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A4 Review of Boll

Program of Boll’s Theory

It may help the reader as he reads these pages to have in mind an
outline of Brother Boll’s theory of God’s plan. He presents his ideas in
such a disjointed and disconnected way, that it is difficult at times to
follow him, or make out what he declares the Bible teaches. After read-
ing and re-reading, and reading again and again, we have concluded
that he would have us believe that God’s original plan had to be modi-
fied to meet the emergency of Israel’s rejection of Christ.

Here seems to be the original plan as Boll presents it:

A nation should be developed out of Abraham’s seed.

Canaan was given them for an everlasting possession.

Christ was to come of the seed of David, sit on David’s throne, and,
through Israel as a sovereign nation, all Gentiles would be blessed.

. There was no provision in the program for the Gentiles to be
blessed except through national Israel.

But Tsrael rejected Christ, and made a revision of the plan neces-
sary. So God offered salvation to the Gentiles as a means of provoking
the Jews to jealousy. Now this coming in of the Gentiles independent of
national Israel, was, according to Boll, a new development, of which
the prophets knew nothing. Of this he does not leave us in doubt. Hear
him: “The acceptance of the Gentiles into the church-—into the favor of
God as joint-sharers of the blessings of Israel’s Christ—was a most
terrible perplexity to all believing Jews. It was in fact a mystery. It
had never been revealed that such a thing would happen. (Eph. 3:4-6.)
That the Gentiles were to be blessed in Messianic days was no mystery;
that had been previously revealed. But the observant reader of the

- prophets will notice that it is always after the national restoration and

exaltation of Israel, and always through restored Israel and in sub-
servience to Israel that the Gentiles were to be blessed. (K. 63.) Yet
God knew that Israel would reject Christ, but did not reveal it to the
prophets, nor through them to the people. Had Israel accepted Christ,
he would have begun his reign on David’s throne and the Millennium
would have been ushered in, and the Gentiles would have been blessed
through national Israel.
But since Israel rejected Christ, his program now, beginning with
Israel’s rejection of Christ, seems to be:
The development of a ruling class by means of the gospel through
. the church. When the full count of the Gentiles is come in, that is, all
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the Gentiles that Christ will need as associate rulers with him are
acquired, then Christ will come for his saints. These saints, both living
and dead, are to be caught up with him, the kingdom organized—i.e.,
each one is assigned his place in the future kingdom, the marriage feast
is held, then Christ comes back with his saints to begin his rule on
David’s throne. Somelime previous to this the Jews are gathered to
Jerusalem, build the temple, and restore the worship—the old temple
worship. Also a world-power is developed which destroys the greater
part of the Jews, and the rest are converted. This is the time of “the
Great Tribulation,” and seems to last from the time Christ comes “for”
his saints to the time he comes back “with™ his saints—a period of seven
years. When he comes with his saints he will destroy this world-power,
bind Satan, and cast him into the pit, and begin his universal reign on
David’s throne in Jerusalem. This is to continue for a thousand years.
Many will be converted. Then the Devil is loosed for-a season and
deceives many. Thus the Millennium ends in a failure. (SC. 20.) At
the close of the Millennium, after Satan is loosed and deceives the
nations, the rest of the dead are then raised and judged.

The foregoing is, in so far as we are able to understand him, a
correct representation of Boll’s program.

Now there is one item we find no place for in Boll’s program, that
is, the resurrection of the saints of all ages before the church began.
Only the church, living and dead, are to be taken to heaven before the
great tribulation, and only those who are converted and die during the
“Great Tribulation” are raised when he comes with his saints.

Theories

Blinded by Theories. Had the Jews used the prophecies as an
encouragement and to stimulate hope, steadfastly refusing to build spec-
ulative theories on them, all would have been well and good; and they
would have been in a better frame of mind and condition of heart to
accept Christ when he came. But they, especially the leaders, figured it
all out; and these theories blinded them, so that having eyes they saw
not, and having ears they heard not. Christ, as he was, did not fit into
their program—he did not look like the picture they had drawn of him
and so they rejected him. Thus their theories cheated them out of th(;
‘g‘]orious things God had provided for them. To his disciples Jesus said,

Many prophets and righteous men desired to see the things which ye

see, and saw them not: and to hear the things which ye hear, and heard -

thenr not” (Mt 13:17). Hence, the Jews were blinded by their own
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theories so they could not see the glorious things foretold by the
prophets.

Hurtful Theories. God has glorious things in store for us. Shall
we, like the Jews, blind our eyes to them, so that when these glorious
things come we will reject them? It appears to us that Boll is doing
with the prophecies exactly what the Jews did. He has figured out what
he thinks the kingdom is yet to be, a re-instatement of the kingdom of
Tsrael, and on that he has his hope set. That theory and that hope
blinded the Jews, and caused them to reject Christ. We are afraid of a
theory which has wrought such havoc in the past.

Brother Boll’s theory on the nature of the kingdom is hurtful to the
character of him who believes it. It is a fixed principle in human nature
that what one intently believes is reflected in his character, or ‘rather it
shapes and moulds his character. Now, Boll believes that the “tested”
servants of God will be rulers—rule with a rod of iron—over the cities
of the future kingdom. That desire and ambition to rule then will have
its effect on his character now. And is it not manifest? At first the
reader may resent this clarge, but a little reflection will convince any
one of the absolute truth of the principle and its specific application.
For where can you find a class of men who accept more slavishly the
word of another than do the followers of Boll? Well, Brother Boll tells
us that we are being “tested” here for the future. How can a man’s
future fitness and ability to rule be tested except by an experiment in
ruling? Boll is certainly ruling, and thereby he is proving his ability to
rule in the “future kingdown,” provided he has the same crowd as sub-
jects that he is ruling now. But there is the rub—one phase of his theory
will not allow him to have them as subjects then. But this is one of the
weaknesses of his theory, for it requires about as much training and test-
ing to make obedient subjects as it does to make efficient rulers.

In the following pages the abbreviations are:
SC, is “‘The Second Coming”’, by R. H. Boll
K, is “The Kingdom of God’’, by R. H. Boll.
R. is ““The Book of Revelation’’, by R. H. Boll.

The Second Coming

“Let not your heart be troubled: believe in God, believe also in me.
In my Father’s house are many mansions; i{ it were not so, I would have
told you; for I go to prepare a place for you. And if T go and prepare a
place for you, I will come again, and will receive you unto myself; that
where 1 am, there ye may be also” (Ino, 14:1-3).




Christ and His Kingdom

No one who believes the Bible to be a revelation from God doubts
that Christ' will come again. Throughout Christendom disciples of
Christ talk and sing of the coming of Christ; and throughout the civ-
ilized world on the first day of the week they assemble to partake of
the Lord’s Supper, an institution through and by which they show their
faith in the promise of their Lord’s coming. “For as often as ye eat this
bread, and drink the cup, ye proclaim the Lord’s death till he come”
(1 Cor. 11:26). The religious people with whom Brother R. H. Boll is
affiliated, and for whom he has been preaching for the past quarter of a
century, are among those who observe the Lord’s Supper, and yet he
says: “I have made the statement—and I am not unwilling to make it
again—that the professing church has virtually lost its hope of the
second coming” (SC. 10). “The thought of his coming has faded out of
the minds of men. . . . In fact, I Dbelieve that the whole present-day
theology is unfavorable to the doctrine of the coming of Jesus Christ.
Most theology has no room for it” (SC. 11).

Brother Boll does the great body of Christians an injustice; and
we resent such charge which carries with it the thrust that Christians
are ignorant on this point, or infidels and hypocritical pretenders, as to
his coming. In observing the Lord’s Supper Christians “proclaim the

Lord’s death till he come.” Are Christians ignorant of this fact? So
they are, if Boll's statement be correct; or, if they know the Bible
teaches that in partaking of the Lord’s Supper they “show his death till
he come,” but do not believe it, to that extent they are infidels and

hypocrites in professing to believe it.
But hear him further, “I have made the statement—and I am not
unwilling to make it again—that the professing church has virtually lost
its hope of the second coming. If I could prove that she has ceased to
expect Christ’s coming again, it will be apparent that she has lost this
hope. If I could prove that she has ceased from the desire of his coming,
I could prove that hope is gone. If I could prove both, I should prove?t
twice over” (5C. 10). Certainly if she does not expeet his coming she
does not “hope” for it. He says, “If I could prove.” Yes, “if”’! ?f he
could prove what he charges against those he calls his brethren he
-would prove that they do not helieve “one of the cardinal doctrines of
the New Testament,” “without which the gospel is not complete”
(SC. 3). “If” I could prove! Brother Boll, your “if” is neither a
doubtful “if,” nor is it an argumentative “if.” It is an impossible “if,”
for it is impossible for you to prove that which is not true, and it is n;t
true “that the professing church has virtually lost its hope of the second
coming.” Boldly we affirm that you cannot name one local congregation
or even one member of a congregation of the church of Christ, th:t does’
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not believe that Christ is coming again, and hopes for his coming. Surely
you do not mean to intimate that your knowledge of the congregations
for which you have labored for the past twenty years has led you to
make such charge. We are wondering if your charge against those you
call your brethren is not for effect, and offered as a groundless excuse
on which you seek justification for your sermons and writings on your
peculiar doctrine.

We would be charitable towards Brother Boll, and in such an effort
are led to declare: Brother Boll has a peculiar view of what the second
coming is; and he means that the church does not hope for what he calls
the “Second Coming.” We take it that he means that those who do not
hope to see his program carried out have no hope of the Lord’s coming.
What is meant by “Second Coming” in Boll’s theology? Does he mean
by such term the coming of Christ at the last day, when the saints on
earth and the righteous dead will be rewarded, and the wicked con-
signed to their eternal punishment—the day of the general resurrection?
Indeed, no! In his theology there are different “stages” of the “Second
Coming,” and it takes the sum total of the “stages” to constitute the
“Second Coming.” Boll says Christ comes “for his saints,” returns with
them to heaven, where with him they abide for some years, and then
“he comes with his saints”™—these are the two stages, and it takes both
of them to constitute the “Second Coming.” To illustrate his idea, he
says, relative to his tr'ip from Louisville, Ky., to Dallas, Texas: “If, for
example, I were coming to Texas and some of my friends had met me in
Texarkana, and then I came on to Dallas with them, you would not say
that that was two comings. So, the first stage of the Second Coming is
when the Lord Jesus comes down and receives his own up. Then, after
certain affairs have been attended to, he comes with them and the whole
world sees his coming” (SC. 21). It is strange to us that Boll cannot
see that his trip to Dallas does not illustrate his point; for in the
“stages” of what he calls the “Second Coming” he has Jesus coming
for his saints, and with them returning to heaven, abiding there some
years, and then returning—“coming with his saints.” Whereas, in his
illustration he was met by some friends in Texarkana, and came right on
to Dallas with them. When his friends met him in Texarkana, had he
returned with them to Louisville, and remained several years, and then
come to Dallas, his illustration would have fit, but there would have
been two comings.

We would have you not overlook the fact that in Boll’s theology,
the Lord comes to “receive his own up. Then, after certain affairs have
been attended to, he comes with them.” When he comes to “receive his
saints”—that is not the coming of Jesus, it is “the first stage of the
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Second Coming.” Then there is to be the appearing of the Lord Jesus
“with his saints”—that is the “second stage of His coming.” Between
these two “stages” of the second coming there are “certain affairs”
which must be “attended to,” and the “certain affairs” must be attended
10 before there can be the second “stage” of the second coming. All this,
and much more, Boll includes in the “Second Coming.” If you do not
believe what Boll says about the “Second Coming,” then you do not
believe in the second coming, neither do you hope for the “Second
Coming.” Boll said so! But it happens not to be so.

Brother Boll’s Imminency

Brother Boll says relative to the second coming of Christ, that the
early Christians “were hoping for him and they were looking for his
return in the days of the “apostles” (SC. 10).

The apostles did not expect Christ to come during their life on
earth! If they believed that Christ would come during their life on
earth, upon what did they base their faith? Such faith could not rest
upon inspired testimony. If they wrote that Christ would come before
they died, their statement to that effect was not an inspired statement,
for it is a fact that he did not come. If the apostles or any of the other
early Christians were “hoping for him” and were “looking for his
return in the days of the apostles,” such was not based on a correct
interpretation of any statement made by an inspired man, for it is a
fact that he did not come. If God led the early Christians to be “hoping
for him” and to be “looking for his return, in the days of the apostles,”
then he led them to hope for, and to look for, that which did not tal;e
place. He who teaches that God led the early Christians to hope for and
to look for the coming of Christ during the life of the apostles on earth
is guilty of declaring that God led his people to hope for, and to look’
for, that which did not take place. Did God deceive the early Chris-
tians? So he did if R. H. Boll is correct. ’

T.he interpretation of any passage written by an -apostle, or any
othc?r inspired man, to the effect that he taught that Christ would come
during the life of the apostles on earth, is a false interpretation. The
fact-that Christ did not come during the life of the apostles on earth
is proof.

He who interprets any statement of the apostles as an indication
that they expected Christ to come during'their life on earth is forcing
a false interpretation on such statement. This is true, or it follows that
the apostles, if they expected Christ to come during their life on earth,
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did not-base their expectation on inspiration. But R. H. Boll declares
that the early. Christians were “hoping” and “looking” for Christ to
come “in the days of the apostles.” It must follow then that his inter-
pretation is false.

That Peter was not expecting Christ during his life on earth is
shown by the following: “I think it right, as long as I am in this taber-
nacle, to stir you up by putting you in rememberance; knowing that the
puiting off of my tabernacle cometh swiftly, even as our Lord Jesus
Christ signified unto me. Yea, I will give diligence that at every time
ye may be able after my decease to call these things to rememberance”
(2 Pet. 1:13-15). In these words Peter told his brethren that he would
die; and that before his death he wished to put them in rememberance
of certain things. Peter was not “hoping” for, nor was he “looking™
for, the coming of Christ during his life on earth. This we know for he
told the brethren plainly that he was to die. If they believed what Peter
wrote to them, they also believed that Peter would die. Brother Boll
Jeclares that the early Christians were “hoping” and “looking™ for the
coming of Christ “in the days of the apostles.” It is certain that if these
Christians to whom Peter wrote believed what he said, they did not
believe Christ would come during the life of Peter, and it is just as cer-
tain that if they were “hoping” for, and “looking” for, the return of
Christ in the day$ of the apostles, they did not believe what Peter wrote.

After Jesus was raised from the dead he declared to Peter that Peter
would die. Hear the language of Jesus to Peter: “Verily, verily, I say
unto thee, When thou wast young, thou girdedst thyself, and walkedst
whither thou wouldest: but when thou shalt be old, thou shalt stretch
forth thy hands, and another shall gird thee, and carry thee whither
thou wouldest not. Now this he spake, signifying by what manner of
death he should glorify God” (Jno. 21:18, 19). Just so certain as Peter
believed what Jesus told him, just that certain is it that he believed he
would die before Jesus came again; unless, indeed, Peter had the view
that he would be killed after Jesus came! If Peter believed what Jesus
told him, if he believed what he wrote to those who had “obtained a like
precious faith with us in the righteousness of God and our Saviour
Jesus Christ,” he DID NOT hope for, nor was he “looking™ for, the
return of Jesus during his life on earth. But Peter DID believe that he
would die before the Lord would come again, for he declared that the
Lord “signified” this to him (2 Pet. 1:13-15). In the face of this Boil
declares that the early Christians were “hoping” and “looking” for the
coming of Christ “in the days of the apostles.”

Jesus distinctly told the apostles that they were to be killed. “Then
shall they deliver you up unto tribulation, and shall kill you” (Mt.




10 Christ and His Kingdom

24:9). So certain as they believed the statement of Christ, just that cer-

. tain is it they expected to be killed. Who but one obsessed with an
over-weening desire to establish a theory would declare that Christ led
them to believe that they would not die before he came again?

To the elders of the church at Ephesus, Paul said, “I know that
after my departing grievous wolves shall enter in among you, not spar-
ing the flock™ (Acts 20:29}. Now, here are definite things which Paul
said would come after his “departing”: grievous wolves were yet, after
his departing, to enter that church, not sparing the flock; and even some
of those elders would apostatize and lead some astray. Paul said he
knew these things would come—then he knew that the second coming of
Christ would not be till after these evils and departures in that church
had developed. If these elders came to Paul thinking Christ might come
at any moment, they returned knowing that some other things must
come first.

The Thessalonians and His Coming. There were some at Thes-
salonica who had concluded that his coming was imminent. In his
second letter Paul sought to disabuse their minds: “Now we beseech
you, brethren, touching the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, and our
gathering together unto him; to the end that ye be not quickly shaken
from your mind, nor yet be troubled, either by spirit, or by word, or by
epistle as from us, as that the day of the Lord is just at hand; let no man
beguile you in any wise: for it will not be, except the falling away come
first, and the man of sin be revealed, the son of perdition” (2 Thess.
2:1-3). His expression, “or by epistle as from us,” shows that he
thought it possible that they received their impression from his first
letter. If that were so, he wanted them to understand that they had
drawn a wrong conclusion, for that coming of the Lord in which we are
gathered together unto him will not be till other things happen. To
make the phrase, “the day of the Lord is just at hand,” to read, “the
day of the Lord is now present,” does not help Boll one particle. The
coming of the Lord here spoken of by Paul is that-coming in which we
are gathered together unto him (V. 1), and Boll says we are gathered
unto him at what he terms the “first stage” of his second coming. The
“first stage” is the coming that Boll would have us believe is always
imminent. But Paul says this coming “and our gathering together unto
him” will not be, “except the falling away comes first, and the man of
sin be revealed.” Boll would have it that this is the “second stage” of

his coming, but we do not see how he could have overlooked the fact
that this is the coming in which we are gathered together unto him.
Surely some of Boll’s admriers have had independence of thought
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enough to notice this, and to wonder why he should so pervert this
passage.

Had Boll lived in the days of the apostles, and taught what he now
teaches relative to the coming of. Christ, disturbing churches as he does
now, the foregoing language of the apostle to the church at Thessalonica
should have been sulfficient to silence him.

Paul desired to die that he might be with Christ. That Paul was
not expecting Christ to come to earth during his life on earth is shown
by the fact that he desired to die that he might be with Christ. He who
does not expect a thing cannot hope for it; and since Paul did not expect
to be with Christ before he died, he did not, and could not, hope for the
coming of Christ while he lived on earth; and was not, therefore, among
those Brother Boll declares were “hoping” and “looking” for the com-
ing of Christ “in the days of the apostles.” But hear Paul: “But I am in
a strait betwixt the two, having a desire to depart and be with Christ;
for it is very far better: yet to abide in the flesh is more needful for your
sake” (Phil. 1:23, 24). In this passage Paul contrasts “to depart and
he with Christ,” with “to abide in the flesh.” To depart was for him to
“he with Christ”; but for him to “abide in the flesh,” was for him NOT
to depart, and for him not to “depart” was for him not to be with
Christ. Paul did not hope for the coming of Christ during his life on
earth, and any interpretation placed on the writings of Paul to the effect
that Paul taught that they were “hoping” and “looking” for the coming
of Christ “in the days of the apostles” is a false interpretation.

John did not expect Christ to come during the life of Peter. So cer-
tain as John believed what he wrote, so certain as he believed what
Jesus said, just that certain is it that he did not expect Christ to come
to earth during the life of Peter on earth; and, not expecting such, he
could not have been “hoping” and “looking” for such, as Boll declares
he was! Are we certain of this? Just as certain as that the word of God
is inspired; as certain as that John believed Jesus. He who declares that
John expected Jesus, or was “hoping” and “looking” for him, during
the life of Peter on earth, disbelieves the word of Jesus, or else has not
sufficiently studied the Bible to attempt to teach God’s word, or is
blinded by a theory. Do you ask on what we base such strong state-
ments? The apostle John wrote in clear, unmistakable language, declar-
ing that Jesus said Peter was to die. Jesus said to Peter: “Verily, verily,

I say unto thee, When thou wast young, thou girdedst thyself, and
walkedst whither thou wouldest: but when thou shalt be old, thou shalt
stretch forth thy hands, and another shall gird thee, and carry thee
whither thou wouldest not. Now this he spake, signifying by what man-
ner of death he should glorify God” (Jno. 21:18, 19). John wrote this
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language of Jesus, declaring that Peter was to die. It is certain then that
John did not teach the disciples to look for the coming of Christ during
the life of Peter; and it is just as certain that Peter did not teach the
early Christians to hope for or look for the coming of Christ during his
life on earth, for he affirms that Jesus “‘signified” to him that he was
to die.

 Exhortation to the Church at Smyrna. John was the last apostle
1o die. When he wrote the book of Revelation he was about one hundred
years of age, and was the only apostle on earth. In the letter to the
church at Smyrna, written by John, Jesus said some of the Christians in
Smyrna wonld be cast into prison; but he exhorts them: “Be thou faith-
ful unto death, and I will give thee the crown of life” (Rev. 2:8-11).
Who but him who is blinded by a false theory, or obsessed by a desire
to attract attention to himself by teaching something which will place
him in the limelight, will declare that these Christians in Smyrna were
“hoping” for, and “locking” for, Jesus in the “days of the apostles™?
In addition to telling these saints in Smyrna that some of them would be
cast into prison, he adds that if they were faithful throughout their lives,
they would receive the crown of life. Would it not be interesting to hear
Brother Boll tell just how these Christians in Smyrna were “hoping” for
lim, and “looking” for him, in “the days of the apostles”?

Many brethren have been carried off their feet by the teaching of

R: H. Boll wholly because of the confidence they have in him. Boll has
featured doctrines which have not been much discussed by disciples of
Christ, and many of the brethren were not conversant with the teaching
of the Scripture on such subjects. As brethren learn the truth about
these subjects the teaching of Boll, on such subjects, which has caused
trouble in some congregations, will be rejected, and Boll will be dis-
credited as a teacher.

Hope of Second Coming

The hope of the second coming with Brother Boll is a desire and
expectancy of his coming momentarily. Hence, if we do not desire and
expect him to come today, yea, this moment, we do not hope. If he is
right in thus contending, the national restoration of Israel, and the
glorious reign—the Millennium—is not a matter of hope, for in Boll’s
program this must follow the “Great Tribulation,” and cannot be mo-
mentarily expected. What, then, comes of the much vaunted hope
of Israel?

If Botl is right as to what hope is, his program will kill all the
hope a pious Jew might have; for, if expectation always carries with

A Review of Boll 13

it the idea of imminency, how can Israel hope for national sovereignty,
seeing it is not imminent? For, be it remembered, Brother Boll holds
that the dead saints must be raised, and, with the living saints, caught
up to heaven, the world power developed, the great tribulation come,
and Christ come with his saints, the battle of Armegeddon occur, before .
the Jews can have national sovereignty. If Boll is correct, a proper
understanding by them of this matter will remove it from the domain of
imminency, and therefore destroy present hope. ‘

But Boll is wrong as to expectancy. True, it is an element of hope,
but does not necessarily and always carry with it the idea of imminency.
We may hope for a thing when we know it cannot come at the moment.
(See 1 Cor. 16:10, 11.) Paul says we plow in hope (1 Cor. 9:10). Cer-
tainly one who sows and plows in hope, does not expect the harvest to
come at the moment. He knows the harvest is months ahead, yet he
plows in hope. We may lend, hoping to receive (Lk. 6:34). Certainly
no one makes a loan expecting the return at the moment. According to

LBOH, if the payment is deferred to a stated time the hope is gone.

Paul says he hoped for a resurrection of the just and the unjust
{Acts 24:15). If the unjust are to be raised at the end of the Millen-
nium, a thousand years after the resurrection of the just, according to
Boll, and if hope includes the idea of momentary expectancy, how could
Paul hope for their resurrection?

~_  Paul wrote to Timothy, “hoping to come unto thee shortly” (1 Tim.
: 3:14). Certainly Paul did not mean to say that there was such an uncer-
i tainty about the time of his going that he was likely to start the moment
he wrote. Paul hopes to send Timothy shortly to the Philippians, “So
/ soon as I shall see how it will go with me” (Phil. 2:19-23). Here is
| hope, yet a period of time, described by Paul as “shoxtly,” and “so soon
i as I see how it will go with me,” intervening between the hope and the
thing hoped for. Evidently he was waiting to see how his final trial in
Rome would terminate. Here then was hope without any expectancy of
immediate realization. Hoping for a thing, then, does not mean we must
be expecting our hopes to be realized any moment. Indeed one may do

a thing hoping to benefit generations unborn. .

To prove that the apostles and early Christians hoped for the com-
ing of Christ is far from proving that they expected him at any moment.
The passages, therefore, that Boll quotes to prove that, because they
hoped for his coming, they therefore expected him momentarily, are
wide of the mark. They simply prove what no one disputes. The ele-
ment of imminency must be in the circumstances or nature of the thing
hoped for——it does not necessarily inhere in the word.

Brother Boll puts some stress on the fact that the early church was



















































































































