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at Corinth, but Trophimus have I
left at Miletnm, sick.”” (II Tim.,
v, 20.) Bick? Why did not the
great Apostle eure him instead of
leaving him sick? 1If the A postles
had been such miracle-makers as
modern fancy has represented them
to be, an occurrence of this nature
would have been impossible. But
this is not the only one recorded.
Timothy,one of Paul’s own converts
and fellow laborers,is always spoken
of in terms ot high praise, and he is
a noble instance of eminent gifts
and grace in ome young in years.
This favorite of the A postlg wassick,
however, and in his letter
Paul therefore exhorts him to be
careful about hig health : “Drink no
longer water, but use a little wine
for thy stomach’zs sake and thine
often infirmities.”? (I Tim., v,
232 Let those who have over-
estimated the frequency of miracles
at the time of the first Christian
churches consider this passage well,
and they will be likely to sce their
mistake. Here was a prominent
man of the Chureh, Thimsel pos-
sessing great spiritual gifts, con-
stantly suffering from “infirmities.”?
Here is the great ‘““Apostle of the
Gentiles’’, whose power always was
great, advising that prominent man
to use a little medicine. Why did
he not promise him a miracle?
Why? That we do not know, but
this we do kuow, that miracles were
never by God sirewn round, “plenty
ag blackberries.”’

Anyone who will study the mir-
acles of our Lord and Hig A postles
will find that they were always per-
formed for the glory of God and
conveyed a lesson necessary and
appropriate. Although individuals
were thereby benefited, yet this
was never the only ultimate aim.
Christ, for instance, heals with a
touch a man whom the law had

ronounced unclean, and whom no

ew would touch. He shows.by
His miracles that He is the Lord
over disease, over demons, over
physical nature, over brute crea-
tures, in order that we may have
confidence in Him in all things.
We see Him forgiving sins, answer-
4ing prayers, direct (Matt. 9: 20—22),
intercessory (23—%26), united (27—
81), and even unuttered (32, 33).
The same characteristics may he ob-
sorved in the miracles of the Apos-
tles. They were never performed
for selfish purposes, nor for the
gratifieation of cuiipsity, never for
the sake of show. The epistles ex-
lain that miraenlous gifts, includ-
ng prophecy, weregiven to confirm
the truth of the Gospel, promote its
rapid dissemination, and edify the
churches.

Such miraecles, then, are from God,
and may be relied npon asevidence
of the truth of those revelations
which they are intended to prove.

Two questions now become ap-
propriate in our investigation: Did
miraculous manifestations follow
the message of Joseph the Proplet,
and, if so, were tliese miraculous
manifestatione of sueh a nature as to
warrant the conclusion that he had
his power from God? Let us see.

In the year 1830 the Lord de-
clared through His prophet: *And
it ghall come to pass that there shall
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be a great work in the land, even| work followed the testimony of

among the [entiles.

for 1{Joseph the Prophet, work for which

am God and mine arm i8 not short- | they could not account in the usual

ened; and I will show miracles,
signs and wonders, unto all those
who believe on my name; and
whoso shall ask it in my name in
faith they shall cast out devils
(demons); they shall heal
the  sick; they shall cauSe
the blind to recelve their sight, the
deaf to hear, and the dumb to
speak, and the lame to walk. The
uime speedily cometh when great
things are to be shown fortl: unto
the children of men.”? (Doc. and
Cov., sec. 35: 7—10.) Here we have
an unmistalgpbly clear promise that
miracleg should attend the message
of onr Prophet; and this promise ig
repeafed at otiler times., But was
this promise also kept? Were those
“great things?> shown unto the
children of men? Or was the prom-
ise a falge nne?

How could it be falge? This was
one of the very first promises given.
When we remember how rapidly
the Church spread in those early
days, no other conclusion is possible
than this: that the promise given
was also kept to the very letter.
Men are not so foolish as to follow a
man who promizes ‘‘great things?
and never keeps his promiges. This
the ministers of the world have
learnt, wherefore they wisely abstain
from promising any ‘‘great things’?
hefore the millenninm, possibly. It
is always convenient to have a fu-
tnre to draw on during present pov-
erty. But here is 8 man who, con-
trary to most ministers of the world,
(lecﬁ;res in the name of the Lord
that the time had now come for the
manifestations of ‘‘great things.’?
Thousands heard this and belleved,
in itgelf o sure proof that <great
things** really were shown. The
sick were healed, the blind received
their sight, the deaf leard, the
dumb spake and the lame walked.

At the time of Joseph it was
gengrally aceepted, even among the
enemies, ng a fact that the Prophet
performed many great miracles.
We remember a romance from that
time wherein Joseph is represented
as raiging a dead Jady. Of conrse,
the author of this romance explaing
it as humbug, the apparent death
heing caused by a dose of morphine
or something else. Other authors
agcribe the works of the Prophet to
magnetisin. JosephSmith, they say,
knew the mysteries of magnetism
and understood how to turn thern
to good account. These efforts on
the part of the enemles to explain
or account for the miracleg of the
prophet are a proof as sure as any
obe can desire that he showed
those “great things’’> which he
promised to show in the name of
the Lord. Had there been nothing,
the enemies would have nothing to
account for. “He did it through
magnetism,”’ the modern expression
for: “He did it through Beelzebub.»
Had Joseph been an impostor, how
easily that could have been exposed.
Her¢ he promises that the sick
should be hiealed by faith. Yet no
attempt has been made to prove that
the promise was never kept, cnly
that he kept it throngh magnetism!
The enemies well knew thatguch

way.
As an instance of how commonly
the enemies believed in Joseph’s
nwer, the following well-known
incident may be referred to, A
man once came to the Prophetand
aslked him to show a miracle. It
was not the prophet’s way to mnake
“show?’ of such works; wherefore
he positively refused. But the man
grew impertinent and abusive, and
talked lightly of the work of God.
Finally the prophet said in a voice
which penetrated the soul of the
miracle-seeking visitor: “*“You want
a miragle. Tell me what you
want. Do you want to be struek
blind, or deaf or dumb. 1In
the name of the Lord God, ] tell
you, you shallhave it.”> Upoun this
the man left the presence of the
Prophet in a hurry. Now, why did
not this man stay and have a fair
trial? Joseph promised him a
miracle. Why did he not wait and
get it? Simply for the reason that
he dated not. In®common with all
who knew Joseph, he was too well
aware of the power of, Ged through
the Prophet. The enemies them-
selves are thus testif ing (o the et
that miracles atfended this Prophet.
Orson Pratt in his work has re-
corded a number of cases of won-
derful liealing. .
Nor are we referred exclusively

todead witnesses. There are still

living men and woigen in Utah and
elsewhere who were personally ac-
quainted with the Prophet, and
they are willing to testify to the
last of the great works they have
geen with their eyes and heard with
their ears, ° performed by the
Prophet. Moreover, great works
still continue. To deny, therefore,
that miraculous manifestations fol-
lowed the message of Juseph the
Prophet is to deny facts.

These miracles, on the closest in-
vestigation, will all be fonnd to par-
talke of the nature of genuine Berip-
tural miracles. Their alm is the
glory of God, as they are always na-
cribed to Him alone, not to the
power of man. Nor are they per-
formed in order to glorify any one
man, or set of men. They are per-
formed a8 a confirmation of faith,
not to produce faith. .

These points are important and
instructive. While the miracles of '
the Catholic Chureh are either silly
nonsense or worked in support of
some mnotoripusly false doctrine, in
order fto gain proselytes, or other-
wise exhibit their spurious origin,
the miraculous manifestations fol-
lowing the Church of Christ exhibit
no such marks. Their origin is
divine, and they bear the di-
vine marks in themselves. Like
Gou’s works in nature, thes
miracles mnst be closely studied
in order’ fo be known in all
their beauty. The indifferent pass
them by without notice. There is
nothing of ‘“show?’ in them. But
this is one proof of tlieir divine ori-
gin. Man always works in a
“‘showy>’ way when left to himself;
God’s ways are ‘in the deep.”’

[ have pointed out that true mira-
cles are referred to as evidence of a



