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"He spoke slowy, carefully, choosing his words.
He struck Jake as an intelligent, |earned man
who had | ong ago resigned hi msel f to spendlng
nost of his life in the conpany of fools.

- THE M NOTAUR
(Coonts 1989: 50)

1l
"It was a nouse tiptoeing toward the sink. David |
wat ched as it sat up and winkled its nose,
then scurried forward; then paused again. He
smled. Wat a perfect synbol it was. He was a
man not a nouse. O a man not a boy. But as he |
t hought this, something about the imge -the
sel f -deprecation?- seemed not quite right; in
fact, it was exactly the sort of conmment he once
m ght have nmade about hinself...But this thought,
inits turn, filled himwth inpatience. The
nmouse di sappeared behind the countertop.”

|
“CH NA LAKE
(Hyde 1992: 178)
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| NTRODUCT1 ON:

The first shall be last and the last shall be first. What
sort of confused, Alice-in-Wnderland universe is this? W really
don't know. And, probably fortunately, we never wonder about it,
el se we woul d be perpl exed nost of the tinme. This, however, is the
exanpl e par excel |l ence of the Paradox Postul ate that interacts with
all aspect of this testing process.

Way should it be that the person who is nost inportant here is
going to be the least inportant over there? Is that a fair
par aphrase of the principle? | do believe that his principle is
typically assuned in SMD to refer to people, to human bei ngs who
are going to show up over there in sone capacity. And this
principle predicts that we will sonmehow be in situations that are
the converse of the situation we had during nortality.

Let's start testing the edges of this principle with people.
Here | am a humdrumsort of person mﬁth a m scel | aneous col | ection
of things and a famly. |"m not "inportant” in the schenme of
things, either at work, in the neighborhood or at church, and
probably not even in ny famly. {"Y There is nothing that marks ne
as inmportant. This little doctrine suggests, then, that due to the
fact that | amnot inportant here, that somehow | WLL be inportant
over there.

So, one nuses, why should that be? O how can it happen? At
the first level of investigation, we have to be sonewhat skepti cal
and ask whether this doctrine isn't sone sort of a sop thrown to us

insignificants to nake us feel better. Could that be? | suppose
it could, and it would probably be a nmerciful deception for many of
us. In fact, | imgine that many of us actually do apply this

little doctrine as a salve to our tender souls in times of painto
nmake it easier to bear so it does serve that purpose of an ammesi ac
or pain-reliever. But, if the principle is a real one, that
purpose is a rather shabby one for it to fulfill.

Let's look further at purposes by trying this principle on
"inmportant’' people. Take the prophet. He seens inportant does he
not? Big responsibilities and duties weigh heavily on him and his
| eadership places himin first place for us of the faith. No
nortal stands taller, or is nore inportant than he is in this
structure. So he is in first place down here. Granting that,
| et's do sonet hing not done by good LDS. Let's try and apply this
doctri ne.

l"Inrportant " is a slippery term VWhat it neans depends on one's age, social status, education,
personal beliefs, politics, etc. And an additional dinension is age. As we age, which isn't necessarily the
same thing as 'mature', our frame of reference changes, partially because of possible maturation, but sonmetines
out of expediency. W 'devel op a need to rationalize some behavi ors perhaps. Behaviors and synbol s sought after
as a teenager appear enbarrassingly trivial when we are 30, but as we enter our 40's and 50's sone of those same
behavi ors, perhaps, may take on a rosy cast. Wy these changes” It doesn't nake sense in some absolute frame
of reference that specific acts we committed should receive differing evaluations at different times in our
lives. Butthatsthewaylt is.

So things that are 'inportant' at one tine beconme | ess i nportant at another, and conversely, things that
were not inportant at one time may assune greater inportance at another. Sociol ogists are fond of pointing this
out in Sociology 101, often with great inmpact on inpressionable freshmen.

Is this variable nature of 'inportance' conparable to the variableness of the inportance of being
"first'?



PROPHETS ARE LAST

If we apply the principle sinmply and uniformy, we are
inclined to conclude that since heis first down here, that he wll
be last up there. Now what does nean, that he be last? And:
doesn't that seemlike a poor reward for what he went through down
here to fulfill his responsibilities? Take Joseph Smth. Christ
is reported sonewhere to have said that he has done nore for the
salvation of man than just about anyone except Christ hinself.
Does not that suggest that Brother Joe is going to get a fat reward
up there? But if that is so, doesn't that sound like a
contradiction of the First/Last Flip-Flop?

FIRST CAN T BE FI RST LAST - CAN I T?

So one then begins to suspect that being "last” up there may
not nean at all what nortals think it neans. It may nean 'last’' in
a sense that these leaders will serve up there, but that's what
t hey do here, too, so this doesn't really help, so perhaps thereis
anot her sense of 'last' up there.

Let's take the Christ and apply the flip-flop to him He was
First in the Church down here, since he actually created it. So if
that makes himfirst here, he wll be last up there by this little
pernmutation principle. But: W KNONthat isn't true, so we begin
to suspect that the nmeaning of this tidy sounding little doctrine
is not at all obvious after all.

What being first and | ast neans here or there really depends
on where we are along a chain of variables.{? Christ was the
first in his primtive church, but he was hardly first anong Jews
or Romans. So along the axis of nortal fanme or stature, He
probabl y ought be viewed as being 'last' down here, in order to get
this doctrine to work. O in terns of wealth or nortal education,
etc. He qualifies as being 'last' or at least far down the I|ist.
But, one nust ask, is this howthe principle is to be interpreted?

This first/last doctrine can be viewed from anot her vantage
point. In this case, take the doctrine that "we find ourselves by
| osing ourselves.” Does this relate to the first/last business?
| believe it does at a high level of generalization because the
Par adox Postul ate characterizes both doctrines. A reversal of
position occurs in both cases. If we wish to pursue celestial
glory down here, we cannot succeed by sinply focussing on that
goal. W nust instead forget that goal and devote ourselves to
bei ng of service to people around us, and being obedient to the
principles. W find happi ness not by seeking it, rather it derives
from satisfaction derived from maki ng ot hers happy, etc.

A nice exanple of this is butterfly catching. If we
vigorously and purposefully chase butterflies, they wll be
frightened and will fly away. But if we ignore them and focus on
ot her qui et behaviors, the butterfly will not be spooked so wll

2 . . . . .
Renmenber that this reference to the afterlife is to posts-resurrection, not post-nortality. |In post-
nortality we are still being tested and retain characteristics of this world.



not fly out of reach. Better, s/he mght just flutter over and

qui etly rest on our shoul der when we | east expect it. |[Is that how
it works?

So one then tries to generalize fromthis '"first/last' and
"finding/losing business so that it will fit into this nodel

First, one way to determ ne what its neaning is by decidi ng what
these doctrines require of our spirits. And | believe that the
requirenment is that we nust exert self discipline and self denial
inthe interest of serving others. W nust not place our needs or
our position above the requirenents of the POS. W nust rein in
our wi shes which derive fromlonging for those things that we see
around us but which we don't have, and exercise forbearance.

So what are the consequences of this type of self denial?
They are the sane as the consequences of any correct behavior. The
nature of our spirit matter is altered in sonme manner that is
advant ageous to our eventual status. Qur spirits begin to becone
nore celestial-like than they were before we held ourselves in
conpliance with these principles. And the |onger we succeed in
hol di ng ourselves in that nold, perhaps not wishing really to be
that way, the nore likely it is that spirit matter wll eventually
be nodified in positive ways.

This latter point is a crucial one that ought to be repeated
in every one of these articles. One the preconditions of these
changes in our spirit matter is the state of our "heart". Qur
i ntentions nust al ways be focused outward. W cannot ever focus on
and address our own needs. The notivation for our behaviors nust
not be to undergo these positive changes of spirit matter, rather
nmust be to assist those around us, to fulfill the requirenents of
the | aw I f we exhibit outward behaviors that appear 'correct’,
but do not have an internal attitude that is in harnony with that
behavior, there will be no change of our spirits. | suspect that
there will be some sort of mnimal reward granted for the correct
behavi or, but this reward will Iikely not be transformation of our
spirit matter, which is what the entire plan is about.

This latter precondition or requirenent is actually the
fundanmental filter through which ALL of our actions nust be passed
and screened. The nanme of this requirenent is a famliar one
"honesty". But the difference in enphasis here is on internal
intrinsic integrity. Wen we are acting in any way, or for that
matter just thinking, there is ALVWAYS a marker of sone kind inside
of us which is associated with that act or thought. And this is an
i nescapabl e neasurenent. This marker should not be viewed as
sonet hing added to or placed on the act, rather it is anintrinsic
part of it, in the same manner that the color of this ink is black
and the color of this paper is white. Color is intrinsic to the
substance, and any i nk or paper will always be describable in terns
of this dinension. Every ink and paper. In this sanme nmanner,
actions and thoughts have an intrinsic quality of honesty or
integrity which anyone trai ned and possessed of the correct "eye",
can descri be.



