continuance in happiness by a continued series of combats; for this
would be repugnant to all the tendencies and desires of human nature.

God, in His wisdom, must set on the moral law a sanction, sufficiently
appropriate and efficacious. But, unless each man is rewarded
according to the measure of his good works, such a sanction could
not be said to exist. Mere infliction of punishment for sin would be
insufficient. In any case, reward for gooléeds is the best means

of inspiring zeal for virtueNature itself teaches us to rewasidue

in others whenever we can, and to hope for a reward of our own
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goodactions from the Supreme Ruler of the universe. That reward,
notbeing given here, will be given hereafter

God has implanted in the heart of man a love of virtue dodea

of happiness; consequenttyod, because of His wisdom, must by
rewarding virtue establish perfect harmony between these two
tendencies. But such a harmony is not established in this life;
therefore it will be brought about in the next.

Every man has an innate desire for perfect beatitude. Experience
provesthis. The sight of the imperfect goods of earth naturally
leads us to form the conception of a happiness so perfect as to
satisfy all the desires of our heart. But we cannot conceive such a
state without desiring it. Therefore we are destined for ahappiness
thatis perfect and, for that very reason, eternal; and it will be ours,
unless we forfeit it by sirA natural tendency without an object is
incompatible both with nature and with the Creataoodnes3he
arguments thus far advanced prave existence of heaven as a
state of perfect happiness.

We are born for higher things, for the possession of Gud.earth

can satisfy no man, least of all the wiseatiity of vanities”, says
theScripture (Ecclesiastes 1:1); arndAsigustineexclaimed: “Thou
hast made us for Thyself (O God) and our heart is troubled till it
rests in Thee.”

We are created for wisdom, for a possession of truth perfect in its
kind. Our mental faculties and the aspirations of our nature
give proof of this. But the scanty knowledge, that we can acquire
on earth stands in no proportion to the capabilities of our\Aul.
shall possess truth in higher perfection hereafter

God made us for holiness, for a complete and final triumph over
passion and for the perfect and secure possession of virtue. Our
natural aptitudes and desires bear witness to this. But this happy goal
is not reached on earth, but in the next life.

We are created for love and friendship, for indissoluble union with
our friends.At the grave of those we loveour heart longs for a
future reunion. This cry of nature is no delusioA. joyful and
everlasting reunion awaits the just man beyond the grave.

It is the conviction of all peoples that there is a heaven in which the
just will rejoice in the next life. But, in the fundamental questions of
our being and our destirgyconviction, so unanimous and universal,
cannot be erroneous. Otherwise this world and the order of this
world would remain an utter enigma to intelligereatures, who
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ought to know at least the necessary means for reaching their
appointed end.

+ Very few deny the existence of heaven; and these few are practically
all atheists and epicureans. But surely it cannot be that all the rest
have erred, and an isolated class of men such as these are not
the true guides in the most fundamental questions of our being.
For apostasy from God and His law cannot be the key to wisdom.

Revelation also proclaims the existence of heaven. This we have
already seen in the preceding section from the many names by which
the Bible designates heaven; and from the texts of Scripture, still to
be quoted on thenature and peculiar conditions of heaven.

Supernatural character of heaven and the beatific vision

(1) In heaven the just will see God by direct intuition, clearly and
distinctly. Here on earth we have no immediate perception of God; we
see Him but indirectly in the mirror of creatioife get our first and
direct knowledge from creatures, and then, by reasoning from these,
we ascend to a knowledge of God according to the imperfect likeness
which creatures bear to their Creafut in doing so we proceed to a
large extent by way of negation, i.e., by removing from the Divine
Being the imperfections proper to creatures. In heaven, howeaver
creature will stand between God and the soul. He himself will be the
immediate object of its vision. Scripture and theologytell us that the
blessed see God face to faéad because this vision is immediate
and direct, it is also exceedingly clear and distinct. Ontologists assert
that we perceive God directly in this life, though our knowledgeof Him
is vague and obscure; but a vision of the Divine Essence, immediate
yet vague and obscure, implies a contradiction. The blessed see God,
not merely according to the measure of His likeness imperfectly reflected
increation, but they see Him as He is, after the manner of His own
Being. That the blessed see God is a dogma offaith, expressly
defined by Benedict Xl (1336)We define that the souls of all
the saints in heaven have seen and do see the Divine Essence by
directintuition and face to faceifione intuitiva et etiam facigdliin
such wise that nothing created intervenes as an object of vision, but
the Divine Essence presents itself to their immediate gaze, unveiled,
clearly and openly; moreovehat in this vision they enjoy the Divine
Essence, and that, in virtue of this visionand this enjoyment, they are
truly blessed and possesdernal life and eternal rest” (Denzinger
Enchiridion, ed. 10, n. 530-old edition, n, 456; cf. nn. 693, 1084, 1458
old, nn. 588, 868).
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The Scriptural argument is based especially on 1 Corinthians 13:8-
13 (cf. Matthew 18:10; 1 John 3:2; 2 Corinthians 5:6-8, etc.). The
argument from tradition is carried out in detail by Petavius (“De. theol.
dogm.”, 1, i, VII, c. 7). Several Fathers, who seemingly contradict
this doctrine, in reality maintain it; they merely teach that the bodily
eye cannot see God, or that the blessed do not fully comprehend God,
or that the soul cannot see Godwith its natural powers in this life
(cf. Francisco Suarez, “De Deo”, I. Il, ¢c. 7, n. 17).

(2) It is of faith that the beatific vision is supernatural, that it
transcends the powers and claims of creatednature, of angels as well
as of men. The opposite doctrine of the Beghards and Beguines was
condemned (139 by the Council oVienne (Denz., n. 475- old, n.
403), and likewise a similar error of Baius by Pius V (Denz., n. 1003 -
old, n. 883)The \atican Council expressly declared that man has been
elevated by God to asupernatural end (Denz., n. 1786 - old, n. 1635;
cf. nn. 1808, 1671- old, nn. 1655, 1527). In this connection we must
also mention the condemnation of the Ontologists, and in particular of
Rosmini, who held that an immediate but indeterminate perception
of God is essential to the human intellect and the beginning of all
humanknowledgéDenz., nn. 1659, 1927 - old, nn. 1516, 1772).

That the vision of God is supernatural can also be shown from the
supernatural character of sanctifying gréoenz., n.1021- old, n.
901); for, if the preparation for that vision is supernatural. Even
unaided reasonrecognizes that the immediate vision of God, even if it
be at all possible, can never be natural for a creature. For it is manifest
that every created mind first perceives its own self and creatures similar
to itself by which it is surrounded, and from these it risaktmwledge
of God as the source of their being and their last end. Hence its natural
knowledge of God is necessarily mediate and analogous; since it forms
its ideas and judgments aboutGod after the imperfect likeness which
its own self and its surroundings bear to Him. Such is the only
meansnature offers for acquiring a knowledge of God, and more than
this is not due to any created intellect; consequethidysecond and
essentially higher way of seeing God by intuitive vision can but be
a gratuitous gifof Divine goodness.

These considerations prove, not merely that the immediate vision
of God exceeds the natural claims of all creatures in actual existence;
but they also prove against Ripalda, Becaenus, and others (Recently
also Morlias), that God cannot create any spirit which would, by virtue
of its nature, be entitled to the intuitive vision of the Divine Essence.
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Therefore, as theologians express it, no created substancensafrits
supernatural; howevghe Church has given no decision on this matter
Cf. Palmieri, “De Deo creante et elevante” (Rome, 1878), thes. 39;
Morlais, “Le Surnaturel absolu”, in “Revue du Clergé Frangais”, XXXI
(1902), 464 sqg., and, for the opposite viBellamy “La question du
Surnaturel absolu”, ibid., XXXV (1903), 419 sqq. St. Thomas seems
to teach (1.12.1) that man has a natural desire for the beatific vision.
Elsewhere, howevghe frequently insists on thesupernatural character
of that vision (e.g. I11.9.2 ad 3um). Hence in the former place he
obviously supposes thatman knofkem revelation both the possibility

of the beatific vision and his destiny to enjoy it. On this supposition it is
indeed quite natural for man to have so strong a desire for that vision,
that any inferior kind of beatitude can no longer duly satisfy him.

(3) To enable it to see God, the intellect of the blessed is
supernaturally perfected by the light of gloiynien gloriag. This
was defined by the Council dienne in 131 (Denz., n. 475; old, n.
403); and itis also evident from the supernatural character of the beatific
vision. For the beatific vision transcends the natural powers of
theintellect; therefore, to see God the intellect stands in need of
some supernatural strength, not merely transient, but permanent as the
vision itself. This permanent invigoration is called the “light of glory”,
because it enables the souls in glory to see God with their intellect, just
as material light enables our bodily eyes to see corporeal objects.

On the nature of the light of glory the Church has decided
nothing. Theologians have elaborated various theories about it, which,
however need not be examined in detdiccording to the view
commonly and perhaps most reasonably held, the light of glory is
a quality Divinely infused into the soul and similar to sanctifying grace,
thevirtue of faith, and the other supernatural virtues in the souls of the
just (cf. Franzelin, “De Deo uno”, 3rd ed., Rome, 1883, thes. 16). Itis
controverted among theologians whether or not a mental image, be it
aspecies ex@ssaor a species impressa, is required for the beatific
vision. But by many this is regarded as largely a controversy about the
appropriateness of the term, rather than about the matter itself. The
more common and probably more correct view denies the presence of
any image in the strict sense of the word, because no createdimage
can represent God as He is (cf. Mazzella, “De Deo creante”, 3rd ed.,
Rome, 1892, disp. I\&. 7, sec. 1)The beaitific vision is obviously a
created act inherent in the soul, and not, as a few of the older theologians
thought, the uncreated agt God’s own intellect communicated to
the soul. Far“as seeing and knowing are immanent vital actions,

110

Eschatology

the soul can see or know God by its own activity cantgl not through
any activity exerted by some other intellect. Cf. Gutherlet, “Das lumen
gloriae” in “Pastor bonus”, X1V (1901), 297 sqg.

(4) Theologians distinguish the primary and the secondary object
of the beatific vision. The primary object is God Himself as He is.
The blessed see the Divine Essence by direct intuition, and, because
of the absolute simplicity of God, they necessarily see all His
perfections and all the persons of thinity. Moreover since they
see that Godcan create countless imitations of His Essence, the entire
domain of possible creatures lies open to their yithwugh
indeterminately and in general. For the actual decrees of God are not
necessarily an object of that vision, except in as afar as God pleases
to manifest them. Therefore finite things are not necessarily seen by
the blessed, even if they are an actual object of Qeill. Still less
are they a necessary object of vision as long as they are mere possible
objects of the Divine will. Consequently the blessed have a distinct
knowledge of individual possible things only in so far as God wishes
to grant this knowledge. Thus, if God so willed, a blessedsoul might see
the Divine Essence without seeing in it the possibility of any individual
creature in particulaBut in fact, there is always connected with
the beatific vision a knowledge of various things external to God, of
thepossible as well as of the actédiithese things, taken collectively
constitute the secondary object of the beatific vision.

The blessed soul sees these secondary objects in God either
directly formaliter), or in as far as God is their causaysalite).
It sees in God directly whatever the beatific vision discloses to its
immediate gaze without the aid of any created mental inspgeies
impressa. In God, as in their cause, the soul sees all those things
which it perceives with the aid of a created mental image, a mode of
perception granted by God as a natural complement of the beatific
vision. The number of objects seen directly in God cannot be increased
unless the beatific visionitself be intensified; but the number of things
seen in God as their cause may be greater of spr@iliémay very
without any corresponding change in the vision itself.

The secondary object of the beatific vision comprises everything
the blessed may have a reasonable interest inknowing. It includes, in
the first place, all the mysteries which the soul believed while on earth.
Moreover the blessed see each other and rejoice in the company of
those whom death separated from them. The veneration paid them
on earth and the prayers addressed to them are also known to the
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blessedAll that we have said on the secondary object of the beatific
vision is the common and reliable teaching of theologians. In recent
times (Holy Office, 14 Dec., 1887) Rosmini was condemned because
he taught that the blessed do not see God Himself, but only His relations
to creatures (Denz., 1928-1930 - old, 1773-75). In the earlier ages
we find Gregory the Great (“Moral.”, I. XVIII, c. lim. 90, in R..,
LXXVI, XCIIl) combating the error of a few who maintained that
the blessed to not see God, but only a brilliant light streaming forth
from Him. Also in the MiddleAges there are traces of this
error (cf. Franzelin, “De Deo uno”, 2nd ed., thes. 15, p. 192).

(5) Although the blessed see God, they do not comprehend Him,
because God is absolutely incomprehensible to every created intellect,
and He cannot grant to any creature the power of comprehending
Him as He comprehends Himself. Francisco Suérez rightly calls this
a revealed truth (“De Deo”, I. II, ¢, m. 6); for theFourth Council of
the Lateran and theatican Council enumerated incomprehensibility
among the absoluteattributes of God (Denz., nn. 428, 1782 - old nn.
355, 1631)The Fathers defend this truth against Eunomius, an Arian,
who asserted that we comprehend God fully even in this life. The
blessed comprehend God neither intensively nor extensively - not
intensively because their vision has not that infinite clearness with
which Godis knowable and with which He knows Himself, nor
extensivelybecause their vision does not actually and clearly extend to
everything that God sees in His Essence. For they cannot by a single
act oftheir intellect represent every possible creature individugigrly
and distinctlyas God does; such an act would be infinite, and aninfinite
actis incompatible with the nature of a created and fimtiélect. The
blessed see the Godhead in its entitityonly with a limited clearness
of vision Deum totum sed non totali)efThey see the Godhead in
its entirety because they see all the perfections of God and all the
Personf the Trinity; and yet their vision is limited, because it has
neitherthe infinite clearness that corresponds to the Divine perfections,
nordoes it extend to everything that actually is, or may still become, an
objectof Gods free decrees. Hence it follows that one blessed soul may
seeGod more perfectly than anothand that the beatific vision admits
of various degrees.

(6) The beatific vision is a myster¥f course reason cannot
prove the impossibility of such a vision. For why should God, in His
omnipotence, be unable to draw so near and adapt Himself so fully to
our intellect, that thesoul mags it were, directly feel Him and lay
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hold of Him and look on Him and become entirely immersed in Him?
On the other hand, we cannot prove absolutely that this is possible;
for the beatific vision lies beyond the natural destiny of our intellect,
and it is so extraordinary a mode of perception that we cannot clearly
understand either the fact or the manner of its possibility

(7) From what has been thus far said it is clear that there is a two
fold beatitude: the natural and thesupernatdsalve have seen, man is
by nature entitled to beatitude, provided he does not forfeit it by his
own fault.We have also seen that beatitude is eternal and that it consists
in the possession of God, for creatures cannot truly satisfyAgaim,
as we have shown, the soul is to possess Gdabwledge and love.
But the knowledge to which man is entitled by nature is not an
immediate vision, but an analogous perceptib&od in the mirror
of creation, still a very perfect knowledge which really satisfies the
heart. Hence the beatitude to which alone we have a natural claim
consists in that perfect analogous knowledge and inldiie
corresponding to th&nowledge. This natural beatitude is the lowest
kind of felicity which God, in His goodness and wisdom, can grant to
sinless man. But, instead of an analogous knowledge of His Essence He
may grant to the blessed a directintuition which includes all the
excellence of natural beatitude and surpasses it beyond measure. It is
this higher kind of beatitude that it has pleased God to graftdsy
granting it He not merely satisfies our natural desire for happiness but
He satisfies it in superabundance.

Eternity of heaven and impeccability of the blessed

It is a dogma of faith that the happiness of the blessed is
everlasting. This truth is clearly contained in the Holy Bible (see
Section 1); it is daily professed by the Church in the Apostles’
Creed ¢redo... vitam aeternanand it has been repeatedly defined
by the Church, especially by Benedict XII (cf. Section Ill). Even
reason, as we have seen, can demonstrAtedisurely if the blessed
knew that their happiness was ever to come to an end, this knowledge
alone would prevent their happiness from being perfect.

In this matter Origen fell into error; for in several passages of his
works he seems to incline to the opinion thatrational creatures never
reach a permanent final stagtatus termini, but that they remain
forever capable of falling away from God and losing their beatitude
and of always returning to Him again.
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The blessed are confirmed in good; they can no longer commit even
the slightest venial sin; every wish of their heart is inspired by the
purest love of God. That is, beyond doubt, Catholic doctrine. Moreover
this impossibility ofsinning is physical. The blessed have no longer the
power of choosing to do evil actions; they cannot but loveGod; they
are merely free to show that love by one good action in preference to
another But whilst the impeccability of the blessed appears to be
unanimously held by theologians, there is a diversity of opinion as to
its causeAccording to some, its proximate cause consists in this
that God absolutely withholds from the blessed His co-operation to
any sinful consent. The beatific vision does not, they argue, of its
very nature exclude sindirectly and absolutely; because God may still
displease the blessed soul in various ways, e.g., by refusing a higher
degree to beatitude, or by letting persons whom that soul loves die in
sin and sentencing them to eternal torment. Moreavilen great
sufferings and arduous duties accompany the beatific vision, as was
the case in the human nature of Christ on earth, then at least the
possibility of sin is not directly and absolutely excluded.

The ultimate cause of impeccability is the freedom from sin or the
state of grace in which at his death man passes into the final state
(status termirji i.e. into a state of unchangeable attitudenahd
and will. For itis quite in consonance with the nature of that state that
God should offer only such co-operation as corresponds to themental
attitude man chose for himself on earth. For this reason alsouls
in pumgatory although they do not see God, are still utterly incapable
of sin. The beatific vision itself may be called a remote cause of
impeccability; for by granting so wondrous a token of His love, God may
be said to undertake the obligation of guarding from allsin those whom
He so highly favours, whether by refusing all co-operation to evil acts or
in some other manndBesides, even if the clear vision of God, most
worthy of their love, does not render the blessed physically unable, it
certainly renders them less liable, to sin.

Impeccability as explained by the representatives of this opinion, is
not, properly speaking, extrinsic, as is often wrongly asserted; but it is
rather intrinsic, because it is strictly due to the final state of blessedness
and especially to the beatific vision. This is substantially the opinion of
the Scotists, likewise of many others, especially in recent times.
Nevertheless the Thomists, and with them the greater number
of theologians, maintain that the beatific vision of its very nature directly
excludes the possibility of sin. For no creature can have a clear intuitive
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view of the Supreme Good without being by that very fact alone
irresistibly drawn to love it efficaciously and to fulfil for its sake even
the most arduous duties without the least repugnance. The Church has
left this matter undecided. The present writer rather inclines to the
opinion of the Scotists because of its bearing on the question of the
liberty of Christ.

Essential beatitude

We distinguish objective and subjective beatitude. Objective beatitude
is that good, the possession of which makes us happy; subjective
beatitude is the possession of that good. The essence of objective
beatitude, or the essential object of beatitude is God alone. For the
possession of God assures us also the possession of every other good
wemay desire; moreovggverything else is so immeasurably inferior
to God that its possession can only be looked upon as something
accidental to beatitude. Fingltpat all else is of minor importance for
beatitude is evident from the fact that nothing save God alone is capable
of satisfying manAccordingly theessence of subjective beatitude is
the possession of God, and it consists in the acts of vision, love, and joy
The blessed love God with a twofold love; with the love of complacency
by which they love God for His own sake, and secondly with the
love less properly so called, by which they love Him as the source of
their happinessafmor concupiscentige In consonance with this
twofold love the blessed have a twofold joy; firsthe joy of love in
the strict sense of the word, by which they rejoice over the infinite
beatitude which they see in God Himself, precisely because it is the
happiness of God whom they love, and secqnitilg joy springing
from love in a wider sense, by which they rejoice in God because He
isthe source of their own supreme happiness. These five acts constitute
the essence of (subjective) beatitude, or in more precise terms, its
physical essence. In thistheologians agree.

Here theologians go a step farther and inquire whether among those
five acts of the blessed there is one act, or a combination of several
acts, which constitutes the essence of beatitude in a stricter sense, i.e.
its metaphysicalessence in contradistinction to its physical essence. In
general their answer is affirmative; but in assigning themetaphysical
essence their opinions diverge. The present writer prefers the opinion
of St. Thomas, who holds that the metaphysical essence consists in
thevision alone. Fgras we have just seen, the acts of love and joy are
merely a kind of secondary attributes of the vision; and this remains true,
whether love and joy result directly from the vision, as the Thomists
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hold, or whether the beatific vision by its very nature calls for
confirmation inlove and Gosl'eficacious protection against sin.

Accidental beatitude

Besides the essential object of beatitude the souls in heaven enjoy
many blessings accidental to beatitufe.shall mention only a few:

¢ In heaven there is not the least pain or sadness; for every aspiration
of nature must be finally realized. Thewill of the blessed is in
perfect harmony with the Divine will; they feel displeasure at
the sins of men, but without experiencing any real pain.

+ They delight greatly in the company of Christ, the angels, and
the saints, and in the reunion with so many who were dear to
them on earth.

+ After the resurrection the union of the soul with the glorified body
will be a special source of joy for the blessed.

¢ They derive great pleasure from the contemplation of all those
things, both created and possible, which, as we have shown, they
see in God, at least indirectly as in the caAsel, in particular
after the last judgment the new heaven and the new earth will
afford them manifold enjoyment.

¢ The blessed rejoice over sanctifying grace and the supernatural
virtues that adorn their soul; and anysacramental character they
may have also adds to their bliss.

+ \ery special joys are granted to the martyrs, doctors, agthsyir
a special proof of victories won in time of trial (Revelationl7:1
sq.; Daniel 12:3; Revelation 14:3 sq.). Hence theologians speak of
three particular crowns, aureolas, or glorioles, by which these three
classes of blessed souls are accidentally honouredbeyond the
rest.Aureolais a diminutive ofaurea i.e.aurea cobna(golden
crown). (Cf. St. Thomas,Supp:96.)

Since eternal happiness is metaphorically called a marriage of
the soul with Christ, theologians also speak of the bridal endowments
of the blessed. They distinguish seven of these gifts, four of which
belong to the glorified body - light, impassibiliggility, subtility and
three to the soul - vision, possession, enjoymasib; compehensio,
fruitio). Yet in the explanation given by the theologians of the
three gifts of thesoul we find but little conformite may identify
the gift of vision with the habit of the light of glotie gift of possession
with the habit of that love in a wider sense which has found in God the
fulfilment of its desires, and the gift of enjoyment we may identify with
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the habit of love properly so calleda(itus caritati9 which rejoices

to be with God; in this view these three infused habits would he
considered simply as ornaments to beautify thesoul. (Cf. St.
Thomas, Supp:95)

Attributes of beatitude

There are various degrees of beatitude in heaven corresponding
to the various degrees of merit. This is a dogmaof faith, defined by
the Council of Florence (Denz., n. 693- old, n. 588). The Bible teaches
this truth in very many passages (e.g., wherever it speaks of eternal
happiness as a reward), and the Fathers defend it against theheretical
attacks of Jovinian. Itis true that, according to Matthew 20:1-16, each
labourer receives a penny; but by this comparison Christ merely
teaches that, although the Gospel was preached to the Jews first, yet
in theKingdom of Heaven there is no distinction between Jew and
Gentile, and that no one will receive a greater reward merely because
of being a son of Judah. The various degrees of beatitude are not
limited to the accidentalblessings, but they are found first and foremost
in the beatific vision itself. Fpas we have already pointed out, the
vision, too, admits of degrees. These essential degrees of beatitude
are, as Francisco Suarez rightly observes (“De beat.”, d. xi, s. 3, n. 5),
that threefold fruit Christ distinguishes when He says that the word
of God bears fruit in some thirtyn some sixtyin some a hundredfold
(Matthew 13:23)And it is by a mere accommodation of the text
that St. Thomas (Supp:96, aa. 2 sqq.) and other theologians apply this
text to the different degrees in the accidental beatitude merited by
married persons, widows, and virgins.

The happiness of heaven is essentially unchangeable; still it admits
of some accidental changdhus we may suppose that the blessed
experience special joy when they receive greater veneration from
men on earth. In particulax certain growth in knowledge by experience
is not excluded; for instance, as time goes on, new free actions
of men may become known to the blessed, or personal observation and
experience may throw a new light on things already knéwd after
the last judgment accidental beatitude will receive some increase from
the union of soul and bodgnd from the sight of the new heaven and
the earth.

Is heaven a place or only a state of mind?

Your distress shows the filffulty of expressing transcendent
concepts in mere words. The truth is, we don’t know exactly what
heaven is like-even if we did, we could not reduce it to language, which
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is a human device incapable of containing G@mlir group leadés
statement that heaven is “in our minds” is misleading, however
Heavenis within us, in the sense that each Christian is a temple of the
indwelling Trinity. But it is no more accurate to say that heaven
is onlywithin us than it is to say that, by virtue of our receiving the
sacraments, Jesus exigtgy within us. God and heaven live within
us-but they also have an objective life beyond us as well.

God, in a sensés heaven. In 1 Maccabees 3:18, for example, the
author uses “Heaven” as a name for God (to avoid using the name it
was forbidden to pronounce). Heaven exists wherever God is. Jesus
said, “The kingdom of heaven is at hand” (Mt 4:17), meaning that,
since God took on flesh, heaven itself is here, amorAfies.death,
our experience of heaven will be to enter fully into the intimate love
of the HolyTrinity, to our everlasting and perfect jdp the extent
that we participate in that love while on earth, we begin to share the
joy of heaven nowCatherine of Siena said, “All the way to heaven is
heaven.”

You are right that the Bible refers to “heavenly placé& must
keep in mind that time and space are finite concepts; God is not
bound by them, nor could God live in one physical place, as we think
of it, because the physical universe is his creation and cannot contain
him. Heaven is @lace but not a particulaspace We must
understand the symbolic language of the Bible and the saints as an
attempt to communicate the ifeghle.We do not understand literally
terms such as seeing God “face to fatée’rejoice in theimeaning
that we will bewith God, intimate with him, unhindered by our mortal
limitations.

As theCatechisnsays (section 1024), “This perfect life with the
Most Holy Trinity-this communion of life and love with thinity,
with theVirgin Mary, the angels and all the blessed-is called ‘heaven.’
Heaven is the ultimate end and fulfillment of the deepest human
longings, the state of supreme, definitive happinéds.feave up to
God “where” and “how” he fulfills his promise.
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Chapter 10

Fourteen Question®\bout
Heaven

Of course not. Why would someone think that?
There are two reasons, and the first one is simply a
confusion between Heaven and divinitye will remain
human in Heaven, therefore finite, therefore our
knowledge will remain finiteTrue, we will share in divine
life, but this is just a share. In fact, we share in divine life
now, if we are reborn in Christ; our souls nurture a fetal
Christ. But | have not observed that fact generating
omniscience in myself or any other

1. Will we know everything in heaven?

When you come to think of it, knowing everything
would be more like Hell than Heaven for us. For one
thing, we need progress and hope: we need to look
forward to knowing something new tomorrdvystery
is our minds food. If we truly said, “I have seen
everything”, we would conclude, as did the author of
Ecclesiastes, “all is vanityFor another thing, the more
knowledge, the more responsibilignly omnipotence
can bear the burden of omniscience; only &ellbulders
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are strong enough to carry the burden of infinite knowledge without
losing the joy

The second reason we may think our heavenly knowledge is infinite
is the theory that on earth we have already an access, a ptieaty
knowledge; that the brain is a “reducing valve”, not a genefReohaps
the Fall lowered the curtain between us and all truth, which we now
see “through a glass, darklghd in Heaven the curtain will rise again.
Thus, the knowledge we now have is both a merandya prophecy
of Paradise.

But even if this theory is true it does not entail our omniscience.
Even if there is no curtain in Heaven, even if our consciousness there
dashes against no wall or limit, still we remain like the tiny figures in a
Chinese landscape: small subjects in an enormously larger objective
world. Even if we then escape from the tiny hut in which we are now
imprisoned and through whose smudged windows or chinks in whose
walls we now must look even if we wander freely in the country of
light we are in the light, not the light in us. Our first and last wisdom in
Heaven is Socratic, just as it is on earth: to know how little we Kifiow
there is no end of the need for humility in the moral order (the saint is
the one humble enough not to think he is a saint), the same is true of the
intellectual order (the wise man is the one humble enough to know he
has no wisdom). It all depends on the standard of judgment: by earthly
standards most of us are moderately saintly and moderately wise; by
Heavenly standards all of us, even in Heaven, are chilineiby the
standard of the infinite, inexhaustible perfection of God, we remain
children foreverHappy children, fulfilled children, but children.

Perhaps this will be one of the supreme tests: would we choose the
childlikeness of Heaven or the promise of “maturity”, of “humanity
come of age” in Hellwill we suffer gladly the blow and shock to our
pride that is Heavesgift of eternal childhood (thus eternal hope and
progress) or will we insist on the “successes” of “self-actualization”
that Heaven denies us and Helleo$ us? If the lattemwe will find
despair instead of hope, ennui instead of creative work, and the emptying
out of all our joy Jesusteaching, “Unless you turn and become like
children, you will never enter the kingdom of Heaven”, is not something
to be outgrown. Saint Bernard of Clairvaux, when asked which are the
four most important virtues, replied, “Humilityumility, humility, and
humility.” It is only the foolish egotist who thinks that our smallness
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relative to the infinite riches of objective reality is a problem to be
overcome.

2. Will we all be equal in heaven?

By God’s grace, no! How awful that would be almost as awful as
knowing everything. Having no heroes, being unable to look up to
anyone, would be Hell, not Heaven.

We modern egalitarians are tempted to the primal sin of pride in
the opposite way from the ancients. The old, aristocratic form of
pride was the desire to be better than othEns. new democratic
form is the desire not to have anyone better than yourself. Itis just as
spiritually deadly and does not even carry with it the false pleasure of
gloating superiorityFlat, boring, repetitive sameness is simply not the
structure of reality in a theistic universéher on earth or in Heaven.
However in Heaven, as on earth, each of us will be or do something
no one else will be or do as well. No one will be superfluous.

If He had no use for all these differences, | do not see why He
should have created more souls than oleur soul has a curious
shape because it is a hollow made to fit a particular swelling in the
infinite contours of the divine substance, or a key to unlock one of the
doors in the house with many mansions... each of the redeemed shall
forever know and praise some one aspect of the divine beauty better
than any other creature can.

God’s justice is not ours. It surprises ours in a double @aythe
one hand, the one-hour workers receive the same pay as the all-day
workers, in Chriss parable'He has put down the mighty from their
thrones, and exalted those of low degree; he has filled the hungry
with good things and the rich he has sent empty dviayery valley
shall be exalted, and every mountain and hill shall be madéeBuy
on the other hand, to him who already has, more will be given, and
“from him who has not, even what he has will be taken avayhan
justice is outraged by both halves of Cheigtaradoxical justice.

Justice does not mean equalilly a poem, in the universe, in
mathematics, in architecture everywhere there is natural justice, justice
means inequalityyin and yang, male and female, higher and lpwer
East andWest, light and darkness, land and watéo flat, dull
repetition but uniqueness. In human relationships too, justice does not
mean equalitybut treating equals equally and unequals uneqigslly
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it just to treat a pig like a man? If so, it is also just to treat a man like
a pig. One of the astonishing blind spots of modernity is its
unquestioning fixation on equality

Of course there are degrees of perfection in Heaven; it is quite
the divine style. There are degrees of perfection in everything God
created (though not in everything we create). Equality is a man-
made legal fiction designed as a wall of defense against tyranny
medicine against a disease.

3. Do the blessed in heaven see us now?

The living often say they feel the dead present and watching them.
Is this illusion or fact?

It is fact. The Bible says we are surrounded by “a great cloud of
witnessesThe context is speaking of the dead. They are alive. For
God is “not God of the dead, but of the living; for all live to him”.

Reason confirms revelation here. Does their love for us cease?
Does it not rather increase in purity and powend do not their
vision and understanding also increase?

“The Communion of Saints” means not only (1) love and
understanding among the blessed in Heaven and (2) love and
understanding among the redeemed on earth but also (3) love and
understanding between those two groups, the Church Militant and
the Churchlriumphant, temporarily separated by death.

What difference does this mak&¥ell, what diference does it
make to you if you believe you are being watched by a thousand
living human eyes? Multiply this consequence by millions and by the
increase in love and understanding in Heaven. Throw in literally
innumerable angels, all of them sharing mightily in Gdd¥ve and
knowledge. Then you have the difference it makes: the exponent of
infinity.

The link connecting the Church Militant with the Church
Triumphant, the link connecting Heaven and earth, is the incarnate
Christ.We participate in what Christ does, and Christ links Heaven
and earth. He is still on earth as well as in Heaven (1) by His Spirit
and (2) in His Mystical Bodythe Church, His people. Christianity
does not worship an absent Christd just as He can be on earth
even when He has gone to Heaven, so can we in Him. The cells in
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the one Body are all living cells, but only a very few of them are
living on earth.

4. Do ghosts come from heaven?

First of all, Scripture strictly forbids us to call themasgpSaul
called up the ghost of the prophet Samuel by means Yitich of
Endor's necromancyBecause of this deed, he lost his kingdom and
perhaps his soul.

The reason for the stricture is probably protection against the
danger of deception by evil spiritd/le are out of our depth, our
knowledge, and our control once we open the doors to the supernatural.
The only openings that are safe for us are the ones God has approved:
revelation, prayeHis own miracles, sacraments, and primarily Christ
Himself. He has made a straight and safe road for us from earth to
Heaven, through the dark woods of the innumerable, unknowable,
and unpredictable spiritual forces that are to us as fire to an infant or
a juggernaut to an ant. The danger is not physical but spiritual, and
spiritual danger always centers on deception. The Devil is “a liar and
the father of lies"He disguises himself “as an angel of light”.

Nevertheless, without our action or invitation, the dead often do
appear to the living. There is enormous evidence of “ghosts” in all
cultures. What are we to make of them? Surely we should not classify
the appearances of the wives of C. S. Lewis and Sh¥faiaauken,
just to take two Christian examples, as demonic?

We can distinguish three kinds of ghosts, | believe. First, the most
familiar kind: the sad ones, the wispy ones. They seem to be working
out some unfinished earthly business, or suffering some purgatorial
purification until released from their earthbusinessl' hese ghosts
would seem to be the ones who just barely made it gaRany who
feel little or no joy yet and who need to learn many painful lessons
about their past lives on earth.

Second, there are malicious and deceptive spirits and since
they are deceptive, they hardly ever appear malicious. These are
probably the ones who respond to conjuring at séances. They probably
come from Hell. Even the chance of that happening should be
sufficient to terrify away all temptation to necromancy

Third, there are the bright, happy spirits of dead friends and family
especially spouses, who appear unbidden, atQeil, not ours
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with messages of hope and love. They seem to come from Heaven.
Unlike the purgatorial ghosts who come back primarily for their own
sakes, these bright spirits come back for the sake of us the living, to
tell us all is well. They are aped by evil spirits who say the same, who
speak “peace, peace, when there is no peace.” But deception works
only one way: the fake can deceive by appearing genuine, but the
genuine never deceives by appearing fake. Heavenly spirits always
convince us that they are genuinely good. Even the bright spirits appear
ghostlike to us because a ghost of any type is one whose substance
does not belong in or come from this world. In Heaven these spirits
are not ghosts but real, solid, and substantial because they are at
home there. “One canbe a ghost in ong’own country

That there are all three kinds of ghosts is enormously liksign
taking into account our penchant to deceive and to be deceived, our
credulity and our fakerghere remain so many trustworthy accounts
of all three types of ghosts trustworthy by every ordinary empirical
and psychological standard that only a dogmatic a priori prejudice
against them could prevent us from believing they exésChesterton
says, “W believe an old apple-woman when she says she ate an
apple; but when she says she saw a ghost wé&sdyshes only an
old apple-woman.A most undemocratic and unscientific prejudice.

5. Will we have emotions in heaven?

Emotions move us; we do not move them. They are a form of
passivity We will be far more active in Heaven than we ever were
before, since our spirits (which are activity) will rule rather than being
ruled by our bodies (which are passivity). Nevertheless, we will have
bodies, therefore passivjtherefore emotions, though they will not
be at the un free whim of heredignvironment, animal instinct,
propaganda, others’ demands, and the many other forces that presently
condition us.

Even when our spirits are perfectly free, they can feel. Even now
it is the spirit that feels, not just the bodlyis a prejudice imported
from Greek philosophyot a notion found in Scripture, that feelings
should be dominated by rational thought. The center of the self which
the Greeks located in reas@tripture locates in the “heart”, that
which loves. This center is no more a feeling than it is thinking; it is
the pre functional root of botbr it is a deeper feeling and a deeper
thinking: the heart has its reasons which the reason does nat know
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But since our thinking and our feeling are equal functions of the
heart, we will retain our feeling in Heaven just as we will retain our
thinking.All our humanity is perfected, not diminished, in Heaven.

6. Will we feel sorrow in heaven for those in héell

We seem to face a dilemma here. On the one hand, Scripture
assures us that “God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes; and
there shall be no more death, neither sorraw crying, neither shall
there be any more pain: for the former things are passed’away

On the other hand, the blessed dead seem sometimes to manifest
sorrow like Mary at LaSallette, weeping for the sins of the world.
And C. S. Lewis says, “as there may be pleasures in Hell (God
shield us from them), there may be something not all unlike pains in
Heaven (God grant us soon to taste them).” What could this mean?

Might it be that the sorrow appears only during our first, purgatorial
stageAt this point the pains of separation mafeat not only the
earthly bereaved lover but also the heavenly beld&tdewis says,

“I can’t help suspecting the dead also feel the pains of separation
(and this may be one of their purgatorial suffering3yit’this would
not explain the tears of Maryho is certainly beyond Pgaitory

Might it be that the sorrow is only an appearance, like angels’
bodies, put on for our sake? But the purpose of appearance should
be to teach, not to deceive, if the appearance comes from Heaven.

To solve this problem let us look at the greatedesuf, that
which is made possible by love. The more you love, the more you
can sufer. That fact creates the following problem: Does God the
Father suffer? The affirmative answer to that question has been
declared a heresy (Patripassianigrej;how can God love us, and
remain aloof and invulnerabl&® Kierkegaard says, the unhappiness
that comes from the inability of lovers to understand each other is
infinitely more profound than that [unhappiness] of which men
commonly speak, since it strikes at the very heart of love... This
infinitely deeper grief is essentially the prerogative of the superior
in reality, it belongs to God alone... Men sometimes think that this
might be a matter of indifference to God, since he does not stand in
need of the learner [us]. But in this wedet or ratheralas! we
prove how far we are from understanding him; we forget that God
loves the learner
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The dilemma, then, is this: If God cannotfsyfhow can He
really love us? But if He can dgaf, how is He God7o answer this
question would also be to answer the question of whether and how
we can suffer in Heaven, for Heavenly children resemble their
Heavenly Father

The answer requires us to distinguish between two ingredients of
earthly love and caring, an active and a passive ingredient, that are
together in fact but distinguishable in thought. Say a parent loves a
child who has done something harmful to himsEfie parens love
speaks two words to the child. The first word, the word of active
caring for the othesays, “How could you do this to yourself Phe
second word, the word of passivity and vulnerabilsgys, “How
could you do this to me?” God loves us with the first love ,caniyl
the blessed in Heaven will love as God low's.cannot blackmail
God.We cannot make Him wring His hands by holding our breath
until we turn blue in the facele truly loves and cares, yet He is
invulnerable not by being aloof but by being supremely active, not
passive.

Perhaps the ultimate fact of all, the nature of God, the inner life of
theTrinity as a system of self-dying, self-givirRerhaps this is the
deepest reason of all for pain on earth, and the solution to the “problem
of evil”: Why does a good and loving God allow so much earthly
suffering?To train us for Heavenr’joyful sufering and to enact, to
incarnate, to manifest the ultimate law of reality on our human level:
the law of death and life, blessed self-death (no longer blessed for
fallen creatures) leading to eternal life. “All pains and pleasures we
have known on earth are early initiations in the movements of that
dance.This is the supreme joy in all existence, the joy of Godier
life of self-giving, the secret forever incomprehensible to the rebel,
angelic or human, who says “Better to reign in Hell than serve in
Heaven.”

7. Will we be free to sin in heaven?

Here is another dilemma. If we answer no, we seem to lack
something: free will. If we answer yes, we lack something else: moral
perfection. The Heavenly question thus lands us squarely into an earthly
and present issue concerning the nature of freedom and of morality
and may help us to puncture one of modermitgbst pervasive and
destructive illusions: the association of freedom with rebellion and of
obedience with unfreedom.
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Suppose we change the question so as to avoid the ambiguity of the
word freedomAre we able to sin in Heaven? If not, it seems we are
programmed and determined rather than free. If so, if temptation is
possible in Heaven, Heavenly security against sin is gone. One of the
best things to look forward to at death, say the s&ritsat “he who
has died is freed from sirf there is even a possibility of sin in Heaven,
that possibility may be actualized, for if the actualization of a possibility
is impossible, then itis not a possibility but an impossibility

How can we preserve both free will and sinlessness in Heaven?
Once again, God is our model and solution: we solve this pseudoproblem
in the same way God does. He is both free and sinless. How? Let us
judge our freedom by His, rather than vice versa.

What do we mean by “freedom™? Sometimes (1) political freedom,
freedom from tyrannyppression, or the denial of our rights; sometimes
(2) physical powerability to act, freedom from hindrance; and
sometimes (3) spiritual power to choose (“free will”). Of course we
will have all three in Heaven, but why won't we be able to sin, since
we will have free will?

Because we will also have a fourth freedom, the most important
one of all: freedom from sin, from what makes us not oursélVes.
will be free to be the true selves God designed us to be, free to be
determined by God. This determination does not remove our freedom
but is our freedom, for even now freedom is not simply indetermination;
it is freedom to be determined by final causes (purposes) rather than
efficient causes (things and events that already exist and act upon us).
Our free will means that our present is determined by our future rather
than by our past. Final causes are at present only mental pictures and
desiresTo say we are determined by final causes means that we, like
God, create by knowing; that as creative artists our knowledge
antecedes and determines the truth of its object, the work of art, rather
than conforming to its object, as scientific and empirical knowledge
does. But we are objects to God (though subjects to the world); we
too, therefore, are true only when we conform to &&dbwledge of
us, Gods artistic plan for our identityince our highest freedom means
freedom to be ourselves, we are most free when we are most obedient
to Gods will, which expresses His idea of Udis freedom and
obedience coincid@o obey God is to be free in the most radical sense:
free to be me, free from inauthenticityee from false being, free from
the alien within, not just free from the alien without, the oppressor
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This explains a paradox frequently met in earthly experience: that
at the moment of freest choice it feels most like desting at the
moment of most destined choice it feels freest. Caesaossing the
Rubicon, choosing someone to maargonversion decision - these all
feel both more free and more destined than ordinary choices. C. S.
Lewis’ explanation of this principle is that it is all of us that chooses;
nothing is left oveimherefore there is nothing in us that opposes the
choice; it is certain; it is wholly determined. But it is also wholly free
because it is wholly self-determined. The whole self chooses, the divided
will is healed.

The answer to our question, then, is that “freedom to sin” is a self-
contradictory concept. Sin is inauthenticity and freedom is authenticity;
sin is our false self and freedom is our true self Sin is part of Hell and
freedom is part of Heaven. The question cannot be resolved, only
dissolved, because it confuses Hell with Heaven.

8. What will we possess in heaven?

Nothing and everything. Saint Francig\skisi and others devoted
to poverty understand this paradox. Saint Paul speaks of “having
nothing, and yet possessing all thingsetause possessed by God:

m

“all [things] are yours; and you are Chrsstand Christ is God!

Heaven is pure communism. There is no private property in
Heaven. (Earthly communism, even when not atheistic, is another
“too-soon” mistake of Utopianism.) “In Heaven there is no ownership.

If any there took upon him to call anything his own, he would
straightway be thrust out into hell and become an evil sgtat.the
ultimate possession is the self, and if even that is given awtyng

else can be held (because there is no holder); and that is given away:
The golden apple of selfhood, thrown among the false gods, became
an apple of discord because they scrambled for it. They did not know
the first rule of the holy game, which is that every player must by all
means touch the ball and then immediately pass it@ihe found

with itin your hands is a fault; to cling to it, death. But when it flies to
and fro among the players too swift for eye to follawd the great
master Himself leads the revelyiving Himself eternally to His
creatures in the generation, and back to Himself in the sacrifice, of
theWord, then indeed the eternal dance “makes heaven drowsy with
the harmony
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As Mac Donald says, “the heart cannot hoaodly the handAs
Marcel says, the true self cannot possess or have anything because
| do not have my own body as my body has things: | am my.body

No one can possess goodness, truth, belawsy, life, light, God.
But Heaven is these things. Therefore no one can possess Heaven.
Whenever even nowwe think of truth or goodness as something
we have we become self-righteous, narramd defensivelo have
truth is to be dogmatic; to have goodness is to be proud; to have beauty
is to be vain; to have joy is to be miserable with fear of losing it. God,
| AM, pure subject, is the only Havéte cannot be had, nor can His
attributes or His Kingdom of Heaven.

Thus, we must learn detachment to enter Hed\Valy-nilly , death
detaches us from everything, even ourseM&smust learn to “die
before you dieThere is no chance aftetearning detachment from
the world, which can be possessed, is our training for learning
detachment from the desire to possess Heaven, which cannot be
possessedisked whether he thought he would possess any of his
beloved library books in Heaven, C. S. Lewis replied, “Only those |
gave away on earth.

9. Will we wear clothes in heaven?

Those who claim to have caught glimpses of Heaven report a strange
and surprising answer to this question; and the fact that so many have
said the same surprising thing without previous acquaintance with each
other lends weight to the testimoiiyey say that it is hard to classify
the blessed as either clothed or nakedothed, it is as if the clothing
were a part of the bodgn oganic growth, rather than an accidental,
foreign covering: it reveals rather than conceals, and it is natural and
necessary rather than artificial aaatidental. If naked, it is shameless
and not arousing erotic desires. It is not the result of “nakihg”,
process of taking off the clothes that in our present state are natural,
thus attaining a state of nudity that is (in our present state) unnatural.
(Nudist camps are not "natural”)

The principle behind the naturalness of Heavenly clothing is the
overcoming of the distinction between appearance and relality
Heaven, light reigns; we know and are kno®@n. earth, shadows
reign, reality hides behind appearances as a mercy to fallen and
weakened eye¥Ve need the double-lensed sunglasses of reason
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and faith to know truth now; in Heaven we shall see the truth naked
and direct. When reality appears and no longer hides, so will we.

The clothing of Heaven is described in Scripture as “white
garments.” White is the color of light. Light reveals. On earth, clothes
partly conceal and partly reveal, just as language tioeleaven all
is revealed. “Nothing is hid that shall not be made manifest.”

Here, truth is aletheia, overcoming of Lethe: forgetfulness,
appearance, concealment. So clothing hides the, landythe truth
about the body is reached by unveiling, naking. In Heaven, the truth
will be in the appearances (fully revealed, fully apparent), so the truth
of the resurrection body will be revealed in its clotifesthe Son
perfectly expresses the Fathelothes will express the body

Our heavenly clothes may express our earthly story and success.
Socrates will have his philosopierobe. Heroes will wear the clothes
associated with their heroisdesus will wear His crown of thorns.
Each thorn will be a diamond.

10. Are there animals in heaven?

The simplest answer is: Why not? How irrational is the prejudice
that would allow plants (green fields and flowers) but not animals
into HeavenMuch more reasonable is C.S. Lewis’ speculation that
we will be “between the angels who are our elder brothers and the
beasts who are our jesters, servants, and playfellows.” Scripture
seems to confirm this: “thy judgments are like the great deep; man
and beast thou savest, O Lordriimals belong in the “new earths
much as trees.

C. S. Lewis supposes that animals are saved “in” their masters,
as part of their extended fami@nly tamed animals would be saved
in this way It would seem more likely that wild animals are in Heaven
too, since wildness, otherness, not-mine-ness, is a proper pleasure
for us.The very fact that the seagull takes no notice of me when it
utters its remote, lonely call is part of its glory

Would the same animals be in Heaven as on earth? “Is my dead
cat in Heaven?Again, why not? God can raise up the very grass;
why not cats? Though the blessed have better things to do than play
with pets, the better does not exclude the le$§erwere meant
from the beginning to have stewardship over the animwald)ave
not fulfilled that divine plan yet on earth; therefore it seems likely that
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the right relationship with animals will be part of Heaven: proper
“petship”. And what better place to begin than with already petted
pets?

11. Is there music in heaven?
First of all, the Bible says so.

Secondlygreat earthly music is particularly Heaverdysign or
pointer beyond itself to Heaven. What was dimly suggested in all
earthly music that moved us so much that the ancients necessarily
ascribed it not to men but to gaptgldesses, the nine Muses is precisely
Heavenly music. That is why we were moved here; it reminded us
of There, which is our home.

Third, it may well be in music that the world was creaded,that
music is the original language. Spoken poetry is to music what prose
is to poetryPoetry is not ornamented prose, and music is not
accompanied poetryrose is ossified poetgnd poetry is half of
music. It is not that music is in Heaven; Heaven is in music. Heaven
is “the region where there is only life, and therefore all that is not
music is silence.” Heaven is both silent, like the contemplative mystic,
and full of sound, like a dance or a symphony

12. How big is heaven?

The very nature of space, and therefore of size, changes in Heaven.
Meaning determines size, rather than size, meaning.

The New Jerusalem’'measures are symbolic, not physical.

Heaven is big enough so that billions of races of billions of saved
people are never crowded, yet small enough so that no one gets lost
or feels lonelyAnd we can travel anywhere in Heaven simply by
will.

13. Is heaven serious or funny?

The very distinction is too funny to take seriouslye distinction
between humor and seriousness is strictly eartidye on earth,
much humor is “comic relief “ from the grim business of “real” life.
But in Heaven, humor is high seriousness. It is the inner secret of
God and the blessed.

Even on earth, saints play with their lives in the most outrageous
way. SaintThomas More ended his life with a bad joke, telling the
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axman “please do not chop my beard in two; ithas not committed
treason.’Jesus has the most perfect sense of humor Walilo not
often see it, because we think of humor as jokes. But the most perfect
humor is in the very situation itself, especially irpimg contrast
between appearance and realibyet him who is without sin among
you be the first to throw a stone at hisrirony. It could be more
clumsily and directly rendered, v judgmental fools are worse than
that adulteress - taking out splinters with logs in your eyid®fe is
great irony in the Sermon on the Mount: “Consider the lilies of the
field... they toil not, neither do they spAnd yet | say unto you;hat

even Solomon in all his glory was not arrayed like one of these.” In
other words, “Yu're sillier than the lilieswho do you think you are
anyway? GodHe’ll take as good care of you as the lilies, won't
he?"There is irony in “Yu search the scriptures, because you think
that in them you have eternal life; and it is they that bear witness to
me.”That is, “You're trying to read the sign as if it pointed to itself”

It is the same irony as Pilate"What is truth?’asTruth stands in
front of him. Finally there is Jesugonic remark to Nicodemus, who
cannot understand being “born again” and asks whether he must
return to his mothés womb: “Are you a teacher of Israel and yet
you do not understand this?bu experts know everything except
what it's all about.

Jesus is our best indicator of Heaven, and if there is humor in
Jesus, there is humor in Heaven. Jesus is the manifestation of the
Father and if there is humor in the personality of the Son, there is
humor in the personality of the Fathiéor some reason, people think
of the Persons of thEinity as lacking personalifyas nebbishes. In
fact, the three fullest personalities in all reality are the Father
Son, and the Spirit. They are characters! They designed ostriches,
for goodnesssake (literally)And supreme joke us.

Many of the resuscitated perceive and share Heavenly humor
even Gods laughter at repented anddimen sins\We can laugh only
when we are free, detached. The saint can laugh at life in his
martyrdom, and once freed from sin (but not till then) we can laugh
even at sin in Heaven. Detachment is necessary for hAmarin
Heaven there is perfect detachment, even from self (ek-stasis,
“standing-outside-oneself’) Therefore in Heaven there is perfect
humor

132

Eschatology

The saint and the clown share the secret of lghigyunion between
the two meanings of “light”: truth (opposite of falsehood and darkness)
and levity (opposite of gravity and heaviness). Saints levitate! Body
follows spirit.

But Heavenly humor is not the opposite of seriousness, only of
joyless seriousness. Saints, mystics, and the resuscitated take
life more seriously than others do. Everything gains an infinite
importance, an “eternal weight of gldryoy is a serious matter too
good to be wasted on jokes. The saint does not usually tell jokes,
because he does not need to, to relieve the joylessness, to relieve
sadness, to distract from the hegnactical world. “Joy is the serious
business of Heaven.”

14. Why wont we be bored in heaven?

Because we are with God, and God is infinite. never come to
the end of exploring Him. He is new every d&gcause we are
with God, and God is eterndlime does not pass (a condition for
boredom); it just isAll time is present in eternifys all the events of
the plot are present in an auttsomind.There is no waiting.Because
we are with God, and God is love. Even on earth, the only people
who are never bored are lovers.

PETER KREEFT
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Chapter 11

Omega Point Theory of
Chardin

The concept of the Omega Point in science and
religion discussions was introduced by Jesuit paleontologist
PierreTeilhard de Chardin (1881-1955) as a reference
to Christ as the final goal of the evolutionary process.
The Omega Pointheory inspired by the language of
Teilhard, is quite distinct fronieilhards original idea.
This theory was put forward by physicist and
mathematician Frankipler in a series of articles in the
late 1980s and popularized in his 1994 bobk Physics
of Immotality. Tipler theorizes that all matter will
converge to an infinite all-knowing point at the end of a
closed universe and that this point to which the universe
is moving is the Omega Point. This Omega Point is the
“god” that necessarily exists but is not the personal God
of traditional theism.

1. Teilhard’s Gnosis: Cosmogenesis

Pierre Teilhard de Chardin was a Jesuit priest-
theologian and a distinguished geologist-paleontologist,
who was born in France in 1881 and died in N@nk
City in 1955. Following teaching posts in Paris and Cairo,
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he was assigned to China for many years. In Chgithard became
imbued with a vision of working to build the future.

By the future he meant more than the building up of the physical
world; he envisaged the irreversible ascent, throughswatiective
efforts materially and mentallyo reach what he called the Omega
Point. ForTeilhard the Omega was the cosmic apex, the Christ who
was the Spirit of the Earth. He began writing out his idezifhard the
scientist began to view the cosmos as a holistic entity in process. The
foundation of his ideas is scientific, based on the principles of geological
and biological evolutionTeilhard the theologian intermixed these
evolutionary cosmic concepts with Christian creedal theoRegause
of these innovative efforts he was considered subversive and so he
was silenced by th¥atican throughout much of his adult life. His
works, written over a period from 1924 to 1955, were only published
after his death.

This essay will deal mainly only with those aspect$eaithards
cosmosgenesis theory that are based on the rationale of geological and
biological evolutionAlthough the essay will certainly consideilhards
cosmological and ontological ideas, it will aoldress his religious creedal
theories.

The main thrust dfeilhards gnosis was a foundational understanding
of the Universe, which was expressed in his theory of Cosmogenesis.
According toTeilhard, the universe is no longer to be considered a
static orderbut rather a universe in proce8sad it is a continuing,
upslope trajectory of evolution thigilhard declares a cosmogenesis.
The process dfeilhard’s holistic cosmos is broken into the following
categories: thgVithout andwithin of things; the evolution of matter
life, consciousness; and the Omega Point.

The world without consists of inganic and aganic matter_ooking
at elemental mattefeilhard notes that the characteristic of minerals
have “chosen a road which closed them prematurely in upon
themselves.” He calls this condensed makgentually in order to
develop, molecules of an innate structure have in some way to get out
of themselves.

They do.Teilhard observes that atoms aggregate, in geometrical
patterns, into simple groups, then int “Aomplex groupings. This is
crystallization. During this crystallizing state of elemental maidhard
observes that ergyy was constantly being releas€te earths enegy
became capable of building up “carbonates, hydrates, and nitrates.”
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This led to polymerization, in which molecular particles “group
themselves and exchange position,” thus developing into “larger and
more complex” organic compounds.

Teilhard considers the earghearly inoganic and aganic
developments to be “two inseparable facets of one and the same telluric
operation. Teilhards refrain to this is boggling: “In the world, nothing
could ever burst forth as final across the different thresholds
successively traversed by evolution which has not already existed in
an obscure and primordial wayeilhard believes that there i8\éthin
in the heart of things!

Teilhard specifically stresses that Wvéhin is used to “denote the
psychic fact of that portion of the stuff of the cosmos enclosed from
the beginning of time within the narrow scope of the early earth.” The
exterior world is lined with an interior one! He links tki&thin with
enfoldment. He notes that the very individualization of the earth suggests
that a “certain mass of elementary consciousness was originally
imprisoned in the matter of the eartiéilhard is alluding to a kind of
embedded cosmic intelligence or encoded information.

Moving from inanimate mattethe next step ifeilhard’s cosmic
process is the outburst of life. The cell is the “natural granule of life.”
The cell merges “qualitatively and quantitatively” into a multitude of
living and even more complex individualized and personalized forms.
In the cell,Teilhard believes that “we have...the suffthe universe
reappearing once again with all its characteristics...only this time it has
reached a higher rung of complexitand thus has advanced “still
further in interiority i.e. in consciousnessTeilhard labels this vast
network of living creatures the biosphere.

This biosphere, this advancing network of life, has thus far resulted
in the culminating development of mavith the advent of maigeilhard
believes that cosmic evolution has finally become conscious of itself...at
least on this planet, which is woven into the cosmic whi@ihard
opines that the destiny of man is to culminate into a consciousness of
the species.

This consciousness of mankind will ultimately become the “thinking
layer of the earth,” whicfieilhard calls the noosphere.

Cosmic evolution will not cease with the noosph@edhard does
not consider the human species to be the epitome of the universe;
rather he believes that Nature provides us with yet another evolutionary
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opening...that of a “super-soul above our souls.” The whole “gigantic
psycho-biological operation” of cosmic evolution points toward a “mega-
synthesis” of all the thinking elements of the earth forcing an entree
into the realm of the super-human.

Teilhard refers to the supbuman as the Omega Point. It is, for
him, the apex of cosmic evoluticreilhard, scientifically speaking, can
only imagine what the reality of Omega might be like...a pure conscious
enegy. Teilhard proclaims this cosmic eggralmost in the mode of
poetry “In the discovery of the sidereal world, so vast that it seems to
do away with all proportion between our own being and the dimensions
of the cosmos around us, only one reality seems to survive and be
capable of succeeding and spanning the infinitesimal and the immense:
enepy... that floating, universal entity from which all emes and into
which all falls back as into an ocean; gyerthe new spirit; engy...the
new god.”

Now | would like to move more deeply infeilhards model of the
cosmic process. The structural outline of this model is as follows: the
Ground ofAll Existence; Matter; Consciousness; and the Co8jax.

The Ground oAll Existence:The stuf of the universe, according
to Teilhard, necessarily has a “double aspect to its structure.” By this,
he means that in every region of time and space, the stuff of the universe
has an inner aspect of itself: “co-extensive with téihout, there is
aWithin to things.”

At the very depths of the ground of all existeri@ihard believes
that there exists a special egperFor Teilhard, “somehow or other
there must be a single energy operating in the world” that holds
everything together

Teilhard talks of an interdependent ayyelbetween thiVithin and
theWithout; he believes that this eggiis “psychic” in nature, but that
it is divided into two distinct components: a tangential energy and a
radial enagy. Teilhard believes that tangential egetlinks an element
with all others of the same ordeRadial enggy draws an element
towards “ever greater complexity and centriityhich for Teilhard
means spiritual perfection.

This psychic, radial engy follows whafTeilhard coins the Cosmic
Law of Complexity-Consciousneskeilhard explains it thus: “if the
universe, regarded sidereallyin process of spatial expansion (from
the infinitesimal to the immense), in the same way and still more clearly
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it presents itself to us, physico-chemicallg in process of ganic
involution upon itself (from the extremely simple to the extremely
complex)...and, moreovhis particular involution of complexity is
experimentally bound up with a correlative increase in interiorization,
that is to say in the psyche or consciousness.”

Matterlnanimate anénimate:Teilhard considers that matter has
three faces: pluralifyinity, enegy. Our sensory experience, as it pursues
the depths, the minuteness of matbeeaks down into an abstraction.
The world becomes blurred in its pluraliéynd yet, sayJeilhard, the
more we artificially (through instruments) observe mattex more
“insistently it proclaims its fundamental unityhe realm of the atom
is co-extensive with that of every other atom. There is a “collective
unity” bonded by engly. Each element of the cosmos is positively
woven from all the others. There is no dichotomy in this universe.

Teilhard states that “Everything, in some extremely attenuated
extension of itself, has existed from the very fireilhard uses a
marvelous term to explain this: cosmic embryogenesis. This cosmic
embryo implies developmenthough referring to the eartheilhard
could be commenting on cosmogensis. The “earth...is passing through
a consecutive series of moving equilibria; and...in all probability it is
tending towards some final state. It has a birth, a development, and
presumably a death ahead.”

The ascent of life is an exciting expression of this cosmogenesis.
Coming from the point of view of biologyeilhard declares that “there
is an ascent of life that is invincible.” There is movement within life at
all levels; andreilhard detects certain characteristic attitudes in this
movementThey are profusion, indérence, and ingenuity

Life is a milieu of unlimited multiplicatiorccepting the concepts
of Darwinian evolution, still prevalent in his d&gilhard admits that
“milliards of germs and millions of adults jostling, shoving and devouring
one another fight for elbow room and for the best and largest living
space.’And the individual unit of life seems to count for little in the
process at this statedmitting that there appears to be a lot of ferocity
and wasteTeilhard submits that underlying all this is a certdiigiehcy
in the struggle for life. “By reckless self-reproduction life takes its
precautions against mishap. It increases its chances of survival and at
the same time multiplies its chances of progreBsilhard believes
that groping...or grasping...is directed change.
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There is an ingenuity in all this gropifigilhard declares. Pervading
life tries out all the paths, it mutates, and eventually it accumulates in
“stable and coherent aggregates.” This is reflective of cleverness. Not
only does life “invent” itself, but it has to “design” itself. Life also
ramifies, expanding into natural hierarchial units. Even early on there is
the intimation of information, of intelligence in the process of
cosmogenesis.

This wonderful groping, grasping movement, at least on this planet,
has led to the globalization of life, a “living substance spread over the
earth.” ForTeilhard, this stage of the cosmic process has culminated
into the “unity of the biosphere that lies beyond the plurality and essential
rivalry of individual beings.”

What lies ahead? Foeilhard it is the development of consciousness.

ConsciousnessTeilhard stresses a sense of building-up, of an
accumulation of a cosmic reflective nature. He puts it thus: “Under the
free and ingenious effort of successful intelligences, something...
irreversibly accumulates...and is transmitted, at least collectively by
means of education, down the course of ages.”

On earth, the human person, individuadiyd mankind collectively
represent cosmic consciousness at its present stage of development.
Teilhard declares “man as a definite turning paintypgrading of the
cosmic process towards consciousness. But hendbesnsider man
separate from Nature. “Man emerged from a general groping of the
world. He was born a direct lineal descendent from a total effort of
life, so that the species has an axial value and a pre-eminent.dignity

Teilhard believes that man may be pivotal in this cosmogenic outreach
towards greater consciousness. Humankind collectsajgleilhard,
is in a “state of continuous additive growth, in numbers and inter-
connections.” It is becoming more “tightly concentrated upon itself.”

Teilhard calls for a push toward a new dimension of cosmic reality
He calls for the human collectivity to erect a “sphere of mutually
reinforced consciousness, the seat, support and instrument of super-
vision and super-ideas.” Mankind has to build the noosphere!

Optimistic, Teilhard believes that the human collectivity has already
made some progress towards achieving the construction of the
noosphereleilhard puts it thus: “In every past generation true seekers,
those by vocation or profession, are to be found, but in the past they
were no more than a handful of individuals, generally isolated, and of a
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type that was virtually abnormal. But todaw fields embracing every
aspect of physical matidife and thought, the research workers are to
be numbered in the hundreds of thousands, and they no longer work in
isolation but in teams endowed with penetrative powers. Research...is
in process of becoming a majandeed the principal, function of
humanity’ Teilhard definitely believes that humanity is “cerebralizing”
itself, and slowly but surely building the noosphere, which for himis a
“stupendous thinking machine.”

If a successful noogenesis comes to fullness, it will move and have
its being within that greater dimension of reality: the Cogxpix.

The Cosmi@pex: Teilhard has a repository of labels for this greater
dimension of reality: super-soul, the hyper-personal, the Evolutionary
All, and the Omega Point.

Teilhard expresses himself poetically about the cosmic apex: “Omega,
He towards whom all converges, is concurrently He from whom all
radiates. Impossible to place him as a focus at the summit of the universe,
without at the same time diffusing his presence in the intimate heart of
the smallest movement of evolutioif€ilhard believes that this most
mysterious of the cosmic energies is the “attraction which is exercised
upon each conscious element by the center of the universe.” This is
indeed the attraction “IWhom all things hold togethér

What orWho is this Cosmic Centethis UniversalAttractor?
Teilhards feeling is that at the “head of Cosmogenesis there stands a
Pole, not simply of attraction but obnsolidation.” It is an “inclusive
Center in which everything is gathered togethwith the power to
grow greaterwithout distortion or loss of continuity

ForTeilhard, the Cosmi&pex is Holy Intelligence!

Cosmic CharacteristicThere are certain characteristics that can
be discerned fronTeilhard’s cosmic modelThey are Order
Intelligence, Personalization, Creativigynd a sense of Holiness.

Teilhard considers that order underlies the form and movement of
the cosmic process. He believes that a special cosmic energy holds
the All together and that this cosmic emgr follows a cosmic law
Teilhard calls this universal law the Cosmic Law of Complexity-
Consciousnes3eilhard’s law incorporated within his perceptions of
geological and biological evolution, encompasses an organic cosmic
evolution (and involution) which is proportionately correlative with an
increase in consciousness (interiority).
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Now there is somethinthat drives the cosmic proce3gilhard
calls it an Intelligence. He considers cosmic intelligence to be that
“growth of powers oforesight and inventioprompting and guiding a
planned rebound of evolution.” Intelligence, T@ilhard, is free and
ingenious, it is something that is transmitted and accumuleithrd
believes that the level of conscious intelligence is steadily
rising...particularly by means of the human brdwilhard declares
that this is a universe that is acquiring a personality!

Inferring that there is a fundamental cosmic intelligefeéhard
puts it thus: “From the moment when Evolution (the evolving cosmos)
begins to think itself it can no longer live with or further itself except by
knowing itself to be irreversible...an irreversible rise towards the
personal.”

Teilhard demonstrates through the collective transformations of the
evolving cosmos that progress towards individualization has taken place.
“The more highly each phylum became charged with psychism, the
more it tended to granulate. The animal grew in value in relation to the
species. Finally at the level of man the phenomenon gathers new power
and takes definite shap®lith the human person, endowed by
personalization...the cell has become someone.”

Evolution, howeveris an ascent towards higher and higher
complexity and consciousnessilhard believes that there is more...that
there is more beyond maleilhard claims there is a kind of resonance,
aresonance to tdl. He claims that there seems to be an “expectation
and awareness of a Great Presence. Like the genetic coding of the
plant, animal, or human, it is as if there is coded into the cosmos the
intuited promise of its ultimate form,sAhead, its Personhood.

Theoreticallyfor Teilhard, there is a Knower cosmic Knowea
cosmic Person, a cosmic Player felt to be one with all that is known.
This cosmic Knower is pure emggr It is Intelligence. It is Conscious.

It is a PersonThis Knower according td'eilhard, is also creative!

About this creative Cosmic KnoweFeilhard talks in terms of
“creative transformation.” He does not believe that creation was a
“periodic intrusion of the First Cause,” rather “it is an act co-extensive
with the whole duration of the universe.” Referring to the Cosmic
Knower as “God” in the following statemeiigilhard continues. “God
has been creating ever since the beginning of time, and seen from
within, his creation (even his initial creation) takes the forna of
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transformation. Participated being is not introduced in batches which
are differentiated later as a result of a non-creative modification: God
is continually breathing new being into us.”

There is little doubt thafeilhard considers this pure eggrthis
active Intelligence, this Cosmic Knowwrhich is the Cosmi&pex, as
Holy. It is also arhhead!

Teilhards cosmic paradigm shows a steady process which points in
the direction of thdhead As Teilhard said, “the universe is no longer
an Order but a Process. The Cosmos has become a Cosmogenesis.”
For Teilhard the long dreamed-of-higher life, that which has been
considered as hqglyad hitherto been soughibove now directs itself
toward theAhead.

Teilhards cosmic model also suggests thatAhead has existed
since the foundation of the cosmdkeAhead is present in the cyclical
process of the universéhe Ahead is pure, active intelligence from
which all that is manifest in the cosmos confégmAhead acts upon
universal matteboth animate and inanimate. It acts through a kind of
“spirit,” an inwardness in consciousness. It enfolds information into the
many explicate levels of consciousness, into all of TifeeAhead is
both the Ground oAll Existence and the beckoning Cosnipex.
TheAhead is botlAlpha and Omega simultaneously

Now Humanity is a pilgrim in this cosmic process. What are the
implications for humanity ifieilhards cosmic vision?

ImplicationsAn aspect of the cosmic entityumanity walks down
the evolutionary path, grasping and growing, making mistakes but yet
achieving masterjHumanity is body and mind, manifest and unmanifest.
Humanity is not whole, but knows that it can be Whole. Humanity is a
great mystenyin humanitys immediate world there is evil and evolution.
There is ignorance along with consciousness and creaivitywar
and destruction accompany the construction of civilization. Keeping
these paradoxes in mind, how can the acceptari@liofrd’s cosmic
vision modify humanitys circumstances and mindset?

Teilhard addresses the place and part of evil in the cosmic process.
To begin,Teilhard describes what he considers to be tHerdiit
categories of evil: The Evil of Disorder and Failure is engendered by a
cosmic process that is groping, taking chances, and making choices.
The Evil of Decomposition, which is sickness and corruption, results
from some “unhappy chance,” and death, which exists because of the
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“indispensable condition of the replacement of one individual by another
along a phyletic stemThe Evil of Solitude andnxiety is basically the
great anxiety of a “consciousness wakening up to reflectiord’the

Evil of Growth is that which is symbolically suffered in the “pangs of
childbirth.”

Teilhard especially considers that the deeply engrained notion of
original sin “translates, personifies...the perennial and universal law of
imperfection which operates in mankind in virtue of its being in the
process of becoming.” Salvation beckongtithard, precisely because
evil (disorder) is perceived to be caused, because the creature... along
with the cosmos...is in process. He believes that once this perception
is fully understood, than we will be able to comprehend the other side
of this evil.Teilhard notes that “Evil, in all its forms...injustice, inequality
suffering, death...ceases theoretically to be outrageous from the moment
when Evolution becoming a Genesis... displays itself as the...price of
an immense triumph.” Then life on this planet will no longer seem a
“meaningless prison,” but rather the “matrix in which our unity is being
forged.”

ForTeilhard, the tragic, real evil in this life occurs when humanity
fails to acquire a sense of the true value of the univéesthard
portends that for the “man who sees nothing at the end of the world,
nothing higher than himself, (than) daily life can only be filled with
pettiness and boredom.”

The way beyond the ignorance, foeilhard, is basically an
individuation procesdeilhard opines that the human ego must make
the pilgrimage into Self. He says it thus: “my ego must subsist through
abandoning itself or the gift will fade away he gift is the Self. It is
the “very center of our consciousness...that is the essence which
Omega, ifitis to be truly Omega, must reclaiffeilhard is not asking
the human ego to self-destruct; ratlgrclimbing to a higher level of
consciousness the ego becomes gr&dtermore the ego is connected
with a sense of cosmic insight, the more it finds its true Self...and via
the Self the more connected humanity becomes with the Cosmic Mind.

To be fully ourselves, according Teilhard, we must head in the
direction of “convegence with all the rest...towards the othete
puts it grandly: “The peak of ourselves, the acme of our originelity
not our individuality but our person; and according to the evolutionary
structure of the world, we can only find our person by uniting together
There is no mind without synthesis.”
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The dangeror the evil, is not so much the ego as it is egocentrism!
Teilhard denotes that egocentrism (or egoism) confuses “individuality
with personality’ Becoming separate, the ego “individualizes itself.” It
is a fatal move, it is regressive. It seeks “to drag the world backwards
towards plurality and into mattér

ForTeilhard, the point of the individuation process, or being open to
universal insight, is to further the evolution of cosmic (and human)
consciousness and creativity

Teilhard believes that there is an enfolded creative Intelligence
within the depths of the cosmos...and that every aspect of human
experience can be affected by this creative Intelligence, mainly via a
“breakthrough” experience.

For Teilhard this special breakthrough creativity is an “act co-
extensive with the whole duration of the universe.” This creativity
takes the form of a transformationeilhard calls it a “creative
transformation” that brings real emancipation. “It puts an end to the
paradox and the stumbling-block of mattefor Teilhard this
transformation, this “growth of powers of foresight and invention,”
can prompt and guide the evolutionary process.

This special creativity is also part and parcelaithards vision
of the noosphere. Now rather than again looking once again at
Teilhard’s vision from the perspective of the cosmic process, it may
be more fruitful to examine the noosphere from the angle of how
humanity directly contributes to and benefits from its development.

According toTeilhard, what is really going on in the buildin ithe
noosphere is the “super organization of matter itself,” and this is done
via human collectivisation...collective cooperation! Usiaghardian
language: the “process cannot achieve stability until, over the entire
globe, the human quantum has not merely closed the circle upon
itself... but has become organically totalized.” Only through
collectivization (collective cooperation) can humanity achieve this total,
planetary development of the noosphere. It cannot be built by people
who think only of themselves; yet every person “on earth shares, in
(hirself), in the universal heightening of consciousness.”

The resurrection of the Body
ForTeilhard, faith inChristis the conviction that the cosmic process
is tending to a final state in which all persons are saved. Salvation is
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the recovery and perfection of what is most personal in every human
(PHEN: 260-64; FUT175).

Teilhard often writes about this salvation in psychological terms
(e.g., in terms of consciousness). But he also talks in biological terms
about the passage through the critical point (F&1).

He writes: “Is the Kingdom oBod a big family?Yes, in a sense
itis. Butin another sense itis a prodigious biological operation - that
of the Redeeming Incarnation” (PHEN: 293)

On this viewthere is no reason to oppose the psychological to the
biological.

Human cognition is a biological computation running in every cell
in the body at the molecular level.

The psychology of an individual human body is recovered and
perfected when the biological program that was running on that body
is recovered and perfected. The recovery and perfection of an
individual body-program is the resurrection of the hotlye
resurrection of the body is obviously not the revival of a corpse. Itis
the translation of the body-program into a new medium.

The resurrection of the body has long been associated with the
disembodiment and re-embodiment of the sdulong tradition
identifies the soul with the form of the body (#eistotle, DeAnima,
412a5-412b21Aquinas,Summa Theologicd&art 1, Q 78-84).

We may follow this tradition: the form of the body is the form of
the biological computation running in every cell in that body at the
molecular level. The soul may be identified with the body-program,
as several important Christian thinkers have done (Hick, 1976: ch.
15; Reichenbach, 1978; Polkinghorne, 1985: 180-81; Madkay).

Barrow andTipler explicitly identify the soul with the body-
program: an intelligent being - or more generallyy living creature
- is fundamentally a type of computethe really important part of a
computer is not the particular hardware, but the program; we may
even say that a human being is a program designed to run on particular
hardware called a human bodypding its data in very special types
of data storage devices called DNA molecules and nerve cells.

The essence of a human being is not the body but the program
which controls the body defining the soul to be a type of program
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has much in common withristotle andAquinas’definition of the
soul as “the form of activity of the body”.

A living human being is a representation of a definite program
rather than the program itself. In principle, the program corresponding
to a human being could be stored in many different forms. (Barrow
andTipler, 1986: 659)

For Barrow and ipler (and especially foTipler), a particular
human individual is resurrected when its body-program begins to run
on the material super-computer formed duringBlgeCrunch

Tipler refers to an exact simulation as an emulation.

He says: “the physical mechanism of individual resurrection is the
emulation of each and every long-dead person - and their worlds - in
the computers of the far future”

Of course, our emulations in the computers of the far future need
not suffer and die as we do on Earth. They can be improved. They
can live indefinitelyTheir lives can be guided into sugarmman forms
and then into forms of ever higher complexifyiey can become
infinitely complex (Barrow andipler, 1986: 659-61).

Since the end of the universe B Crunchdoes not seem
likely, however theBarrow-Tipler theory of resurrection does not
seem likely eitherAnd even if aBig Crunchwere likely Teilhard
would not agree that we will be resurrected by emulation on any
future material machinedll material machines have limits. For
Teilhard, the future of intelligence lies beyond the material.

According to my computational interpretation Béilhard, a
particular human individual is resurrected when its body-program
begins to be realized by some network of machines iplérema

The realization of a body-program by some network of machines
in thepleromais the resurrection bodyf this is right, then our
resurrection bodies are purely informational. They are spiritual bodies.
They are theomapneumatikorof St. Paul (1 Corinthians 15).
Although they are not material, they are still physical. These bodies
are likely to evolve into posthuman forms.

For example, they may evolve into forms like Moragdaush
robots (1988: 102-108; 2000: 150-54). Moravec observes that a human
body has a recursive sticks-on-sticks pattern. The body has a level O
stick (the chest).
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At each free end, the level O stick sprouts two sticks at level 1
(arms and legsit each free end, the level 1 sticks sprout five sticks
at level 2 (fingers and toes). This pattern can be regularized and
extendedA bush robot starts with a level O stiék.each free end,
each level n stick sprouts 2 (n+1) sticks at level n+1.

Just as our fingers are shorter and thinner than our arms, so the
sticks at each level are shorter and thinner

8. The Universality of the Resurrection

Teilhard believed that human life and intelligence would break
free from the constraints of material realization and become spiritual.

On this account, our descendants here on Earth will evolve to the
cosmic level (the sixth epoch). One might object that such a future
does not look very likely for humanitiAumanity is one species on
one planet orbiting one star

The odds are that humanity will fail before translating itself into
thepleroma And even if our descendants become spiritual bodies,
we and our ancestors are likely to be dead.

We need an gument that we will be resurrected no matter what
happens to the Earth.

Teilhard often dfrms the existence of many extra-terrestrial
civilizations (PHEN: 286; FUT90-117; Teilhard 1974: 36-44)\Ne
can argue that if any civilization becomes cosmic (if it enters
thepleromg), then every human will be saved.

The argument goes like this:

1. the emergence of some cosmic civilization is probable in the future
of our universe

2. acosmic civilization will be able to simulate all civilizations with
lesser intelligence

3. a cosmic civilization is obligated both by ethics and its desire for
omniscience to simulate all lesser civilizations (Bgéer, 1988:
44;Tipler, 1995: 245-50)

4. a cosmic civilization is sensitive to its ethical and epistemic
obligations

5. therefore, a cosmic civilization will simulate all less complex
civilizations and will also guide their evolution to the cosmic level.
If human civilization is less complex, it follows that
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6. acosmic civilization will simulate human civilization and will guide
its evolution to the cosmic level. This is one of the scenarios
contemplated in Bostrom’'well-known simulation @ument
(2003).

If our future descendants (or the members of some other cosmic
civilization) break through into theleroma they will be able to
recover every past intelligent living thing by the brute force simulation
of all programs (see Moravec, 1988: 122-Bipler, 1995: 220).

Hence they will run our body-programs again and resurrect our
bodies.

9. The Omega Point
9.1 The Omega Point as a Universaluring Machine
Teilhard agues that the universe is congent (PHEN: 259).

World-history conveges to a final state. He refers to this state as
the Omega Poinfccording toTeilhard, the souls of humans somehow
meet in the far future at the Omega Point (PHEN: 272).

Barrow andipler offer a computational interpretationTailhards
idea. They say the soul is the body-program and that the Omega
Point is a super-computer formed in the Big Crunch at the end of
time.

Tipler (1995: 249-50) is explicit: “the Omega Point in Its
transcendence is in essence a self-programming univiausal
machine, with a literal infinity of memory

To say that all souls meet at tBenega Points just to say that
theOmega Pointuns all possible human body-programs.

| agree with Barrow andlipler that the Omega Point is a super
computer that runs all possible human body-programs. But | do not
believe the Omega Point is formed in some Big Crunch at the end of
time. Ratherl think of the Omega Point as the final or goal state of
thepleroma

Teilhard interprets th®mega Poinin both Christian and
pantheistic terms.

At the Omega Point, “as St. Paul tells Gedshall be all in all.
This is indeed a superior form of ‘pantheism’... the expectation of a
perfect unity steeped in which each element will reach its
consummation at the same time as the universe” (PHEN: 294)
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Teilhard defends himself against the deathat such pantheism

is non-Christian: to put an end once and for all to the fears of
“pantheism”, constantly raised by certain upholders of traditional
spirituality as regards evolution, how can we fail to see that, in the
case of a converging universe such as | have delineated, far from
being born from the fusion and confusion of the elemental centers it
assembles, the universal center of unification (precisely to fulfill its
motive, collective and stabilizing function) must be conceived as pre-
existing and transcendent.

A very real “pantheism” if you like... but an absolutely legitimate
pantheism - for if, in the last resort, the reflective centers of the
world are effectively “one witlsod', this state is obtained not by
identification God becoming all) but by the differentiating and
communicating action of loveGpdall in everyone)And that is
essentially orthodox and Christian. (PHEN: 309-310)

Teilhard’s synthesis of Christianity and pantheism has a remarkably
clear and elegant computational interpretation.

Thepleromais a network of infinitely complex computers. | have
suggested that each computer is an accelerating univiarsag
machine with infinite memory (an AUTM). Just as an infinite set
contains infinitely many infinite subsets, soAdTM can exactly
simulate infinitely many othekUTMs.

It exactly simulates them by running them as sub-programs. Each
of these sub-programs is a virtual machine. | have said that each
resurrection body has the power ofAdTM. Accordingly while
running its own body-program, each resurrection body can also
exactly simulate every other resurrection body by running it as a sub-
program (as a virtual body).

We might say that every resurrection body runs all the others in
its imagination (see Moravec, 1988: 178-79).

Each resurrection body is conscious of itself as itself while it is
conscious of the others as othérommunity ofAUTMs in which
each exactly simulates every other is one in which all persons formally
interpenetrate. Each person is in every other person as a living image
(avirtual machine). Each person is a mirror in which every other person
is perfectly reflected.

But all these persons are distinct programs.
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9.2 The Omega Point as a self-representative System

Teilhard has gued for an increase in self-reference (involution)
and self-representation (interiority) at every stage of evolution.

Thus, we can interpret the Omega Point as the maximum of self-
representation. It is a perfectly self-representative system. Such a
perfectly self-representative system was described by Josiah Royce,
who referred to it as th&ébsolute Self.

If this is right, therileilhards Omega Points Royces Absolute
Self.

To motivate his theory of thibsolute Self, Royce uses the notion
of a perfect map of England, located within England (1899: 502-
507). Suppose there is a perfect map of England inscribed on the
surface of England.

Since this map is located at a place P in England, there must be a
place Pon the map that representsThe map must contain a
representation of itself. There is a part of the map that is a perfect
copy of the whole mag\nd of course, since this copy is perfect, there
is a part of the copy that is a perfect copy of itself. The map contains
an endlessly nested series of self-copies. It is infinitely complex.

The infinite self-nesting of copies is analogous to a perfect self-
consciousness. For a perfectly self-conscious mind contains an exact
internal representation of its own self; and that exact internal
representation contains a further exact internal representation of its
own self; and so on endlessiIgo theAbsolute Self is a self-
representative system.

A self-representative system can contain more than one self-map.
For instance, there can be many perfect maps of England on the
surface of England. Each one maps England from a different
perspective. Each contains a copy of itself, but it also contains a
copy of every other map. Thus each different perspective perfectly
mirrors every other perspective.

And there is only one maximal whole (naméngland itself) that
contains all these maps. TAbsolute Selis analogous to an England
that contains many perfect self-maps. Each different self-map is a
different lesser self within th&bsolute SelfRoyce, 1899: 546). Each
lesser self has a perspective on every other lesser self. There is
exactly one maximal Self that contains every lesser self.
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We can link Royce with my computational interpretationesthard
by equating Royce’perfect self-representative system with the Omega
Point. The final state of thpleroma in which every body perfectly
simulates every other badyas the structure of tiRoyceambsolute
Self Each resurrection body is a perspective on the whole.

Hence Royce Absolute Selfs a model forTeilhards notion
that at theDmega Point,

1. Godisallinall
2. Godis all in everyone
3. Transhumanism and Christianity

At the beginning of this papgel offered five reasons
for transhumanistso studyTeilhard:

1. Teilhard is one of the first to articulat@nshumanisthemes

2. Teilhards thought has influenceécanshumanismand several
importanttranshumanistéiave developed Omega Point Theories

3. Teilhard works out his'anshumanistdeas in a Christian context

4. transhumanisnis likely to need to defend itself against conservative
forms of Christianity

5. the future success thnshumanisnmay well depend on its ability
to build bridges to liberal and progressive forms of Christianity

Transhumanism and Christianity share common themes and are
likely to meet soon in a fateful way

Conservative Christians stand ready to condgamshumanism
as a heretical sect and to politically suppress the use of technology for
human enhancemelit.study ofTeilhard can help in this defengs.
the same time, a studyTdilhard can helgranshumanistéind potential
allies among liberal and progressive Christians.

The last two reasons for studyifhgilhard have a certainggncy
As the cultural profile ofranshumanisnnises, conservative Christian
groups are beginning to notice it. There are two ways this encounter
can go.

On the one hand, the encounter can involve mutual hostility
Thetranshumanistand conservative Christians will denounce one
another as enemies. Each side will attack a cartoon version of the
other Such hostility could be fatal foranshumanisnin the West.

On the other hand, the encounter can be more diplomatic.

151



Eschatology

If transhumanist$earn more about the similarities between
Christianity andranshumanismthey can respond carefully and
successfully to attacks.

SinceTeilhard is clearly in favor of the use of technology for human
enhancement, and since his arguments for human enhancement are
developed within a Christian framework, a studyafhard can help
transhumanistslefend against religious conservatives.

Transhumanists should also study other forms of liberal Christianity
with which they have much in common (such as process theology).
A dialogue with liberal Christian thought offers benefits.

One benefit is thatanshumanistgan gain access to a greater
audienceAnother benefit is thatanshumanistsnay be able to use
liberal Christian ideas to further develop their own theories of social
justice A dialogue with liberal Christianity alsofefs dangers. One is
that exposure to liberal Christianity will lead sotranshumanist$o
rely more on faith and less on the hard practical work needed to sustain
technical progress.

However | believe this danger can be met successfully if both
groups stay focused on their common belief that human brains and
hands must help build the future. By studylieghard,transhumanists
can begin to argue that they are continuing what is best and brightest in
the Christian tradition.

It's my hope the dialogue between liberal Christians and
transhumanistgan enrich and strength&manshumanism
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