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Recently, my wife and I attended a Bible confer-
ence sponsored by Stone Kingdom Ministries.  
One of the speakers at the conference was a gen-
tleman, by the name of Rob Corry, who delivered 
a two part message he entitled “Courtship to Mar-
riage” referring to the progression of a nominal 

Christian from conversion to being with the Lord 
following the first resurrection.  He put together a 
chart that really fascinated me, not only for his 
intended use, but I could see a need for our young 
people to understand it in their own courtship and 
marriage.  In fact, many of we older married peo-
ple could do well to take some pointers from it to 
make our marriages better.  If I remember correct-
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ly, Rob is an electrical engineer.  He has put a lot 
into this chart that deserves a very serious look at 
it by all of us, as this is the complete story we 
need to know concerning the three steps involved 
in one’s salvation.  I may ask Rob if he would 
consider writing an article for us explaining his 
intent with this chart.  But I want to use this chart 
to deal with courtship and marriage of our young 
people.  I think that if they understood the points 
of this chart,  they could also apply it  to finding, 
developing and enjoying a spousal relationship, 
and  it would take pressure off of the process and 
end with a much better relationship.   
 I would like to discuss these various points 
from this chart as they appear to me to apply to a 
young person’s courtship and marriage.  As you 
can see from the chart, Mr. Corry’s full title to the 
chart is “Courtship to Marriage overlaid with 
Feasts, Salvation, and levels of love”.  Love! 
There is an ad for a children’s hospital on TV in 
which children with various illnesses and disabili-
ties were asked,” What is love?”  As you can 
guess, the answers varied dramatically.  One said 
“a puppy”, another said “candy”, while yet anoth-
er said “mommy” and a little girl with an artificial 
leg said “dancing.”         

Seriously, I would like to deal with the 
levels of love first, so I want to first look at the 
definitions of love according to the Greeks.  In the 
English, we only have the word “love” to cover 
all aspects of the emotion.  The Greeks had four 
different words that indicated the difference in the 
intensity of the emotion. Only two are found in 
the New Testament.  The four are eros, phileo, 
agape, and storge.  Phileo and agape are found in 
the New Testament while storge is part of a com-
pound word found in scripture.  Eros is not found 
in scripture but could be defined as a feeling of 
being in love, romantic love, but can refer to what 
we might call puppy love, or all the way to the 
deep intimate love of a husband and wife.  Phileo 
refers to love between friends, friendship. I like to 
refer to phileo as heart love. Agape is uncondi-
tional love, the love of God, or our love of God 
and I like to refer to it as head love, love that re-
quires action.  It goes beyond emotion to serving, 
such as serving God or providing for a wife or 
husband. Storge refers to love like that of family.  
 Mr. Corry had three divisions that indicat-
ed the different levels of commitment.  The first 
he classified as courtship.  Under this classifica-

tion he began with attraction.  With young people 
attraction is probably the first emotion that one 
might experience.  This attraction may vary from 
individual to individual, boy or girl.  It can be just 
the appearance of another person, or it might be 
the intellect of the other person, it might be sexual 
in nature or how the other person dresses.  Differ-
ent characteristics appeal to different people, but 
once a person is attracted to another person, or it 
could be a mutual attraction, this begins the court-
ship.  It may be a random meeting or it could be 
that one was looking for someone who met specif-
ic characteristics.   
 Developing a belief that the new person is 
what they appear to be can be difficult sometimes.  
Talking to each other, or corresponding, are prob-
ably the major ways to do this.  This is something 
new and something that each party needs to be 
honest with.  The tendency to try to appear to be 
what a person is not needs to be avoided, regard-
less of how much the other person’s attraction is 
to you.  I have often heard young people say that 
the other person doesn’t believe like I do, so that 
ends the relationship.  But do you both really 
know what the core belief of the other person is?  
It might be worth seeking to discover just what 
the core belief is of the other person.  It might 
very well be that your core belief and that of the 
other person is very similar, but there may be dis-
agreement on some manmade doctrine that if it is 
discussed thoroughly may make little difference 
in a relationship.  It may be that you can change 
the belief of the other person or they might 
change yours.  The important thing is you need to 
be prepared Biblically and be willing to discuss 
the doctrine and possibly be willing to compro-
mise, or make an adjustment, if it doesn’t change 
one’s core beliefs.  But be sure that you are well 
grounded in your core beliefs.   
 Don’t go off half cocked on something 
that is really of little consequence.  I believe that 
most couples with successful marriages will tell 
you that one or both changed their minds about 
things they believed before they met and married 
their partners, whether it be religiously or politi-
cally.  Often they may have changed their minds 
together after investigation of the subject. 
 Mr. Corry listed as being important in this 
courtship period, “Discovering our spiritual sens-
es and learning that we must exercise our spiritual 
senses to begin to identify with the Beloved 
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through our Spirit Identity.” He is referring to our 
relationship to our God, but I believe this also ap-
plies to our personal relationships as well.  I am 
sure that we have all witnessed couples that have 
successful marriages who obviously seem to think 
alike.  They finish each other’s sentences; they 
provide information on the subject one or the oth-
er is talking about; they exhibit similar emotional 
responses to certain situations; the point being 
they are in agreement on most subjects.  While 
this is not expected with new romances, it is a 
time to seek to begin developing the same or simi-
lar spiritual level.  Seek agreement on vital sub-
jects. Be prepared to investigate your differences 
to seek out the truth. 
 Courtship is a progressive process that will 
eventually reach a point of commitment.  The 
length of time is not as important as the progress 
made.  But reaching the point of commitment is 
not the end in itself.  As Mr. Corry says, it is a 
time to listen to your beloved to learn their will 
and character.  It is important that a couple take 
sufficient time to do this.  No one wants a surprise 
one, two, or five years into a marriage.  What in-
fluence, good or bad, does the parents have on the 
person you have committed to.  What influence, 
good or bad, does your parents have on you.  You 
need to know the ambitions of the other person.  
How will those ambitions affect your ambitions?  
Are they compatible? If not, how will the other 
person respond to that incompatibility?  How will 
you respond?  These are things that need consid-
eration, a listening to the other person and your-
self. 
 What happens once you have made a com-
mitment to each other before you are married will 
change your life forever if you both are willing to 
let your spiritual  commitment mature as well as 
your physical commitment.  You really need to 
know each other.  This isn’t just knowing their 
favorite color, favorite food, favorite sport, etc.   
But really know what makes that person tick.  
What does that person really enjoy the most?  It 
might be something from an artistic view point, or 
something from a competitive area, or it might be 
just having done a job well, or a multitude of oth-
er things.  What disturbs the other person the most 
and why?  What do you enjoy the most?  What 
upsets you the easiest and the most.  Is the other 
person aware of these things and can accept them.   
Do you have difficulty controlling your temper?  

How about the other person?  Do you know? How 
do each of you feel financial matters should be 
dealt with?  Do either or you have a debt or debt 
problem? The more you know about the other per-
son and yourself, the higher the spiritual level  
you can enjoy with each other.  
 It is certain that not all things are going to 
be satisfactory to you or the other person.  There 
will be some problems that need to be worked out.  
It is far better to try to get them worked out satis-
factorily before marriage.  It is during this time of 
commitment that these things can best be worked 
out.  If you detect anything that might distract 
from your intimacy either now or can be foreseen 
in the future such as living a considerable distance 
from friends and family or living too close to 
friends and family, or a problem individual in 
your or the other person’s family,  certain health 
risks or problems, etc., they deserve to be dis-
cussed and dealt with at this point.   
 Don’t have a chip on your shoulder, so to 
speak.  Allow yourself to face humiliation in the 
process of working out potential problems if nec-
essary.  Marriage should be for life, so eliminate 
any potential problems before that final commit-
ment.  Real intimacy  is at its best without distrac-
tions, eliminate them at this point if at all possi-
ble.   
 If a person is willing to lay it all on the 
line, so to speak, often that person will learn more 
about him or herself in the process as well as the 
other person.  A couple should not go into a mar-
riage holding secrets from each other.  It is far 
better to deal with them before marriage than af-
ter.  They can be a major distraction whether we 
intend them to be or not.  
 Finally it is time for the full union, mar-
riage.  It is far more than the sexual union.  The 
goal should be to be one in all that you do.  You 
have two bodies working toward a common goal 
(not necessarily all financial), two energies united 
together, two minds in agreement with one anoth-
er, and if Christians, to hearts united together to 
the true Lord.  I have to add that after being mar-
ried for nearly 60 years, I feel more at one with 
my wife each day.  It is not something that ends 
when one is married.   
 While we need to live one day at a time, 
we also need to plan for a united future in full 
agreement with each other.  Full agreement does 
not mean that there cannot be differing opinions 
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that need to be considered by both parties, but an 
agreeable solution needs to be the  goal.  There 
cannot be “my way or no way” attitude.   
 The biggest reason for disunity is usually 
selfishness on the part of one or both parties.  To 
have a successful marriage both parties have to be 
willing to sacrifice their self for the benefit of 
both.  This usually means overcoming pride or 
ego.  Putting one’s self above the good of the 
marriage or family benefits no one and can be-
come very destructive.   
 True happiness is when both parties are in 
agreement with each other and pursuing their 
dreams and goals.  There will be stumbling blocks 
along the way, but if a couple has properly pre-
pared themselves along the way, overcoming 
these stumbling blocks will actually help them  to 
grow more in love with each other and will look 
at these problems as building blocks to greater 
happiness in each other.   
 In the chart Mr. Corry overlaid the chart 
with the three feasts that God commanded the Is-
raelite men to observe each year.  The first was 
Passover which celebrated the coming out of 
Egypt after  the tenth plague that God brought on 
the Pharaoh of Egypt and the Egyptian people to 
convince them to let the Israelite return to their 
own land.  That tenth plague was the passing over 
of the death angel who caused all of the first born 
of Egypt, both man and animals, to die.  This was 
also a harvest feast as it was to be celebrated at 
the time that the barley was ready to harvest.   
 The second feast, Pentecost, was to cele-
brate the giving of the law by God to the Israelites 
at Mt. Sinai.  It was also a harvest feast and was to 
be celebrated 50 days after Passover at the time of 
the wheat harvest.   
 The third feast was a week long affair that 
was celebrated in the fall at the time of the grape 
harvest plus whatever was left to harvest.  It was 
more of a laid back affair of resting and enjoying 
the fruits of their harvests. 
 He also overlaid the chart with the three 
steps of salvation: justification, sanctification, and 
glorification.  Justification is a gift, the result of 
Jesus dying on the cross as a substitute for our 
death for our sins. It requires nothing but ac-
ceptance of the gift on our part.   Sanctification is 
the maturing as a Christian.  This step requires 
effort on our part.  It is a life long effort.  Glorifi-
cation is the result of the first two steps.  This a 

very brief explanation to help us understand their 
application to courtship to marriage. 
 Relating courtship to Passover might seem 
to be a stretch.  If we go back to what happened 
building up to the actual passing over of the death 
angel, God brought a series of plagues on Egypt 
to convince them to let the Israelites go.  These 
plagues were not only designed to get the Egyp-
tians to let the Israelites go, but to also convince 
the Israelites to go. In a sense God courted the 
Israelite people to convince them to accept God as 
their God, much in the same way that two people 
courting are trying to convince the other to accept 
them as a life long partner.  The Passover feast 
celebrated that successful courtship.  Justification 
can be looked at as a courtship as well in that God 
is offering a free gift that only requires ac-
ceptance.  Probably before one is willing to accept 
the gift, he or she would want to learn about this 
God and what He had to offer.  Why would they 
trust Him?  Answering this is part of the court-
ship. 
 When God gave the law to the Israelites, 
He made them an offer.  Exodus 19:5-6  tells us 
“If ye will obey my voice indeed, and keep my 
covenant, then ye shall be a peculiar treasure 
unto me above all people: for all the earth is 
mine: And ye shall be unto me a kingdom of 
priests and an holy nation.”   In verse 8 the peo-
ple answered and said, All that the LORD hath 
spoken, we will do.”  So at this point the court-
ship has been successful.  However, it turns out 
that the people would not, or could not keep their 
end of the commitment resulting in a divorce.  
Maturing that should have taken place did not 
happen to the nation.  Of course, individuals did 
mature and have hope of the glorification.  But the 
nation did not.  It is important that young people 
who having courted and made a commitment to 
each other examine themselves carefully to be 
sure they are ready for the commitment.   
 Tabernacles is a result of Passover and 
Pentecost just as glorification is a result of justifi-
cation and sanctification.  Marriage is a result of 
courtship and commitment.  If those two are suc-
cessful, marriage will be a time of enjoyment and 
pleasure.   
 I hope that you, our readers have seen the 
value that I felt I saw in this chart that was pre-
sented by Mr. Corry.  If you saw it, I suggest that 
you keep a copy of this chart where you can refer-
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ence it from time to time whether you are courting 
age, have become engaged, or are married.   
 In the “fast food” society we now live in, I 
feel that too many young people want to skip 
some of the steps listed on the chart and go 
straight to the marriage.  They want their intended 
to be prepared as they like and just go to mar-
riage.  I believe that if they will take time to un-
derstand the things that will lead to a happy mar-
riage and to go through them they will be much 
happier in their life time.   JRL 
   
  

 

will be put away when we will know as we are 
known.  He says we now see like we are looking 
into a mirror that is dim.  But the day is coming 
when it will be like looking face to face. Then vs. 
13, “Now abideth faith, hope, charity, these 
three; but the greatest of these is charity.” 

(Read I Cor. 14:1-19)  Times haven’t 
changed since Paul’s time in a lot of ways.  
Speaking in tongues, or in different languages, is 
often the most cherished of gifts.  I personally be-
lieve that the “tongues” as spoken here were actu-
al languages, not some gibberish like we all too 
often hear today.  Because one might have been 
able to speak a different language, like the apos-
tles did on the day of Pentecost, did not mean that 
they understood when someone spoke to them in 
the same language.  They might be thinking in 
their own language, but speaking in a different 
language, by the Holy Spirit, thus if you were not 
speaking to a group who spoke the language that 
your were speaking, it would have been necessary 
for there to be an interpreter. 

With this in mind, let us look at what Paul 
had to say about speaking in tongues.  The num-
ber one gift in Paul’s mind is charity.  He says 
that whatever you do, follow after charity.  Then 
he advises that if you are desiring spiritual gifts, 
choose prophesy rather than speaking in an un-
known tongue.  If one is speaking in an unknown 
tongue, Paul says he may be speaking to God but 
he is not speaking to men.  Our object is all that 
we do should be to build up others, this Paul says 
one can do in prophesying, but not in speaking in 
unknown tongues.  Paul says that he wishes that 
they all could speak in unknown tongues, but he 
wishes more that they prophesy.  The Greek word 
translated “prophesy” means to prophesy or pub-
licly expound.  It doesn’t necessarily mean being 
able to predict the future.  Paul says that if he 
came to them speaking in another language, he 
would profit them nothing.  If he came speaking 
by revelation, by knowledge, by prophesy or 
teaching doctrine, He could profit them.  If a mu-
sical instrument did not give a distinction of 
sound, i.e. have a tune, who would know what 
had been played?  If the trumpet gave an uncer-
tain sound, how would the soldiers know to pre-
pare for battle? The same goes with speaking, if 
the sound is uncertain, one would just as well 
speak into the air.   

He says there are many different voices, or 

A STUDY OF THE BOOK OF 

I CORINTHAINS 

We should not think we know or under-
stand all things.  Paul compares what we know 
now to when he was a child, he spoke as a child, 
thought as a child, understood as a child, but 
when he became a man, he put away his childish 
things.  Our partial understanding of things now 
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languages in the world and all have meaning. But 
if one doesn’t understand the language, or the 
meaning put forth in a particular language, it 
would be the same as talking to a foreigner.  Our 
object should always be to edify, or build up those 
around us, or the congregation.  One speaking in 
an unknown tongue, or language, fails to do this.  
Paul says that he speaks in more languages than 
any of them, yet in the congregation he says he 
would rather speak five words with understanding 
than ten thousand words in an unknown language.  
Only in this way can he teach others. 

(Read I Cor. 14:20-40)  Paul urges to not 
be immature, or as children, in understanding, but 
seek to mature.  Paul then paraphrases a couple of 
verses from Isa. 28 with the point being that God 
does and will use men with different languages to 
preach His Word.  So the different languages are a 
sign, not to the believer, but to the non-believer 
while the prophesying is not for the unbeliever, 
but for the believer.  I think we can see this in 
what happened on the day of Pentecost.  Men 
marveled that they were hearing the apostles 
speak in their own language, but only those who 
took and understood the message actually benefit-
ted from it. 

If the whole congregation was speaking in 
different languages and an unlearned or unbeliev-
ing person came into their midst, he would think 
they were all crazy.  But if all are prophesying so 
that he understood what was being said, Paul says 
he is convinced of all, he is judged of all: the se-
crets of his heart are made manifest and he falls 
down and worships the true God.  Paul says that 
when you come together, if you have a doctrine, a 
song, a revelation, a tongue, or an interpretation, 
let what you have to share be done unto edifying.  
If there is no interpreter, then do not speak in 
tongues.  Paul is concerned that things be done in 
order, not confusion.  Let those speak who have 
something to say, but do so respectful of others 
who also may want to speak.  He says that God is 
not the author of confusion, but of peace, so he 
asks that people be mindful of this as they speak, 
sing, etc.   

I don’t know if Paul had a bad experience 
with a woman or what the problem was, but he 
did not feel that a woman had the right to speak to 
the congregation.  He seemed to feel that a wom-
an should be submissive to her husband and for 
her to speak was a sign of being disobedient.  My 

own opinion is that most women can add to a Bib-
lical conversation, but I would admit that this is 
not the case with all women.  Women think more 
emotionally while most men think more logically, 
there are times when emotionalism distracts from 
a subject being discussed. 

However, Paul has some words for men 
also.  He asks if one thinks that God’s Word origi-
nally came from him or thinks revelation of the 
Word came only to him?  He says that if a man 
thinks himself to be a prophet, then acknowledge 
that what Paul is writing to be commandments of 
the Lord.  Whatever one does, he says, let it be 
done decently and in order.  

(Read I Cor. 15:1- 18)  I assume that there 
are some Sadducees trying to influence the church 
at Corinth and that has raised some question con-
cerning resurrection.  Paul goes to considerable 
length to make what he has taught them plain.  He 
first gives a brief outline of what he has taught, 
that which he himself was taught.  First, Christ 
died for our sins.  Note that he follows this with 
“according to the Scriptures.”  Second, he says 
that Christ was buried and was resurrected on the 
third day.  Again he follows this with “according 
to the Scriptures.”  I believe it very important 
that we know that all that happened to Christ was 
foretold in the Old Testament.  It is important that 
we have that witness.  Paul then goes on to tell us 
that there were witnesses at that time, also.  First 
Jesus was seen after His resurrection by Peter, 
then by the twelve, then by over five hundred at 
one time (most of whom were still alive at the 
time of Paul’s writing), then by James, then by all 
of the apostles, and last by Paul himself. Paul con-
siders himself as one born out of due time and the 
least of the apostles because he persecuted the 
church.  But he says that by the grace of God he 
was what he was.  He doesn’t feel that God’s 
grace was bestowed on him in vain as he feels that 
he has labored more than the rest of the apostles, 
but has done so by the grace of God. So whether it 
was him or the others that preached, the people 
there at Corinth believed. 

He then begins to reason with them.  If 
Christ was resurrected, how can some of them say 
there is no resurrection?  If there is no resurrec-
tion, then Christ could not have risen.  If He did 
not rise, then their preaching is in vain.  He and 
the other apostles would be false witnesses since 
they testified that Christ was resurrected if there 
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be no resurrection.  If Christ is not resurrected 
then their faith is in vain and those that have died 
in Christ are perished.   

(Read I Cor. 15:19-23)  If our hope in 
Christ is in this life only, Paul says we are of all 
men most miserable.  Paul then makes a declara-
tion.  “But now is Christ risen from the dead, 
and become the firstfruits of them that slept.”  
So far as Paul is concerned there is no question, 
Christ has arisen from the dead! Not only that but 
He is the firstfruits of those who have died, He 
being first means that others will follow.  By man 
came death.  Adam’s disobedience caused Adam 
to die, to become mortal.  That mortality then 
passed upon all men so that all men die.  But also 
by man came resurrection of the dead.  Had Christ 
not arisen, all men would have stayed dead, but 
because Christ, born of a woman, thus as a man, 
arose from the dead, all men will likewise follow.  
Note the word “all” in vs. 22.  But, vs. 23 tells us 
that every man in his own order.  Not all will be 
raised at the same time.  As we said above, God is 
not an author of confusion.  There is an order in 
His plan.  Paul says Christ is the firstfruits; after-
ward they that are Christ’s at His coming.  Paul 
doesn’t detail the complete order here, we have to 
search other Scriptures to learn that complete or-
der.  But the point we need to understand at this 
point is that there will be an order in the resurrec-
tion.  If we consider that all men, as Paul indi-
cates, will be resurrected, I think we can appreci-
ate that there has to be an order to the resurrec-
tions.  Several years ago, someone had figured out 
that the number of people who had lived up to that 
time was basically equal to the number of people 
who were alive on the earth at that time.  That has 
probably changed somewhat by now, but we are 
probably still not too far from that figure.  Our 
first thought might be that there is not room on the 
earth for that many people, but I have seen a num-
ber of examples that proves that this is not so, 
there is plenty of room for that many people com-
fortably. 

(Read I Cor. 15:24-33)  Paul tells us a 
great deal here as he looks far into the future to 
the time when Christ will have ruled until all His 
enemies, all rule, all authority and all power has 
been put under His feet, i.e. will be in complete 
subjection to Him.  He says that the last enemy 
that shall be destroyed is death.  I found a study 
on restoration and reconciliation by Dr. Stephen 

Jones in part of which he deals with this passage 
of Scripture.  His explanation is better than I 
could do, so I want to quote from that study.  
26 The last enemy that shall be destroyed is 
death. 27 For he hath put all things under His 
feet. Here again, Paul quotes from Psalm 8:6. 
You see Psalm 8:6 cannot be fulfilled until all ene-
mies have been put under His feet, for it prophesies 
of the Dominion Mandate and its purpose (Gen. 
1:28). The last enemy is death, so death itself has 
to be put under His feet. Now, when death itself is 
conquered, that means life is in all men. The only 
way you can destroy death is through life. Jesus 
destroyed the power of death by His resurrection. 
If the last enemy destroyed is death, it is apparent 

that death is not the first enemy. Modern eschatolo-

gy today generally teaches that the next event on 

God’s calendar is the resurrection of the dead, 

where death will be destroyed on behalf of all those 

who can be saved. They teach that at this resurrec-

tion, all believers will be redeemed from death, and 

no one else will ever be taken out of “death” again. 

In other words, they teach that death will NEVER be 

abolished, except for the few who believed in Christ 

during their life time. This teaching contradicts 

Paul’s statement in two ways. First, it assumes that 

death will be the first enemy to be abolished; and 

secondly, it assumes that death will never be abol-

ished except for a chosen few. 

But if death is destroyed in the first resurrec-
tion at the beginning of the thousand years, how is it 
that there are more enemies toward the end of the 
thousand years (Rev. 20:7-9)? How is it that the 
enemies of God are to be raised in the general 
resurrection at the end of the thousand years? 
And when those enemies are raised, how is it 
that they are cast into the “lake of fire,” which is 
the second DEATH (Rev. 20:15)? The second 
death is still death, though certainly it is death in 
a different form. 

Death in any form is still an ENEMY. So 
there will be many enemies between the first and 
second resurrections, and they will be subdued 
one after the other. But the “last enemy” to be 
abolished is death. Who benefits when death is 
destroyed at the end? If it is true, as we have 
been told, that all believers are raised in the first 
resurrection, death will be destroyed for them at 
the beginning of the age to come. But who will 
benefit when death is destroyed at the end? The 
answer is simple: the unbelievers will benefit, for 
God intends to put all things under His feet and to 
become “all in all” (1 Cor. 15:28) after those un-

http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Psalm%208.6
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Psalm%208.6
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Gen.%201.28
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Gen.%201.28
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Rev.%2020.7-9
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/Rev.%2020.15
http://biblia.com/bible/nasb95/1%20Cor.%2015.28
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believers have completed their time of judgment 
in the “lake of fire.” 

In verses 27 and 28 Paul gives us another 
detail about this: 

27 For He has put all things in subjec-
tion under His feet. But when He said, ‘all 
things are put in subjection,’ it is evident that 
He is excepted who put all things in subjec-
tion to Him. 28 And when all things are sub-
jected to Him, then the Son Himself also will 
be subjected to the One who subjected all 
things to Him, that God may be all in all. 

In other words, the Father, which put all 
things under the Son, is not going to be subject to 
the Son. The Father is the only exception to this 
statement. That is the context which explains the 
use of the term “all.” If you want to know the con-
text of what “all” means, it means all except the 
Father. He is the only exception that Paul makes 
in this statement of putting all things under His 
feet. If Paul meant to exclude 95% of humanity, 
he missed a beautiful opportunity to do so. If he 
meant to say all things under his feet means “all 
believers, but everyone else will be lost,” then 
why did he not say this? The only exception is the 
Father himself. 

I believe that when God is all in all, there 
will no longer be the divisions that we seem to 
have now, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spir-
it, but rather we will consider God to be all in one.   

Vs. 29 has been badly misinterpreted by 
some I believe.  They believe that a person can be 
baptized for a dead friend or relative that was not 
baptized in their life here on the earth.  There are 
two fallacies with this in my mind.  First, baptism 
does not save anyone.  Baptism is done in obedi-
ence to God, but is not a requirement for the free 
gift of justification.  That gift is free through Je-
sus’ death on the cross, not by anything we do 
other than accept the gift.  Second, when we are 
baptized it is to symbolize our death, burial and 
resurrection because we have accepted the free 
gift of justification.  So in effect we are baptized 
for the dead.  Paul is just saying here that if Christ 

is not resurrected, why do we bother with bap-
tism.   .   

We will stop at this point in chapter 15 
and continue it in our next lesson.  JRL 

He that is slow to wrath is of great under-
standing: but he that is hasty of spirit exalteth fol-
ly.  Prov. 14:29 

Commit thy works unto the LORD, and thy 
thoughts shall be established.  Prov. 16:3 

He that hath no rule over his own spirit is 
like a city that is broken down, and without walls.  
Prov. 25:28 

Teach me to do thy will; for thou art my 
God: thy spirit is good; lead me into the land of 
uprightness.  Psalms 143:10 


